
6/9/2016 Page -1 

Tuolumne Utilities District 

Parrotts Ferry Road/Gold Springs Force Main  

and Sewer Line Improvement Project 
 

1. Project Description (Summary) 
Replace 5,510± linear feet of existing 4-inch sewer force main with a 6-inch force main and 
replace 963± linear feet of 6-inch gravity sewer main with an 8-inch gravity main along the 
northbound lane of Parrotts Ferry Road, Columbia, California (for a total length of 6,473’).  
 
Force Main: 
The Gold Springs Lift Station currently collects wastewater from approximately 210 
residences in the Gold Springs Subdivision, the Gold Springs Townhouses off Marble Quarry 
Road, and several dozen additional residences from Rambling Hills Estates.  The 
wastewater is pumped through 5,510± feet of force main until it discharges to a gravity 
manhole near 22954 Parrotts Ferry Road.  This force main has seen many breaks in the 
past few years and TUD crews have repaired the line numerous times.  The line is 
constructed out of 6-inch PVC and has shallow bury depth which may be contributing to pipe 
deterioration.  A new force main constructed out of ductile iron pipe will be able to handle the 
shallow bury depth and greatly reduce, or even eliminate, mainline breaks for many years. 
 
Gravity Main: 
The gravity main portion of the project is currently constructed out of 6-inch vitrified clay pipe 
with many structural defects.  Vitrified clay pipe is known to be very resistant to chemical 
corrosion, such as sulfuric acid, which makes it suitable for sewer pipe; however, it has many 
joints which make it prone to infiltration, and is subject to root growth.  The gravity mainline is 
located in a roadway where there is a lot of heavy vehicle traffic and is severely cracked in 
several locations.  In addition to the condition of the pipe, the pipe is approaching its 
capacity.  A larger main will be able to accommodate greater flows in the future and prevent 
possible future sanitary sewer overflows. 

 
Construction/Phasing 
The construction will occur in two phases.   
 
Phase 1:  North Gold Street to Brewster Drive (approximately summer of 2016) will replace 

the entire gravity main and a portion of the sewer force main.  A contractor is 
expected to complete this phase 

 
Phase 2:  Brewster Drive to the Gold Springs Lift Station (approximately summer/ fall of 

2016) will replace the sewer force main.  TUD crews are expected to complete this 
phase.   

 
The Tuolumne Utilities District is the CEQA Lead Agency pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act for the project.  Tuolumne County is a responsible agency for the 
project (i.e., will issue an encroachment permit for work within the County right-of-way).     

 

2. Project Location 

See Figure 1.  The project is located within road rights of way along Parrotts Ferry Road.  A 
portion of Section 11, T2N, R14E, MDB&M ranging between  38012’12.42”N, -
120024’08.56”W and 38003’5.16”N, -120024’52.45”W. 
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3. Applicant 
Erik Johnson for the Tuolumne Utilities District    
erikj@tuolumneutilities.com   (209) 532-5536 
 

4. Owners:    
Tuolumne County owns the right-of-way within and along Parrotts Ferry Road in which the work 
will occur.    
 

5. Finding of No Significant Impact 
Based on information contained in the Initial Study, including incorporation of the mitigation 
measures identified herein, there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a 
significant adverse effect on the environment. 
 

6. Initial Study 
A complete description of the project and an initial study which identifies the potential effects 
of the project, by subject, may be reviewed at, or obtained from the Tuolumne Utilities District 
offices located at 18885 Nugget Blvd, Sonora, CA 95370, during regular business hours 7:00 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, (209) 532-5536. 

 

A public hearing to consider adoption of this Initial Study and Mitigated Negative 

Declaration for this project is tentatively scheduled for July 12, 2016 before the 

Tuolumne Utilities District Board of Directors.    To verify the time and location of 

upcoming public meetings scheduled for the project, please visit www.tudwater.com. 

mailto:erikj@tuolumneutilities.com
http://www.tudwater.com/
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Figure 1:  Project Location 
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Figure 2:  Aerial View with Surrounding Land Uses 
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Figure 3:  Surrounding Land Uses and General Plan Land Use Designations 
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Initial Study and Environmental Checklist 
 

1. Project Title   
Tuolumne Utilities District Parrotts Ferry Road/Gold Springs Force Main and Sewer Line 
Improvement Project 

 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address 
Tuolumne Utilities District 
18885 Nugget Blvd. 
Sonora, CA 95370 
(209) 532-5536 
 

3. Contact Person(s) and Phone Number 
Erik Johnson erikj@tuolumneutilities.com    
Jennifer Batt jennifer@tuolumneutilities.com 
(209) 532-5536 

 

4. Project Location 

See Figure 1.  The project is located primarily within road rights of way along Parrotts 
Ferry Road.  A portion of Section 11, T2N, R14E, MDB&M.    

 
5. Project Sponsor’s Name and Address 

Same as Lead Agency, See item #2 

 

6. General Plan & Zoning 

General plan land use designations surrounding the project site are illustrated in Figure 

3. 

 

7. Project Description 
Replace 5,510± linear feet of existing 4-inch sewer force main with a 6-inch force main 
and replace 963± linear feet of 6-inch gravity sewer main with an 8-inch gravity main 
along the northbound lane of Parrotts Ferry Road, Columbia, California.  
 
Force Main: 
The Gold Springs Lift Station currently collects wastewater from approximately 210 
residences in the Gold Springs Subdivision, the Gold Springs Townhouses off Marble 
Quarry Road, and several dozen additional residences from Rambling Hills Estates.  The 
wastewater is pumped through 5,510± feet of force main until it discharges to a gravity 
manhole near 22954 Parrotts Ferry Road.  This force main has seen many breaks in the 
past few years and TUD crews have repaired the line numerous times.  The line is 
constructed out of 6-inch PVC and has shallow bury depth which may be contributing to 
pipe deterioration.  A new force main constructed out of ductile iron pipe will be able to 
handle the shallow bury depth and greatly reduce, or even eliminate, mainline breaks for 
many years. 
 
Gravity Main: 
The gravity main portion of the project is currently constructed out of 6-inch vitrified clay 
pipe with many structural defects.  Vitrified clay pipe is known to be very resistant to 
chemical corrosion, such as sulfuric acid, which makes it suitable for sewer pipe; 

mailto:erikj@tuolumneutilities.com
mailto:jennifer@tuolumneutilities.com
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however, it has many joints which make it prone to infiltration, and is subject to root 
growth.  The gravity mainline is located in a roadway where there is a lot of heavy vehicle 
traffic and is severely cracked in several locations.  In addition to the condition of the 
pipe, the pipe is approaching its capacity.  A larger main will be able to accommodate 
greater flows in the future and prevent possible future sanitary sewer overflows. 

 
Construction/Phasing 
The construction will occur in two phases.   
 
Phase 1:  North Gold Street to Brewster Drive (approximately summer of 2016) will 

replace the entire gravity main and a portion of the sewer force main.  A 
contractor is expected to complete this phase 

 
Phase 2:  Brewster Drive to the Gold Springs Lift Station (approximately summer/fall of 

2016) will replace the sewer force main.  TUD crews are expected to complete 
this phase.   

 
The Tuolumne Utilities District is the CEQA Lead Agency pursuant to the California 
Environmental Quality Act for the project.  Tuolumne County is a responsible agency for 
the project (i.e., will issue an encroachment permit for work within the County right-of-
way).     
 

8. Setting and Surrounding Land Uses 

Figures 1-3 illustrate the surrounding land uses.   The eastern-most portion of the 
project begins within Parrotts Ferry Road near the northwest corner of Columbia State 
Historic Park.   The main replacement activities will occur primarily within the north-bound 
lane of Parrotts Ferry Road between North Gold and Brewster before moving onto and 
within the northeasterly shoulder of Parrotts Ferry Road between Brewster and Marble 
Quarry Road.   Project elevations range from 2,100± feet above sea level (abs) at the 
southern end of the project boundary dropping to 2,000± feet abs at the northern end. 
 
The project commences near small-lot single-family residences and the Church of the 
49ers First Presbyterian Church parking lot near the northeast corner of Columbia State 
Historic Park.   The project proceeds northerly within the Parrotts Ferry Road right-of-way 
(primarily within the traveled way) towards North Airport Road through increasingly rural 
parcels with grasslands and scattered oak woodlands to the northeast and some isolated 
industrial developments and Pioneer Park to the southwest.   From Brewster Lane to 
Marble Quarry Road, the bulk of the project shifts to the northeastern shoulder of the 
road along the open grasslands, ponds and springs northeast of the Gold Springs 
Subdivision, past the historic “gold spring” and 1854 ranch house, townhouses and 

Marble Quarry Road to the TUD lift station. (Figure 2) 

 
9. Other public agencies whose approval is or may be required:   

 

Required Permits, Approvals, Agreements Agency 
National Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
Stormwater Permit 

State Water Resources Control Board 

Encroachment Permits Tuolumne County  

Grading Permit Tuolumne County 

Drainage Improvement Plan Tuolumne County 
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10. Incorporation by Reference 
The following documents are hereby incorporated by reference.   Portions of these  
documents are available for review at the Tuolumne Utilities District offices located at 
18885 Nugget Blvd, Sonora, CA 95370, during regular business hours 7:00 a.m. to 4:00 
p.m. Monday through Friday, (209) 532-5536.  Please note that portions of these 
documents identifying the location of sensitive resources are considered confidential and 
are unavailable for public review 
 
Augustine, Amy.   June 2016.  Biological Study Memorandum for Parrotts Ferry 

Road/Gold Springs Force Main and Sewer Line Improvement Project, Tuolumne 
County, CA.   Augustine Planning Associates, Inc. 

 
Pacheco-Patrick, Melinda.  May 2016.   Cultural Resources Study for the Gold Springs 

Force Main and Gravity Main Replacement Project, Tuolumne County, CA.  Patrick 
GIS Group, Inc. 
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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 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   

 
Transportation/Traffic 

 

 

 
Utilities / Service Systems  

 

 

 
Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 

DETERMINATION: (Completed by the Lead Agency)   
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 on 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. 
 
 
  
Thomas Haglund, General Manager 
Tuolumne Utilities District  

 
 
  
Date 
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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 by the referenced information sources 
that show 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 is 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). 

 
2) 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. 

 
3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then 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 
substantial evidence 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. 

 
4) "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 (mitigation measures from 
Section XVII, "Earlier Analyses," may be cross-referenced). 

 
5) 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 Measures 
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. 

 
6) The Lead Agency has incorporated, where possible, into the checklist references to information 

sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously 
prepared or outside document has, where appropriate, included a reference to the page or pages 
where the statement is substantiated. 

 
7) Supporting Information Sources: A source list is attached, and other sources used or individuals 

contacted are cited in the discussion. 
 
8) The explanation of each issue identifies: 

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 significance
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Environmental Issue or Topic 

I. AESTHETICS    

 
The project area is visible from residences along Parrotts Ferry Road and from the northwestern 
portion of Columbia State Historic Park from North Gold to Marble Quarry Road.   The project 
involves replacing underground sewer facilities.   Therefore, the completed project will not be 

visible above-ground once completed.  Figure 2 illustrates the surrounding land uses.     
 
Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project involves replacing existing underground sewer facilities.   The facilities will not be 
visible above-ground.  Therefore, based on the nature of the proposed project, the project 
will not impact a scenic vista. 

 
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings and 

historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The site is not located along a state scenic highway.  Therefore, scenic resources within a 
state scenic highway will not be impacted.     
 

c)  “Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

 X   

 
Parrotts Ferry Road is not a designated scenic route per the Tuolumne County General Plan. 
In general, however, portions of the project site are bounded by native oaks and old growth 
willows, a significant aesthetic element of the site that ties it to the natural rural setting of the 
Columbia community and the County.   These trees are highly visible from Parrotts Ferry 
Road.    
 
The Tuolumne County General Plan (1996) includes the following Policies and 
Implementation Program related to preserving scenic resources along transportation routes. 
 

Policy 4.I.2 Conserve the natural scenic quality and rural character along designated 
transportation routes in the County. 
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Policy 4.I.6 Encourage voluntary efforts to protect clusters of native trees and outstanding 
individual native and non-native trees which help define the character of Tuolumne County. 
 

Implementation Program 4.I.g Conserve Scenic Resources Along Transportation Routes 
Encourage the conservation of the County's scenic resources along the transportation routes 
identified as Scenic by formulating guidelines which provide recommendations for integrating new 
development with the surrounding landscape and natural topography. These recommendations 
will be made available to assist in the designing of new land development projects which are 
proposed along Scenic Routes. The guidelines should address the retention of trees and other 
native vegetation which contribute to defining the County's character, screening of outdoor 
storage areas, landscaping and revegetation, signage, architectural design and materials, lighting 

and retention of landscape features that reflect the County's history and character. The 
 

The finished project, involving replacement of an underground utility, will not be visible 
above-ground.   However, digging, trenching, compacting and other construction-related 
activities associated with the project could damage the roots of large native oak trees and 
old growth willows which contribute to the scenic character of the Parrotts Ferry Road 
corridor between North Gold Street and Marble Quarry Road.     
 
Roots of native oaks are generally located in the upper 3 feet of soil and extend to one and 
one-half times the dripline of the tree.   When a large portion (30%-50%) of the root zone of 
an oak is damaged, the likelihood of tree death is high.    Because trenching is likely to occur 
within the driplines of large (i.e., 12” or greater in diameter at breast height) native oaks and 
willows (and a single chestnut tree) along Parrotts Ferry Road in areas within the upper three 
feet of soil and one and one-half of the tree’s dripline, some of these trees have a moderate-
to-high likelihood of being damaged and potentially dying.   As contributors to the scenic 
character of Parrotts Ferry Road and the Columbia community, this could be a significant 
adverse impact. 
 

To minimize these impacts, Mitigation Measure AES-1 (Protecting Willow, Chestnut and 

Native Oaks) is included to minimize damage to the root zones of willow, a large chestnut in 
the construction area and native oaks [oaks generally measuring 12” or greater in diameter 

at breast height (dbh)] – See Figure MM-1.   The measure includes arborist monitoring and 
replacement of dead or dying trees resulting from construction activities.  Proper 

implementation of Mitigation Measure AES-1 is expected to reduce potential visual impacts 
to Protected Trees to a level of less-than-significant.   

 

d)  “Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which would adversely affect day or nighttime 

views in the area?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project does not include the addition of lighting.   Therefore, no significant adverse impacts 
related to light or glare are anticipated.   
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II.   AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES 

 
Eight parcels adjoining the project boundaries along Parrotts Ferry Road are zoned for 
agricultural use as either General Agricultural, 37-acre minimum (AE-37) or General Agricultural, 

twenty acre minimum (A-20) – Table 1.   Of these, the five parcels in Project Phase 2 are subject 
to a specific plan/planned development governing the future use of the parcels.  The three 
remaining agriculturally-zoned parcels are all located in Phase 1.    

 
Would the project: 

 

a) “Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), 

as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of 

the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

  X  

 
The state’s Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP) does not include Tuolumne 
County.  Therefore, county soils are not formally classified by the state in terms of their 
agricultural productivity as prime, unique or important.   The USDA Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) is charged with the survey of soils within each county.  The NRCS 
is currently updating the soils survey and completion is pending.  Per the Tuolumne County soils 
maps (USDA 1962), on-site soils along all of Parrotts Ferry Road within the project boundaries 
are classified as Urbanized/Industrial (i.e., disturbed by urbanization).   These soils generally are 
not considered high value for agriculture.    
 
In lieu of the FMMP designation, each of the eight agricultural-zoned parcels near of adjacent to 
the project boundaries was evaluated pursuant to the 1996 Tuolumne County General Plan 
Agricultural Resources Element Agricultural Rating System (TCGP, Chapter 11) and rated as 
follows: 
 
Table 1:  Agricultural Parcels Adjacent to Project Boundaries 

APN Zoning 

General Plan 

Acreage TCGP Ag Rating Notes 

32-560-03 A-20:MX:D:AIR 
Rural Residential 

20.1 Ag Land of Limited 
Importance   

Phase 2 

32-560-02 A-20:NX:D:AIR 
Rural Residential 

19.2 Ag Land of Limited 
Importance 

Phase 2 

32-560-13 AE-37:PD:MX:D:AIR 
Rural Residential 

8.6 N/A* Phase 2 
 

32-560-25 AE-37:PD:MX:D:AIR 
Rural Residential 

14.7 N/A* Phase 2 
 

32-610-30 AE-37:PD:MX:AIR 
Estate Residential 

N/A N/A* Phase 2 
Already developed as 
Townhouses 

37-010-15 AE-37:AIR 
Homestead 
Residential 

0.7 Parcel too small for 
commercial agricultural 
viability 

Phase 1 
Non-renewal, out as of 
3-1-99 
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APN Zoning 

General Plan 

Acreage TCGP Ag Rating Notes 

(Solari Ranch) 

37-010-23 AE-37:AIR 
Agricultural 

37.5 Agricultural Land of Local 
Importance 

Phase 1 
Non-renewal, out as of 
3-1-99 (Solari Ranch) 

37-010-27 AE-37:AIR 
Homestead 
Residential 

20.6 Agricultural Land of Local 
Importance 

Phase 1 
Non-renewal, out as of 
3-1-99 
(Solari Ranch) 

*Subject to specific plan/planned development 
Estate Residential (two acre minimums),  
Homestead Residential (three acre minimums)  
Rural Residential (five acre minimums) 

 
As illustrated above, according to the TCGP Agricultural Rating System, agriculturally-zoned 
parcels in Phase 2 are either are governed by an approved specific plan, or are considered 
Agricultural Land of Limited Importance, the lowest of the three agricultural values provided by 
the TCGP rating system1.   Per TCGP Policy 11.A.3, conversion of such lands to non-agricultural 
general plan land use designations and zoning districts is allowed.   Therefore, no impacts due 
to conversion of agricultural lands are associated with Phase 1 of the project. 
 
Assessor’s parcels, APN 37-010-23 and -27 (Phase 1) are classified as Agricultural Land of 
Local Importance per the TCGP.   This indicates that the parcels have moderate agricultural 
value (due, in part, to the availability of the Matelot Ditch which traverses the parcels).   
Conversion of such lands to non-agricultural use could be considered a potentially significant 
adverse impact.   However, neither of these parcels will be disturbed by the proposed project 
which lies outside the boundaries of both parcels.    
 
Based on all of the preceding, no conversions of important farmlands to non-agricultural use will 
occur and no impacts associated with farmland conversion will occur as a result of the project.    

    
b) “Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

None of the identified agricultural parcels currently are subject to a Williamson Act (WA) 
Land Conservation Contract2.   Therefore, no potentially significant adverse impacts 
associated with converting important agricultural land is anticipated. 

 

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 PRC 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? 

                                                      
1 Values in the TCGP (highest to lowest value) are:  High Value, Agricultural Lands of Local Importance and 
Agricultural Land of Limited Importance 
2 Non-renewal was filed on APNs 37-010-23, -27 and -15 resulting in termination of the WA Contract as of 3-1-
1999. 
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Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project entails replacing an existing sewer line within existing road rights of way.   
Therefore, the project will not convert any forest land or timberland as those terms are 
defined by the California Public Resources Code.   No designated Timber Preserve Zones 
are designated within or adjacent to the project boundaries.   Therefore, no conversion of 
timber or forest lands will occur and no impact is anticipated. 
 

e)  Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could 

result in conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-

forest use? 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

 See above responses a-e. 

 

III-A.  AIR QUALITY   

Tuolumne County is located in the Mountain Counties Air Basin (MCAB). Local air quality 
jurisdiction within the MCAB is given to each of the separate counties.  Tuolumne County is 
under the jurisdiction of the Tuolumne County Air Pollution Control District (TCAPCD).  
 

Air quality in the project area is influenced largely by pollutant transport from upwind areas, such 
as the San Joaquin Valley, but also by local emission sources, such as wood burning stoves and 
fireplaces during the winter months, and vehicles using area roadways. 
 

Both the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and California Air Resources Board 
(CARB) have established ambient air quality standards for common air pollutants.   These 
standards identify levels of contaminants expected to avoid adverse health effects.   Federal and 
state standards were developed independently with differing purposes and methods, although 
both emphasize avoiding health-related effects.   As a result, state and federal standards differ 
in some cases.  In general, California standards are more stringent (e.g., for ozone, PM10 and 
PM2.5) 
 
As of December, 20153, Tuolumne County is designated by the state as non-attainment (i.e., 
violates an ambient air quality standard) for the following air pollutant (i.e., criteria pollutant): 
 

 Ozone  
 
Tuolumne County is designated as either attainment (within established standards) or 
unclassified (i.e., insufficient data exists to determine attainment or non-attainment) by the 
USEPA for: 
 
                                                      
3 California Air Resources Control Board 
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 Ozone (8-hour federal standard) 
 
The USEPA updated the ozone standards in 2015, but 2008 standards are still in effect.  It is 
noted that the US EPA is currently re-establishing ambient air quality standards (AAQSs) for this 
criteria pollutant.  New designations for Tuolumne County have not yet been established and the 
current designation is based on the most recent data available.  

 
Tuolumne County is designated as either attainment (within established standards) or 
unclassified (i.e., insufficient data exists to determine attainment or non-attainment) by the state 
for:  

 Fine particulate matter smaller than 2.5 microns in diameter (PM2.5) per state and 
federal standards  

 Inhalable particulate matter smaller than 10 microns (PM10) per state and federal 
standards  

 Hydrogen sulfide  

 Visibility reducing particles 
 
Tuolumne County is designated as attainment (meeting state and federal standards) for: 
 

 Carbon Monoxide (state and federal) 

 Nitrogen dioxide (NOX) – (state and federal) 

 Sulfur dioxide (SO2) – state and federal 

 Lead – state and federal 
 
Tuolumne County also is designated as attainment (meeting state standards) for: 
 

 Sulfates (not designated by federal standards) 
 

Would the project: 

 

a)  “Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?”   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 
The Tuolumne County APCD does not have an adopted air quality plan.   Therefore, the project 
will not conflict with an adopted plan and no impact is anticipated. 

    

b) “Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or projected air quality 

violation?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

 

Ozone 
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As noted, Tuolumne County is non-attainment for ozone per state standards.   As explained by 
the California Air Resources Board (CARB)4, oxygen (O2) is a major constituent of the air we 
breathe.  In contrast, Ozone (O3) is a powerful oxidizing agent that readily reacts with some 
gases and with some surfaces (e.g., dust particles, leaves, and biological membranes). These 
reactions can damage living cells, such as those present in the linings of the human lungs.  
Exposure has been associated with adverse health effects including aggravation of asthma and 
decreased lung function.  This ozone, regulated by CARB as an air pollutant, is mainly produced 
close to ground (tropospheric ozone) where people live, exercise, and breathe.     

Most of the ozone in California’s air results from reactions between substances emitted from 
vehicles, industrial plants, consumer products, and vegetation. These reactions involve volatile 
organic compounds (VOCs), which the California Air Resources Board (ARB) also refers to as 
reactive organic gases (ROG) and oxides of nitrogen (NOx) in the presence of sunlight.  

Ozone is formed only during daylight hours under appropriate conditions, but is destroyed 
throughout the day and night. Therefore, ozone concentrations vary depending upon both the 
time of day and the location. Ozone concentrations are higher on hot, sunny, calm days.  

 

Construction Related Emissions 
The operation of construction equipment can generate exhaust emissions, which include 
reactive organic gases (ROG).   Paving also can generate ROG emissions.  Construction-related 
activities (e.g., trenching, backfilling) also produce dust.   The use of exposed serpentine gravel 
can even produce dust which may contain naturally occurring asbestos fibers (linked to lung and 
stomach disease).  ROG and dust emissions, as described above, can react with sunlight to 
generate ozone.   Therefore, the generation of short-term construction-related air pollutants 
(ROG and dust) by the proposed project could contribute to the generation of emissions of 
criteria pollutants for which Tuolumne County is designated as non-attainment (ozone)--a 
potentially significant adverse impact.     
 

To minimize these impacts, Mitigation Measures Air Quality -1 (Equipment Operations),   

Mitigation Measure Air Quality-2 (Dust Control), and Mitigation Measure Air Quality-3 

(Serpentine gravel) are required.  AQ-1 will regulate the operation of construction equipment in 
a manner that reduces air emissions during construction and AQ-2 and AQ-3 provide for dust 
control during construction operations, including prohibiting the use of exposed serpentine 
gravel. 
 
Proper implementation of these measures are expected to reduce any potentially significant 
impact associated with construction-related emissions to a level of less-than-significant. 
 
Operational Emissions 
The slight increase in pipe size is not expected to increase air emissions above existing levels 
because the pipelines will be buried underground.    Additional manholes are not proposed in 
conjunction with the project, therefore, increased emissions from sewer lines are not anticipated. 
Therefore, due to its size, nature, and location; the project will not contribute substantially to an 
existing or projected air quality violation. 
 

                                                      

4 California Environmental Protection Agency, Air Resources Board and Office of 

Environmental Health and Hazard Assessment.  http://www.fraqmd.org/ozonechemistry.htm 
 

http://www.fraqmd.org/ozonechemistry.htm
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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 standard 

(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?”  

 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 

See paragraph b. 
 

d) “Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

 

Heavy equipment operations during project construction will increase air emissions.   

Implementation of Mitigation Measures Air Quality-1 and Air Quality-2 (See paragraph b) is 
expected to minimize these short-term emissions to a level of less-than-significant during the 
construction process.   

 
e) “Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

 
Heavy equipment operations during project construction will emit odors.   Given the existing 
setting of the project area, adjacent residents could temporarily be affected by the odors.   This 

is a potentially significant short-term adverse impact.  Proper implementation of Mitigation 

Measure Air Quality-1 (See paragraph b) is expected to reduce the extent and duration of 
equipment-related odors to a level of less than significant.   
 
  

III-B.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS  
Greenhouse gases primarily include water vapor, carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4) and 
nitrous oxide (NO) gases.   These gases form a “blanket” high in the atmosphere.   As the sun 
heats the earth, some of the heat escapes back into the atmosphere and some is retained by 
the “gas blanket” which keeps the earth from freezing.  This is known as the “greenhouse effect,” 
and is essential for life.   However, as the production of “greenhouse gases” increases (e.g., 
through the burning of fossil fuels), so too does the “thickness of the atmospheric blanket.”  This, 
in turn, traps more of the sun’s heat in the earth’s atmosphere and increases the earth’s 
temperature.   California has passed numerous pieces of legislation (most notably, AB 32) to 
assist in the global effort to facilitate continued economic growth and development without 
increasing the “thickness of the greenhouse gas blanket” to a level that could be intolerable to 
some life on earth.   The following analyzes the extent to which the proposed project may 
contribute carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide (NOx) gases into the 
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atmosphere. 
 

Would the project: 

 

a) Generate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant 

impact on the environment? 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

 
Short-term construction activities (e.g., the use of heavy equipment) associated with the project will 
generate emissions including CO2, CH4 and N2O.   This analysis applies a quantitative threshold to 
determine the significance of project-related impacts on the environment.   The threshold is based 
on the amount of GHG emissions that would be generated by the proposed project. 
 
The Tuolumne County APCD does not have adopted quantitative significance thresholds for GHG 
emissions.   Therefore, the threshold used herein is based on a threshold developed by the 
California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA).   The CAPCOA document CEQA & 
Climate Change- Evaluating and Addressing Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Projects Subject to 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CAPCOA 2008) presents a 900 metric ton per year (MT/yr) 
of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e) screening threshold.  This threshold is considered a 
conservative threshold set at a level to “capture” or define 90 percent of land use development 
projects as significant. 
 
For the project, therefore, if short-term construction activities generate more than 900 MT/yr of 
CO2e, the project is considered to have a significant impact on the environment.   If the project 
generates 900 MT/yr of Co2e or less, the project is considered to have a less-than-significant impact 
on the environment. 
 
Using the CARB model, the project generates significantly less than 900 MT/yr.   However, even 

minimal contributions could be considered cumulatively adverse.  Therefore, Mitigation Measure Air 

Quality -1 (Equipment Operations),   Mitigation Measure Air Quality-2 (Dust Control), and 

Mitigation Measure Air Quality-3 (Serpentine gravel) are applied to the project to minimize 
construction-related emissions.    AQ-1 will regulate the operation of construction equipment in a 
manner that reduces air emissions during construction and AQ-2 and AQ-3 provide for dust control 
during construction operations, including prohibiting the use of exposed serpentine gravel.  Proper 
implementation of these measures is expected to reduce any potential cumulative impact to a level 
of less-than-significant. 
 
b)  Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the 

emission of greenhouse gases? 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 
See paragraph a. 
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IV.   BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES    

Setting:   

For this analysis, species officially included on one or more of the following lists, are considered 
special status species: 

Federal 
Federal Endangered (FE) pursuant to the federal endangered species act (FESA) 
Federal Threatened (FT) pursuant to FESA 
Federal Proposed (FP, FPE, FPT) pursuant to FESA 
Federal Candidate (FC) pursuant to FESA 
Petitioned for listing as federally endangered (P-FE) pursuant to FESA 
United States Fish and Wildlife (USFWS) Bird of Conservation Concern (USFWS BCC) 
United States Bureau of Land Management Sensitive (BLM-S)  
United States Forest Service Sensitive (UFSF-S)  
Migratory Bird Species Act (MBTA) 
 
State 
State Endangered (SE) pursuant to the California endangered species act (CESA) 
State Threatened (ST) per CESA 
State Candidate Threatened (SC-T) per CESA 
State Rare (SR) per the CESA or the California Native Plant Protection Act 
Petitioned for listing as state threatened or endangered (P-CE) per CESA  
Fully Protected (FP) by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 
State Species of Special Concern (SSC)  
 
Other 
Western Bat Working Group High Priority (WBWG-H)  
Western Bat Working Group Medium Priority (WBWG-M)  
Western Bat Working Group Low-Medium Priority (WBWG-LM) 
International Union for Conservation of Nature-Vulnerable (IUCN-V) 
California Native Plant Society (CNPS) - California Rare Plant Ranking System 

List 1B:  Rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere  
1.B.1 Seriously endangered in California 
1.B.2 Fairly endangered in California 
 

CNPS plants listed as follows were addressed herein, but were not considered special status 
species 

CNPS 1.B.3 Not very endangered in California 
  CNPS 4.2 Of limited distribution or infrequent throughout a broader area in California, 

status should be monitored, a watch list 
 
For this analysis, sensitive habitats include those: 
 

 Designated as critical habitat per FESA 

 Identified as communities of special concern by CDFW, 

 Habitats protected per state law (e.g., native oak woodlands),  

 Wetlands (and other waters of the United States) under the jurisdiction of the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 
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 Waters of the state, including wetlands (WOS) pursuant to the Porter-Cologne 
Water Quality Control Act (Porter-Cologne) 

 

A more detailed accounting of the regulatory setting relative to plants, fish and animals is 
included in the biological study memorandum prepared for the project: 

 

Augustine, Amy.   June 2016.  Biological Study Memorandum for Parrotts Ferry 
Road/Gold Springs Force Main and Sewer Line Improvement Project, Tuolumne 
County, CA.   Augustine Planning Associates, Inc. 

 

The study included a review of the California Natural Diversity Database, United States Fish and 
Wildlife Service IPaC Trust Resources Report, National Wetlands Inventory (NWI), CalFlora and 
the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) databases to identify species potentially occurring 
within the Biological Study Area (BSA).   The BSA is defined as the area within 500 feet of the 
construction zone and any proposed staging areas.     Intensive biological studies were 
conducted within the BSA and by use of binoculars where access was unavailable on private 
land.  In addition, areas within approximately 1,000 feet of Parrotts Ferry Road were surveyed by 
binoculars for nesting raptors.  Biological surveys commenced February 17, 2016, with intensive 
surveys conducted March 16-18, 2016 and weekly in April, May and through June 8, 2016. 
 

That study, previously incorporated by reference, is summarized as follows: 

 

A review of the California Natural Diversity Database (2016) 7.5 Minute USGS Columbia 
Quadrangle identifies occurrences of 20 species within the BSA, the USFWS IPaC identifies 4 
federal special status species and 24 USFWS Bird Species of Special Concern that could occur 
in the BSA, and the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) identifies five special plant species 
with potential to be present.    The biological memorandum summarizes the likelihood of each 
species occurring within the BSA, the potential for those that might occur to be impacted by the 
project, and mitigation measures to reduce potential impacts to a level of less-than-significant, 
where necessary    No critical habitats were identified within the BSA.  The NWI identifies four 
wetland types occurring within the BSA.   

 

Biological studies did not identify any special status plant species, although four elderberry 
shrubs are located within the BSA and will be fully avoided.   The study also identified multiple 
special status bird and raptor species including three active nests (osprey, American kestrel and 
Canada goose).  Provisions are included herein to ensure nest protection until young have 
fledged.   Provisions are included herein to avoid all wetlands within the BSA. 

 

Would the project: 

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 regional plans, policies, or 

regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 

Service?”   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   
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Based on site surveys, potential habitat, or the following special status species, exist within the 
BSA:   

 

Valley elderberry longhorn beetle   

Elderberry shrubs (Sambucus sp.) occur in four locations within the BSA and have been flagged 
for identification in the field.   Three elderberry “clumps” are located on the west side of Parrotts 
Ferry Road where no work is proposed and no disturbances are anticipated.   One elderberry 
shrub is located immediately adjacent to Parrotts Ferry Road with branches extending into the 
traveled way.   Elderberry shrubs may provide habitat for the federally-listed threatened Valley 
elderberry longhorn beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus), or VELB.   Habitat for VELB is 
assumed to be potentially present if the shrub has stems of 1” or greater in diameter.    All of the 
identified shrubs include stems 1” or greater in diameter.   Access to shrubs located on the west 
side of Parrotts Ferry Road was limited due to thick growths of blackberries and poison oak, 
however no obvious signs of exit holes (indicating potential presence of VELB) were observed 
on those shrubs.   The shrub located along the east side of Parrotts Ferry Road was studied in 
detail and shows no evidence of exit holes indicating that the shrub is not occupied by VELB, but 
provides potential habitat for the listed species.    

 

Mitigation measures consistent with the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) would 
normally require a setbacks ranging from 25-100 feet from individual shrubs.    However, 
exceptions to these setbacks may occur where existing development already occurs within the 
recommended setback areas.  Because the proposed project will not alter the existing conditions 
of the shrubs (i.e., no pruning, no removal, no root disturbances, no nearby staging or material 
storage) and because no proposed work or disturbances will occur in closer proximity to the 
shrubs than current traffic along Parrotts Ferry Road; the proposed project will not increase 
potential impacts to VELB habitat and no significant adverse impact is anticipated.   To ensure 

that inadvertent encroachment or damage to the shrubs does not occur, Mitigation Measure 

BIOLOGY-1 (Fencing Elderberry Shrubs) is included to require installing safety fencing 
around elderberries identified in the BSA.   Proper implementation of this mitigation measure will 
ensure that impacts to elderberry shrubs is less-than-significant. 

 

Special Status Bats 

Potential foraging habitat for special status bat species occurs within the BSA at the pond 
located on Brewster Drive and the pond associated with the Gold Spring as well as over 
adjacent grasslands including: 

 

 Hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus) , Western Bat Working Group (WBWG) moderate priority 
species 

 Yuma myotis (Myotis yumanensis), US Bureau of Land Management (BLM) species of 
special concern (SSC), WBWG low/moderate priority species 

 Western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii), a California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
(CDFW) species of special concern and WBWG high priority species 

 Pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), a BLM SSC, CDFW SSC, WBWG high priority species 
and US Forest Service sensitive species    

 

No evidence of colonial roosting or nursery sites were identified within or adjacent to the 
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proposed construction area.   However, several small bats were observed near dusk foraging on 
insects along Parrotts Ferry Road.  Project construction is scheduled during daylight hours.   
Therefore, construction will not interfere with foraging bats.   Because no alterations to potential 
nesting or roosting sites will occur, no potentially significant adverse impacts to special status 
bat species are anticipated and no mitigation measures are required.     

 

Western Bumble Bee 

The species was not identified during surveys, however habitat for the western bumble bee 
(Bombus occidentalis), a US Forest service sensitive species, exists in the BSA in the form of 
ornamental flowers planted at surrounding residences and flowering fruit, nut and native shrubs. 
The species typically nests underground.    While no evidence of nesting was observed during 
field surveys, nesting could be established should project construction be delayed to spring, 
2017.   To ensure that nests for the species are not inadvertently destroyed, if established in the 

future, Mitigation Measure BIOLOGY-2 (Preconstruction surveys for Western bumble bee 

nests) is established to require a preconstruction survey prior to trenching or other ground 
disturbance within the Parrotts Ferry Road shoulder (Phase 2).   Proper implementation of this 
measure is expected to minimize the potential impact to the species to a level of less-than-
significant. 

 

Amphibians 

Marginal potential habitat for the California red-legged frog (Rana draytonii) exists within the 
BSA in association with the Brewster Road pond, Gold Spring spring and Lower Sandy Wash.  
The species is federally listed as threatened and is a California species of special concern.  Two 
CNDDB records exist of uncertain location.  One record potentially occurs within 1 mile of the 
BSA in the vicinity of Marble Quarry Road.    Similarly potential habitat for the California tiger 
salamander (Ambystoma californiense), a federally listed threatened species, exists in 
association with the springs and seeps found in adjacent grasslands. 

 

Habitat for both species is absent in project areas identified for ground-disturbing activities (i.e., 
graveled shoulders along Parrotts Ferry Road).   Although located on private property, access to 
the Gold Spring spring was sufficient to determine that the CRLF was not present in or in close 
proximity to the ponded spring.   Brewster Pond, located 170’± to the nearest portion of the area 
of ground disturbance for the project is inaccessible on private property as are the springs and 
seeps associated with adjacent grasslands (potential CTS habitat).   Brewster pond appears to 
lack the depth required to support CRLF and vegetation surrounding the pond is very limited.  
Neither species was observed during biological surveys.   However, presence could not be 
entirely ruled out due to restricted access to private property.  In the absence of such access, 
presence was assumed.   Should either species be present, none of the potential occupied 
habitats for the species would be disturbed in conjunction with either project construction or 
operations.  The completed underground rehabilitated pipeline will not pose a threat to either 
species.   Migrations away from suitable habitat to gravel road-side (during project construction) 
is unlikely.   However, in the highly unlikely event of migrations outside of preferred habitat 
towards areas of ground disturbance, a potentially significant adverse impact could occur.   To 
mitigate this unlikely impact to a level of less than significant, drift fencing (or equivalent) will be 
installed adjacent to wetland areas in close proximity to work areas and the area nearest 

Brewster Pond will prohibit staging (Mitigation Measure Biology-4)  Proper implementation of 
this measure should reduce potential impacts to either species, if present to a level of less-than-
significant.   
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Molluscs 

Potential habitat occurs within the BSA for the Trinity spot (Punctum hannai), a mollusk 
inhabiting moist litter in forests and along streams, near seeps, springs, bogs and swamp.   The 
species lacks any special status designation, but is included in the CNDDB.   The species could 
be present in the springs and seeps on adjacent private property, which were inaccessible.   
However, the species was not observed in areas identified for ground-disturbing activities, 
therefore, no significant adverse impact to the species, if present, are anticipated.    

 

Special Status Bird Species/Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), Bald and Golden Eagle 

Protection Act (BGEPA) 
The BSA contains a wide variety of nesting and foraging bird species—all but a few of the bird 
species identified are protected pursuant to the MBTA (nesting), BGEPA, as United States Fish 
and Wildlife Service Bird Species of Conservation Concern (USFWS BCC), or CDFW Bird 
Species of Special Concern. The Biological Study Memorandum contains a full list of these 
species.  Highlights include:   
 

 Nesting:  Osprey, Canada goose, American kestrel  

 Bald eagle (stealing fish from osprey) 

 Oak titmouse, red-breasted sapsucker, white-breasted nuthatch, gold-crowned sparrow, 
varied thrush, lark sparrow 

 
In addition, potential habitat was identified for the following USFWS Bird Species of 
Conservation Concern.  None of these species were identified during surveys:   
 

 Willow flycatcher,  

 Peregrine falcon,  

 Loggerhead shrike,  

 Lewis’s woodpecker  

 Calliope hummingbird 
 
Based on the observance of other raptors and songbirds, there is a potential for additional nest 
occurrences within the project boundaries.   Pursuant to the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 
harassing or harming a protected nesting bird is prohibited and would be considered a 
potentially significant adverse impact to the affected species.   To ensure the protection of 

nesting bird species, Mitigation Measure BIOLOGY-3 (Preconstruction Survey for Nesting 

Birds) requires, and establishes the parameters for conducting, surveys for nesting birds in 
advance of construction activities.   The measure also establishes protection buffers for avoiding 
impacts to nesting bird species until the young have successfully fledged.     
Proper implementation of the proceeding will ensure that no impacts to special status or other 
protected bird species will occur in conjunction with the proposed project. 
 

Plants 
The project area includes potential habitat for: 
 

 Streambank spring beauty (Claytonia parviflora ssp. grandiflora), a CNPS List 4.2 
species which does not meet the criteria for a species of special concern as established 
herein.   The species was not identified during botanical surveys.  The common miner’s 
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lettuce (Claytonia parviflora ssp. parviflora) was found within the BSA.   No mitigation is 
required or proposed.     

 Fresno ceanothus (Ceanothis fresnensis), however the species was not identified during 
botanical surveys conducted during the blooming season for this species and is 
considered to be absent within the project boundaries. 

 Yellow-lipped pansy monkey flower (Mimulus pulchellus), a California Native Plant 
Society List 1B.2, BLM and USFS sensitive species.    Access to private property was 
restricted, but the species was not identified during botanical surveys conducted during 
the blooming season for this species within the areas of potential ground disturbance 
associated with the project.   While the species could be associated with springs and 
seeps on private property, it is absent outside of areas identified for ground-disturbing 
activities, therefore, no significant adverse impact to the species, if present, are 
anticipated.   The common seep-spring monkey flower (Mimulus guttatus) was observed 
in large quantities within the BSA. 

 
 

b) “Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community 

identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of 

Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) or US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

 X   

 

Wetlands 
As described in the following table and illustrated in the following figure, the US Fish and Wildlife 
Service National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) identifies the following wetland resources in and 
near the project boundaries: 
 

Descriptive Name Acreage per 

NWI 

NWI Description 

Sandy Wash (Lower West Fork, 
below Gold Springs Pond) 

0.64 acre Freshwater emergent wetland 

Sandy Wash (Upper West Fork) 0.70 acre Riverine – Intermittent, seasonally flooded 
 

Sandy Wash (East Fork) 1.38 acres Riverine – Intermittent, seasonally flooded 

Brewster Drive Pond 0.25 ac Freshwater pond, diked, semi-permanently flooded, 
unconsolidated bottom, less than 30% vegetation 

Golds Springs Drive Pond 0.1 acre Freshwater pond, diked, semi-permanently flooded, 
unconsolidated bottom, less than 30% vegetation 

Gold Springs Subdivision Pond 0.79 acre Freshwater pond, diked, semi-permanently flooded, 
unconsolidated bottom, less than 30% vegetation 

 

In addition, based on site surveys, the following wetland resources were identified: 
 

Descriptive Name Acreage 

(estimated) 

Description 

Gold Spring 0.15 Freshwater pond, spring fed, diked  

Matelot Siphon drainage A 0.3 Riverine – Intermittent 

Matelot Siphon drainage B 0.5 Riverine – Intermittent 
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The proposed project will not alter these wetlands, but construction activities will be in close 
proximity to the wetlands and have the potential to degrade water quality within the wetlands--a 
potentially significant adverse impact.     To ensure the protection of  wetland vegetation and 

water quality, Mitigation Measures BIOLOGY-4 (Install Barrier fencing/Silt fencing to 

protect wetland and riparian) and Mitigation Measure BIOLOGY-5 (Best Management 

Practices to protect water quality)  will require installing protective fencing around those 
wetlands in or immediately adjacent to the construction zone and the placement of silt fencing, 
wattling, or similar structures to ensure that  construction runoff  and debris do not enter 
wetlands. Proper implementation of these measures will reduce potential impacts to wetlands to 
a level of less-than-significant.
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Brewster Drive  
      Pond 

East Fork 
Sandy Wash 

Lower West Fork 
Sandy Wash 

Upper West Fork 
Sandy Wash 

Gold Springs Pond 

Gold Springs Drive Pond 

Gold Spring  

Unmapped 
Wetland 

Project  

Solari pond 

Solari Emergent Wetland 

Matelot Reservoir 

Matelot Gulch 

Drainage A   
Drainage B 
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Oak Woodlands 
Native oak species border the project including Valley oak, blue oak, live oak and canyon live 
oak.   Isolated oaks occur within the Parrotts Ferry Road right-of way and straddling 
public/private parcel boundaries.  Digging, trenching, compacting and other construction-related 
activities associated with the project could damage the roots of native oak trees in conjunction 
with the proposed project.    
 
Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21083.4, the conversion of native oak woodlands is 
considered a significant adverse impact pursuant to CEQA.  Oak woodlands are defined as 
woodlands with a minimum tree canopy of 10%.   The project’s potential area of effect, located 
within road right-of-way, lacks sufficient oak tree canopy coverage to meet the state’s criteria as 
an oak woodland.   Therefore, potential damage to individual oak trees associated with the 
project would not fall within the state’s definition of converting an oak woodland and would not 
have a substantial adverse biological impact on a sensitive natural community identified in 
CDFW or USFWS regulations.   
 
However, for aesthetic reasons, measures have been included herein (See Aesthetics) to 
protect large native oaks within and immediately adjacent to the project boundaries. 
 
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 pool, coastal, etc.) through direct 

removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

 X   

 

See paragraph b. 
 
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?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

 X   

 
No bat nursery sites were identified during field surveys conducted within and adjacent to the 
project corridor therefore, the proposed project will not impede the use of a native wildlife 
nursery site and no impact is anticipated.   No streams supporting fisheries exist within the 
project boundaries, therefore no migratory fish will be impeded.      
 
However, per the Biological Study Memorandum, the area supports a high concentration of 
resident deer, wild turkey and other common wildlife species which regularly cross Parrotts Ferry 
Road.  Deer graze along and crossing Parrotts Ferry Road throughout the day and evening and 
blend well with the natural background. Numerous carcasses found along the sides of the 
roadway attest to the potential hazards of deer versus automobiles along the Parrotts Ferry 
Road corridor, especially within the Phase 2 construction area.   Parking heavy equipment along 
the Parrotts Ferry Road shoulder within the construction zone overnight could reduce the 
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visibility of deer crossing the road even further and increase potential conflicts between autos 
and wildlife—a potentially significant adverse impact.   To minimize this potential impact, 

Mitigation Measure BIOLOGY-7 (Site Distance – Wildlife Versus Auto) is included.   This 
measure will prohibit parking equipment or storing materials that could reduce the visibility of 
deer, turkeys and other wildlife crossing Parrotts Ferry Road.    
 
In addition, open trenching in conjunction with pipe replacement and storage of pipes on site 

could trap wildlife.   To minimize this potential impact, Mitigation Measure BIOLOGY- 6 

(Inadvertent Trapping) will require covering trenches or providing escape ramps in open 
trenches and inspecting pipes daily to ensure that wildlife is not trapped by construction activities 
or materials. 
 
Proper implementation of these mitigation measures is expected to reduce potential impacts to 
species movements to a level of less-than-significant.  
 
The proposed underground sewer line project, once completed, will not create a barrier to the 
movement of deer, turkeys or other wildlife, and, therefore, will not interfere with or impede 
movements of wildlife.    
 
 
e) “Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree 

preservation policy or ordinance?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 
Tuolumne County does not have a tree preservation policy or ordinance.     

 

Tuolumne County Wildlife Handbook (TCWH) 
Tuolumne County adopted the TCWH in 1987 to meet the requirements of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) relative to evaluating project impacts on biological resources 
and applying consistent and predictable mitigation measures in partnership with the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW).   The TCWH identifies vegetative communities 
mapped countywide in accordance with the Wildlife Habitat Relationship System. Species 
occurrence data from local sources and the CNDDB augments the handbook. The TCWH 
establishes a tiered system of mitigation measures to offset impacts to habitats with uniform 
minimization and avoidance measures to protect special status species.   TCWH recognized 
habitats, based on field surveys, are mapped in the Biological Study Memorandum and 
summarized as follows:  
  

Habitat Type Estimated 

% of Site 

TCWH Priority 

Annual grassland (ags), crop (crp) 25 Fourth (low) 

Residential park (rsp) 60 Fourth 

Oak woodland/Mixed hardwood 
conifer/a/ 

8 Third (moderate) 

Mixed mined/b/ 2 N/A 
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Freshwater pond (LAK) 2 Second (high) 

Fresh emergent wetland/Spring (FEW) 2 Second (high) 

Intermittent stream 1 Second (high) 

/a/  The TCWH recognizes blue oak woodland in this location.   Per site inspection, the 
oak woodlands are a mixture of hardwoods and pines, consistent with the montane 
hardwood-conifer habitat type. 
/b/  Portions of the site have been mined hydraulically with extensive limestone outcrops 
and a mixture of foothill pine and scrub characteristic of the Columbia area. 

 
Because all project activities will occur within County road right-of-way, none of these habitats 
will be altered by the proposed project.  Therefore, impacts to habitats are considered less-than-
significant and no mitigation pursuant to the TCWH is required. 

 

In addition, the County Agricultural Commissioner and UC Cooperative Extension encourage 
minimizing the spread of non-native invasive plant species.   To ensure consistency with this 

policy, Mitigation Measure BIOLOGY-8 (Minimize Spread of Invasive Species) is applied to 
construction activities for this project.   The measure will ensure that construction materials and 
equipment are kept free of noxious weeds.   Proper implementation will ensure policy 
consistency and reduce the potential impact associated with the spread of invasive species to a 
level of less-than-significant. 

 

f) “Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community 

Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

There are no adopted Habitat Conservation Plans or Natural Community Conservation Plans or 
other approved local habitat conservation plan for the project area.   Therefore, no impacts are 
anticipated. 
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V.  CULTURAL RESOURCES:    

A cultural resources study of the project area was prepared for the project: 
 

Pacheco-Patrick, Melinda.  June 2016.   Cultural Resources Study for the Gold Springs 
Force Main and Gravity Main Replacement Project, Tuolumne County, CA.  Patrick 
GIS Group, Inc. 

 
The study scope of work included a records search at the Central California Information Center of 
the California Historical Resource Information System, archival research, Native American 
coordination, pedestrian survey, and preparation of a cultural resources study report. 
 
That study was previously incorporated by reference and is summarized as follows: 

 

Project Setting 
Gold Springs 
The project occurs in an area known as “Gold Springs.”  When John Heckendorn visited Gold 
Springs in 1855, he noted that the name was derived from a large spring that was discovered by 
miners in the early part of 1850.   This spring is located immediately adjacent to a portion of the 
project site.  Small particles of gold were found in its sands, hence the name.  At that time the spring 
furnished a stream of water used in washing dirt that was carted from a hundred yards to one mile 
distant. The camp had a population of 500, with two well-stocked stores, two boarding houses, and 
a number of mechanic’s shops.   
 
Although those listed in the Gold Springs directory that year were predominantly miners, others 
included merchants, a physician, rancheros, dairyman, blacksmiths, and a wheelwright, suggesting 
that the town had become well-established by the mid-1850s.  The original camp was located about 
one-half mile west of the springs, in Sandy Gulch (Wash), where gold was discovered in April of 
1850 by Roderick S. Hatch.  In 1854, a nine-ounce piece of gold was found and several claims were 
in operation in the surrounding hills. 
   
One of the best known residents of Gold Springs was miner John Jolly, who located a claim there 
with his partner Victor Brundage to mine under the name of the “British and American Company.”  
With another company, Jolly built a ditch to bring water from Gold Spring Gulch to Sandy Gulch, 
where he prospected. When mining declined, Jolly turned to farming, taking up land around the 
spring and establishing his ranch, where he resided with his family until his death in 1899.   
 
With the end of the mining boom, agriculture began to play a more important role in Gold Springs.  
Many miners turned to agricultural pursuits, and new arrivals reclaimed the land for orchards, 
vineyards, and cattle operations. By 1856, several gardens and small ranches in the area supplied 
fresh fruits and vegetables to the miners at Columbia, Yankee Hill, Italian Bar, and other camps. 
 
Parrotts Ferry Road  
All proposed project activities will occur within and along Parrotts Ferry Road.  Parrotts Ferry Road 
was named for the ferry over the Stanislaus River at Walker’s Bar, between the towns of Columbia 
in Tuolumne County and Vallecito in Calaveras County.  Although it is unknown exactly when the 
first ferry was established, it appears to have been in the early 1850s when it was noted as 
Bradbury’s Ferry.  After passing through several owners (J.D Garland, Henry Cousins, Harvey 
Wood, Lorenzo Pendola, Nicholas Anderson, and W.F. Colton), the ferry was sold to Thomas H. 
Parrott in 1871.  Parrott operated the ferry until his death, and it was then operated by his daughter 
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Cecelia from 1895 to 1903, when Calaveras and Tuolumne Counties erected a bridge at the site.   
 
On June 9, 1853, the Tuolumne County Board of Supervisors declared the Columbia to Murphys 
Road a public highway, suggesting that it had been in use prior to that time. That same year the 
road from Gold Springs to Halfway House (between Columbia and Sonora) was also declared a 
public highway.  Under the Federal Act of July 26, 1866 (14 Statutes 251, Section 8), a right-of-way 
for public roads over public lands validated all roads declared public between 1850 and 1866 and 
the road was permanently established. The “Parrotts Ferry Road” sobriquet was evidently bestowed 
upon the road sometime after it was acquired by Parrott in 1871.  
 

Findings 

A modified records search identified five previously recorded resources in the project area and 
twenty-two within a one-quarter mile radius. In addition, ten previous studies have been conducted 
within a one-quarter mile radius; of these, four are at least partly within the project area.  
 
A search of the Sacred Lands File maintained by the Native American Heritage Commission 
(NAHC) failed to identify resources in the project area. Letters were sent to individuals on the Native 
American Contact List provided by the NAHC.  No responses have been received. Additional letters 
were sent to historical societies and no responses were received. 
 
Patrick GIS Group, Inc. (Patrick GIS) conducted an archaeological pedestrian survey in March and 
May 2016.  Field efforts identified four previously recorded resources, 12 new resources, and two 

isolated finds (Table 3). Of these, all are historic-era and one is a multi-component site. Both 
isolated finds are historic-era and were noted but not recorded (NBNR).  
 
Four management or treatments will be applied to identified cultural resources within the project 
boundaries to reduce potentially significant adverse impacts to a level of less-than-significant as 

summarized in Table 3:   
 

 Avoidance of certain resources and/or establishing Environmentally Sensitive Areas,  

 Pre-construction education, 

 Measures for evaluating unanticipated resource discoveries during construction, and  

 On-site monitoring.  
 
Due to the sensitive nature of these resources, a description of each is included, however 
locations are withheld. 
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Table 2:  Cultural Resources Survey Findings - Summary 

Primary Number Other ID/ Field Designation Age Type Description Significance Recommendations/ 

Mitigation 

P-55-000062 Francois Caveron Ranch, Gold 

Springs Garden 

Historic Habitation Ranch complex consisting of structures, 

landscaping, orchards, and stone walls 

Not evaluated Avoidance 

P-55-001799 Gold Springs Midden Prehistoric Habitation Midden, debitage, faunal, and charcoal 

remains 

Not evaluated Avoidance 

P-55-008544 Parrotts Ferry Road Historic Road Road ca. 1850s Potentially eligible road and stacked 

stone culverts; pipe culverts not 

eligible 

 

Road work 

mitigated to less 

than significant; 

avoid stone culverts; 

no further work on 

pipe culverts. 

P-55-009334 Gold Springs Rock Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF1 Marble Quarry Road Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF2 Bone and Handstone Prehistoric/ 

Historic 

Habitation debris 

and trash scatter 

Modified bone and handstone and 

historic trash scatter 

Not evaluated Avoidance / 

Monitoring 

PF3 Meadow Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF4 Hydraulic Cans Historic Mining and trash 

scatter 

Hydraulic mining landscape with can 

scatter 

Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF5 Sale Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF6 Fence Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF7 Italian Wall Historic Wall/Fence Mortared stone wall Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF9 Southern Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF10 Faint Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF11 Moved Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF12 Western Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 

PF13 One Course Wall Historic Wall/Fence Dry-laid stacked stone alignment Not evaluated Avoidance 
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Would the project: 
 

a) “Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in the 

Government Code, State CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5?” 

b) “Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource, pursuant to 

Government Code, Section15064.5 of the State CEQA Guidelines” 

 Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

  

Historical and Archaeological Resources identified within or adjacent to the project boundaries 

that could be impacted by the project are summarized in Table 3.   The following provides 
additional detail related to the potential eligibility of each resource and the mitigation measures 
being employed to ensure avoidance of all resources subject to Section 15064.5 of the State 
CEQA Guidelines. 

 

Parrotts Ferry Road and Culverts 

River crossings and ferry roads were important in transporting goods and people.  Parrotts Ferry 
Road has played a role in the transportation and development of the area and is associated with a 
significant period in local history during the Gold Rush and post-boom eras as well as the 
establishment of the county; therefore, the resource may meet Criterion A of the California Register 
of Historic Resources (CRHR) and may potentially be eligible the local Tuolumne County Register of 
Cultural Resources.  Parrotts Ferry is a State Historic Landmark and Columbia is a National Historic 
Landmark considered a “living community”, as such, resources hold local value to the community. In 
addition, Napton recommended the adjacent segment of road be preserved as a possible 
contributing element of a future district (e.g. early-day wagon transportation). 

TUD and Patrick GIS identified 12 culverts for examination, potentially associated with the historic-
era Parrotts Ferry Road construction. Road culverts are most often concrete boxes, concrete pipes, 
and/or corrugated metal pipes installed for drainage. Small, typical road culverts are ubiquitous; 
there are literally thousands of extant examples of this type, they are non-descript, and difficult to 
date. Culverts generally are considered categorically ineligible for California Register listing. As 
utilitarian structures, they do not possess significance under any of the criteria. 

Dating culverts can prove problematic and most are of indeterminate age. Material may not be a 
good indicator of age. Agencies re-use material from stock piles; therefore, older material may not 
indicate an old culvert location. Modern pipe may be tied into an older segment not visible under the 
surface or have replaced an outdated pipe. Regardless, locational data and a brief description may 
be noted for data potential. Nine pipe culverts were identified (modern and indeterminate age) and 
determined ineligible.  

Exceptions to ineligibility may include: masonry, stacked stone, extensive length, artistic value, 
technology, and those associated as a contributing element of a district, etc. Three stacked stone 
culverts were identified (features F, J, G/H/I). These resources are potentially significant elements 
associated with the road and should be avoided.  

 
Alterations to the original alignment of Parrotts Ferry Road (as evidenced by concrete extending 
from beneath and in close proximity to the current roadway)  are expected to be less-than-significant 
because the project entails replacing existing infrastructure within existing disturbed areas and no 
additional disturbances to the original roadway alignment are anticipated.   
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Disturbance of any of the three culverts would be a potentially significant adverse impact pursuant to 
CEQA.   However, in coordination with TUD, it has been determined that pipe replacement will not 
disturb portions of the three culverts buried beneath Parrotts Ferry Road (i.e., those portions not 
already disturbed by prior utility installations) because pipe replacement activities have been 
modified to avoid the culverts by digging either above or below the culverts.   The stacked rock 
headwalls of the three culverts will be fully avoided during construction through implementation of  

Mitigation Measure Cultural Resources-1 (Safety Fencing) requiring fencing around the culvert 
head walls throughout project construction.  And, should any portion of the three potentially eligible 

culverts be encountered beneath Parrotts Ferry Road, Mitigation Measure Cultural Resources-2 

and Cultural Resources-3 (On-Site Monitor, Phase 1 and Phase 2) will trigger on-site monitoring 
by an archaeologist (and, as necessary, a Native American monitor). 
 
In addition, based on consultations with TUD, vibration levels from proposed construction 
equipment is not expected to affect the integrity of any of these resources (i.e., cause jarring or 
cracking to rock walls or culverts). 

 
Proper implementation of these measures will reduce any potentially significant adverse impacts of 
the project on these historic resources to a level of less-than-significant. 

 

Stone Walls/Fences 

Stone walls and fences were recorded, but were not evaluated for potential eligibility to local, state 
or federal registers.   Therefore, while the extent (boundaries) of the resource was identified, the 
potential significance of the resource pursuant to CEQA is undetermined.   Therefore, in-lieu of 
evaluation, all identified stone walls/fences are being avoided.   To ensure their full avoidance during 

construction, Mitigation Measure Cultural Resources-1 (Safety Fencing), is applied to the 
project.    
 
In addition, based on consultations with TUD, vibration levels from proposed construction 
equipment is not expected to affect the integrity of any of these resources (i.e., cause jarring or 
cracking to rock walls or culverts). 

 
Proper implementation of this measure will reduce any potentially significant adverse impacts of the 
project on these resources of undetermined significance to a level of less-than-significant. 

 

Mining/Trash Scatter 

The mining/trash scatter located along Parrotts Ferry Road shoulder was recorded, but was not 
evaluated for potential eligibility to local, state or federal registers.   Therefore, while the extent 
(boundaries) of the resource was identified,  the potential significance of the resource pursuant to 
CEQA is undetermined.   Therefore, in-lieu of evaluation, the resource is being avoided.   To ensure 

full avoidance during construction, Mitigation Measure Cultural Resources-1 (Safety Fencing), is 
applied to the project.    
 
Proper implementation of this measure will reduce any potentially significant adverse impacts of the 
project on the resource of undetermined significance to a level of less-than-significant. 

 

Francois Caveron Ranch, Gold Springs Garden 

Project construction is not expected to encroach within the boundaries of this resources.   To 
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ensure avoidance during construction, Mitigation Measure Cultural Resources-1 (Safety 

Fencing) is included.   In addition, Mitigation Measure Cultural Resources-3 (On-Site 

Monitor, Phase 2) will further ensure protection of this resource.  Proper implementation of 
these measures is expected to minimize any potential impacts to a level of less-than-significant. 

 

Prehistoric Sites 

Prehistoric artifacts were discovered at site PF2 in conjunction with the resource study.  The artifacts 
may have been re-deposited from elsewhere.  In addition, TUD is replacing existing pipe in the 
same trench and the area previously impacted.   However, due to the project’s close proximity to two 
previously recorded prehistoric sites; the potential for discovering and/or disturbing subsurface 
resources reaches the level of having the potential to impact subsurface resources.   To minimize 

this potential impact, Mitigation Measure Cultural Resources-3 (On-Site Monitoring, Phase 2) 
calls for on-site monitoring by a qualified archaeological and, as necessary, a Native American 
monitor, during Phase 2 construction activity from Gold Springs Drive to Brewster Drive. 
Methodology and procedures for monitoring and unanticipated discoveries will be implemented as 
written in an Archaeological Monitoring Plan. 

 

Proper implementation of Mitigation Measure Cultural Resources – 3 should reduce this impact to 
a level of less-than-significant. 
 
 

Unanticipated Resources 
Ground-disturbing activities associated with trenching, staging and other construction-related 
activities have the potential to adversely impact resources not anticipated by previous studies.   
Given the site’s location in a relatively cultural-resource rich area, the potential remains for 
potentially significant adverse impacts to unanticipated resources.    To minimize this potential 

impact, Mitigation Measure Cultural Resources-4 (Unanticipated Resources) is included to 
require the presence of a qualified archaeologist in the event that unanticipated resources are 
discovered during construction activities (where an on-site monitor is not already required). 
 

Proper implementation of Mitigation Measure Cultural Resource - 4     should reduce this impact 
to a level of less-than-significant. 

 

c) “Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic 

feature?”   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

There are no unique geological features known on the site.   Paleontological resources are 
unknown in the general area and there is no surface evidence that such resources exist.  
Therefore, no potential impact to paleontological resources or unique geologic features are 
anticipated.     
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d) “Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal cemeteries?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

 

No evidence of cemeteries were identified within the project site boundaries.  Therefore, no 
adverse impacts are anticipated to any human remains with implementation of the proposed 
project.   However, grading and excavation in conjunction with site development has the 
potential to uncover subsurface historic or pre-historic human remains previously 

undiscovered—a potentially significant adverse impact.  Implementation of the Mitigation 

Measure Cultural Resources-5 (Human Remains) requiring work stoppage, coroner presence 
and Native American consultation will reduce this potential impact to a level of less than 
significant.    

 
 

Mitigation Monitoring 

To assist in ensuring that the preceding mitigation measures are implemented properly, Mitigation 

Monitoring Measure (MMR-1) is included for all cultural resource protection measures.   The 
measure calls for a pre-construction education meeting prior to on-site workers and involved 
agencies commencing ground disturbances at the project site.  

 

 

VI.  GEOLOGY AND SOILS   

On-site soils are classified primarily as urbanized/industrial (Ui) by the Tuolumne County USDA 
Cooperative Soil/Vegetation maps.   This designation normally refers to soils that have been 
altered by urbanization and may no longer retain the characteristics of native soils.    

Would the project:  

 

a) “Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, 

injury, or 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 

substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special 

Publication 42.” 

ii) “Strong seismic ground shaking?”  

iii) “Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?” 

iv) “Landslides?” 
Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 

Seismic 

Faults and fault-rupture zones are not identified within the project boundaries pursuant to the 
Tuolumne County Geotechnical Maps (1996).   The site is not located in a Fault-Rupture Hazard 
Zone as established by the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, therefore, ground rupture 
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from faulting is not considered a significant hazard.   Based on the preceding, impacts related to 
seismic shaking are expected to be less than significant 

 

Liquefaction 
Liquefaction normally occurs when sites underlain by saturated, loose to medium dense, 
granular soils are subjected to relatively high ground shaking.  The potential for an earthquake 
with the intensity and duration characteristics capable of promoting liquefaction is a possibility 
during the design life of the project. However, given the relatively shallow depth to bedrock 
beneath the site and the relatively low seismic activity of the project area, the potential for 
liquefaction is considered negligible and no significant impact related to liquefaction is 
anticipated. 
 

Landslides 
Landslides are often the result of oversaturation on unstable slopes.  No above-ground 
structures are proposed.   Construction will occur along or close to the existing sewer lines 
under-ground.   Most importantly, the project along the construction boundaries is relatively flat 
and no unstable slopes are identified in close proximity.   Therefore, potential impacts 
associated with landslides are not anticipated.  

 
b) “Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

 

Ground disturbances associated with construction activities carry the potential for s soil erosion 

and loss of topsoil.   Implementing Mitigation Measures Geology-1, Geology-2 and Geology 

3, to require preparation and implementation of an erosion control plan.  Proper implementation 
of these mitigation measures is expected to minimize the potential impact to a level of than 
significant. 
 

c) “Would the project 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 landslide, lateral 

spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? “  

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 
Per the Tuolumne County Geotechnical maps, the entire project area is underlain with limestone.   
Water can dissolve limestone creating cavities in the rock resulting in subsidence.   Structures built 
in the presence of limestone may be subject to movement.   To accommodate this potential 
movement, pipe used for the proposed project has both higher and thicker walls than normally 
required.  In addition, all trenches will be lined with slurry to further stabilize the pipeline.   Due to 
these engineering considerations, potential impacts related to subsidence are expected to be less-
than-significant. 
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d) “Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 

Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?”   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

  X  

 

 See paragraph c. 

 

e) “Would the project 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?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project involves replacing, installing, repairing an existing sewer line providing public 
sewer service.   Therefore, no impacts associated with soils incapable of supporting 
septic tanks are anticipated.   Instead, the proposed project could have a potentially 
beneficial impact by providing an alternative to septic systems should one fail in the area. 

 

VII.  HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS  
 

Would the project: 

 

a) “Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or 

disposal of hazardous materials?”   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 
The proposed project does not include any transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials.   
Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated. 
 
b) “Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset 

and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?”  

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project does not propose storage of hazardous materials that could be released into the 
environment.   Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated. 
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c) “Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or 

waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

Columbia Elementary School is located approximately 0.34 mile (i.e., more than one-
quarter mile) of the project site.   However, as noted, the proposed project will not emit 
hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances or 
wastes that might threaten the school.   Therefore, no impacts are anticipated.  

 

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?”    

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The following hazardous materials references were consulted in June, 2016 for potential 
hazardous materials sites in the vicinity of the project: California Integrated Waste Management 
Board Solid Waste Information System (SWIS);  California Environmental Protection Agency 
Department of Toxic Substances Control Envirostor; United States Environmental Protection 
Agency Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRAInfo - Envirofacts); and the 
Comprehensive Environmental Responsibility, Compensation and Liability Information System 
(CERCLIS/Superfund) National Priorities List (NPL) Sites.      

 

Hazardous or potentially hazardous materials or sites located near the project area included: a 
manufactured gas plant (historic) in the vicinity of the Fallon House Theatre within Columbia 
State Historic Park, a chemical release at the Columbia Air Attack Base (remediated), the 
Columbia County Dump (Pioneer Park) and Blue Mountain Minerals solid waste landfill.   Of 
these, only the Columbia County Dump (Pioneer Park) is closest to the proposed project area.   
While these sites are in close proximity to the project boundaries, digging within the boundaries 
of these sites is not anticipated.   Therefore, excavations for the project are not anticipated to 
result in the release of toxic chemicals harmful to those surrounding the site.   However, should 
project boundaries expand in the direction of Pioneer Park, care should be taken to fully avoid 
these sites.    No other sites were identified that might contain hazardous materials in close 
proximity to the project site. 

 

The following non-mitigation measure is included to ensure that inadvertent contact with areas 
potentially containing hazardous materials will be encountered. 
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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 airport or public use airport, would the project result in a 

safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The nearest portion of the Columbia Airport to the project are is 0.34 miles.   However, due to 
the size, nature and location of the proposed project (i.e., improving underground utilities), no 
hazards related to the airport are anticipated.      

 
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?”   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 
No private airstrips are identified in the project vicinity.   Therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

 
g) “Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or 

emergency evacuation plan?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 
Facilities will be located below ground.   Therefore, the sewer line project is not expected to 
impede any adopted emergency response or emergency evacuation plan. 

 

h) “Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires, 

including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with 

wildlands?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

  
Improvements to underground sewer lines with no associated construction of habitable 
structures would not expose people or structures to significant risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wildland fires or with new development at the wildland/urban interface.   Therefore, due 
to the size, nature and location of the project, no impacts are anticipated.   
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VIII.  HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY   

 

Would the project: 
 

a) “Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?” 

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 result in substantial 

erosion or siltation on- or off-site?” 

f) “Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?” 

 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

 
Soil erosion and runoff from project construction has the potential to enter wetlands and 
waterways and springs adjacent to or within the BSA (See Biological Resources, Paragraph b 

for details) and degrade water quality—a potentially significant adverse impact.  Mitigation 

Measure HYDROLOGY-1 (Erosion Control) and Mitigation Measure HYDROLOGY-2 

(California Clean Water Act) will be implemented requiring preparation and implementation of 
an erosion control plan and compliance with state regulations under California’s National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES).  Proper implementation of these measures 
are expected to minimize the potential impacts of the project on water quality to a level of less-
than-significant. 

 

 

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)?” 

 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project involves upgrades to an existing sewer line to be located substantially along the 
route of the existing sewer line.   The project will not use either groundwater or surface water.  
Therefore, no impacts to either groundwater supplies or groundwater recharge are anticipated. 

 

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 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 

storm water drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?” 
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Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

 

No streams or rivers cross the existing or proposed sewer line routes, although multiple 
culverted storm drains and two ditch-related drainages cross Parrotts Ferry Road within the 
project boundaries.   Mitigation measures addressing riparian vegetation associated with the 
ditch-related drainages and the Gold Springs culvert are included herein to protect vegetation 
and water quality (See Biological Resources) associated with those resources.   However, these 
culverted drainages will not be altered.  Therefore, the proposed sewer pipeline replacement will 
not alter natural (or man-made) drainage courses.  The underground project will not introduce 
new impervious surfaces in the form of buildings, paved streets or paved parking areas.   
Therefore, the project will not contribute to runoff water and no impacts related to runoff or 
drainage are anticipated. 
 
The project will occur within the shoulder of Parrotts Ferry Road between Brewster Way and 
Marble Quarry Road.   This shoulder area carries runoff from Parrotts Ferry Road.    TUD will 
obtain an encroachment permit from Tuolumne County prior to construction within the County 
right of way.   Consistent with County Code:  TUD will be required to restore the shoulder to pre-
project conditions (i.e., to capture and transport runoff from Parrotts Ferry Road) upon 
completing the project.   Therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

 
g) “Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard 

Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation map?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 

The project site is located within Flood Zone X, pursuant to the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency’s (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map, Community Panel #06109C0575C, 
effective date 4/16/2009.    Flood Zone X is an area located outside of the 0.2% annual chance 
of flood.   Therefore, hazards from flooding within the project area are expected to be less than 
significant.   

 
h) “Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or redirect flood 

flows?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

No structures are proposed within a 100-year flood hazard area in conjunction with the project.   
Therefore, no impact is anticipated. 
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i) “Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving flooding, 

including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 

The proposed project does not create human habitation facilities, therefore, risk due to injury or 
death of persons is not anticipated.  Existing underground sewer facilities are being replaced 
underground and are not in an area prone to flooding.    Therefore, risk of loss to structures is 
considered a less than significant impact. 

  
j) “Cause inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? “   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project area does not contain any bodies of water large enough to result in substantial 
seiches or tsunamis.  The project site is relatively flat, hence the likelihood of mudflows is 
unlikely.   Therefore, the risk of inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow is not an expected 
impact of the proposed project. 
 

 

IX.  LAND USE AND PLANNING 

 

Would the project: 
 

a) “Physically divide an established community?”  

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project involves replacing a sewer line within the pathway of an existing sewer line with only 
minor deviations.    No physical above-ground structures will be created.   Based on the size, 
nature and location of the project, no impact will occur. 

 

b) “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?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The presence of extensive limestone beneath the Columbia Community presents challenges for 
those wishing to install private septic systems.    Where possible, residents rely on public sewer 
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facilities that are less susceptible to failure due to the geotechnical constraints in the area. 

 

The Columbia Community Plan (Tuolumne County General Plan Chapter 15) Policy 15.B.1 
states: 

 

Coordinate development in the Columbia area that meets the needs of the community 
beginning with the provision of necessary infrastructure and services. 

 

The provision of safe sanitary sewer facilities is consistent with this policy and no impacts related 
to conflicts with the Tuolumne County General Plan are anticipated.    

 

c) “Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation plan?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

There are no adopted Habitat Conservation Plans or Natural Community Conservation Plans or 
other approved local habitat conservation plan for the area.   Therefore, no impacts are 
anticipated. 

 

 

X. MINERAL RESOURCES  

 
Would the project: 

 

a) “Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to 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?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

Pursuant to Tuolumne County Mineral Resource Maps (1997), the project area is designated as 
MRZ-3a for both lode gold and silver (Precious minerals) and carbonate rock.  This designation 
indicates areas with known mineral occurrences of undetermined significance.   Carbonate rock 
resources are generally distributed through the Sonora and the Columbia areas as evidenced by 
large limestone outcroppings seen along the SR 49 and Parrotts Ferry Road corridor.   The 
potential for precious metals generally are identified in the vicinity of northern one-third of the 
project boundaries in association with the Densmore, Henning, Republic and Vine Spring Mines. 
 

Upgrades to the sewer line will not result in any structures or other obstructions that would 
permanently prevent the potential future extraction of these mineral resources.  Therefore, due 
to the size, nature and location of the sewer line, no impacts to mineral resources are 
anticipated. 
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XI.  NOISE  

Would the project: 
  

a) “Result in exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards established in 

the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The underground sewer pipeline does not generate noise due to the nature and location of the 
project.   Therefore, no impact is anticipated. 

 
b) “Result in exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground-borne vibration or ground-

borne noise levels? “  

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 
Vibrations and ground-borne noise generators are not anticipated in conjunction with an 
underground sewer pipeline due to the nature of the project.   Therefore, no impact is anticipated.  

 
c) “Result in a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above 

levels existing without the project?”   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

 

See paragraph a. 

 

d) “Result in a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the project 

vicinity above levels existing without the project?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

 
Temporary, short-term increases in noise levels are expected during excavation, pipe installation 
and related construction activities –a potentially significant adverse impact on adjoining land 

uses.  To reduce this impact to a level of less-than significant, Mitigation Measures NOISE-1 

(Equipment Operations), NOISE-2 (Mufflers), NOISE-3 (Staging Area Noise), and NOISE-4 

(Construction Hours) will be applied to the project.  These measures will require that 
equipment avoids excessive idling and is properly maintained, that construction equipment be 
equipped with mufflers meeting Caltrans’ acoustical standards, that vehicle staging and 
stockpiling be located away from residences, limits hours of construction and requires posting of 
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contact information to allow residents to contact the construction superintendent when 
necessary.   Proper implementation of these measures is expected to minimize the potential 
construction-noise related impacts of the project to a level of less-than-significant. 

 
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 expose people residing 

or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

See Hazards and Hazardous Materials Paragraph “e”. 

 

f) “For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose people residing or 

working in the project area to excessive noise levels? “   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.  Therefore, no impact is anticipated.  
 

 

XII.  POPULATION AND HOUSING 

 

Would the project: 
 

a) “Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new 

homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other 

infrastructure)?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

  X  

 

An increases in sewer line size could be viewed as allowing for additional growth along the path 
of, or in close proximity to, the sewer line.  However, the sewer pipeline size increase (from 4 to 
6” over 5,510± feet and from 6” to 8” over 963± feet) is being undertaken primarily to 
accommodate and improve existing flows within the system rather than to encourage new users 
(i.e., to improve function rather than capacity). 

    

Nevertheless, landowners or land speculators could see the sewer line project as an inducement 
to growth.   The following analyzes whether such growth could be either significant or adverse.   
For this analysis, an impact will generally be considered adversely growth-inducing, if it removes 
an obstacle to development that would smooth the way for approving a general plan land use 
amendment (to a land use allowing a greater density) for parcels along or near the pipeline. 
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A review of land uses (Figure 3) along the pipeline indicates that substantial population growth 
along the pipeline route is limited by several factors:   

 

1) Parcels in the project area are limited to a minimum parcel size of three acres as indicated by 
the presence of the Airport Overlay combining district (:AIR) zone present on parcels located 
along the sewerline.   These density limits are a safety requirement of the Columbia Airport 
which is located near the project boundaries.    

 

2) The sewerline currently is available to parcels in the service area.  Sewer line size has not 
provided a barrier to new development in the past.   Improving the function of the existing line is 
unlikely to alter the status quo. 

 

3)  A specific plan approved several decades ago, limits the parcel sizes for all parcels on the 
northeast side of Parrotts Ferry Road from Brewster Drive in the south to Silver Springs Drive in 

the north (See Attachment B). 

 

Based on the preceding factors, growth related to improving the function of the existing sewer 
line is expected to be less-than-significant. 

  

b) “Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction of 

replacement housing elsewhere?” 

c) “Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of replacement housing 

elsewhere?  

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

No housing will be displaced through in-street and shoulder-work required to rehabilitate the 
sewer system pursuant to this project, therefore no impact related to displacement of housing or 
persons is anticipated. 

 

XIII.   PUBLIC SERVICES 

 

Would the project: 

 

a) 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:” 

b) Government facilities? 

c) “Fire protection?” 

d) Police protection? 

e) Schools? 

f) Parks 
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g) Other facilities 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

Due to the size, nature and location of the sewer line replacement/upgrade project, and that 
significant growth is not associated with the project; no new or altered governmental 
facilities, fire protection services, police protection services, schools, parks or other facilities 
are identified as necessary to support the project, therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

   

XIV.   RECREATION 

 

Would the project: 

 

a) “Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities 

such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would 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? “   

Potentially Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

Due to the size, nature and location of the sewer line replacement/upgrade project, and that 
significant growth is not associated with the project; no new or altered parks or recreation 
facilities are required for the project, therefore, no impacts are anticipated. 

 

 

XV.   TRANSPORTATION 

 

Would the project: 

 

a) “Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and 

capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a substantial increase in either the number of vehicle 

trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or congestion at intersections)? “  

b) “Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard established by the county 

congestion management agency for designated roads or highways?” 

c) “Substantially increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous 

intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g. farm equipment)?” 

d) “Result in inadequate emergency access?” 

e) “Result in inadequate parking capacity?“ 

f) “Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation (e.g., bus 

turnouts, bicycle racks)?”    
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Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

 
 

Due to the size, nature and location of the sewer line replacement/upgrade project, no 
increased traffic or alteration in existing or planned traffic facilities, or need for additional 
parking are anticipated or required for the project, therefore, no impacts associated with 
transportation are anticipated.    

 

g) “Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change 

in location that results in substantial safety risks?“  

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

 

See paragraph a.   In addition, no new above-ground structures are proposed, therefore, no 
alterations in air traffic patterns will be necessary and no impacts will occur. 

 

XVI.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS  

 

Would the project: 

 

a) “Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 

Board?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

The project is primarily intended to improve the function, rather than the capacity, of TUD’s waste 
force main along Parrotts Ferry Road.  Per TUD, the increase in pipe size will not increase flow 
quantity to TUD’s wastewater treatment plant, but instead is intended to reduce velocity in the 
pipeline to help avoid breaks.   Therefore, no impacts to treatment plant capacity will occur. 

 

b) “Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment facilities or 

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

 Potentially 

Significant Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 

No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The project will not trigger the need for the construction of new water or wastewater treatment  
Facilities (see paragraph e).  Therefore, no significant impacts associated with construction of 
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such new facilities are anticipated. 

 

c) “Require or result in the construction of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 

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

 Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

 

Due to the size, nature and location of the sewer line replacement/upgrade project, the 
underground facility will not introduce new impervious surfaces in the form of buildings, paved 
driveways or paved parking areas.    Therefore, the project will not increase demand for new or 
expanded drainage facilities and no impact will occur.   

 
d)  “Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing entitlements and 

resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?“ 

 Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

   

The replacement of wastewater service lines will not affect water supply availability due to the 
nature of the proposed project (which does not require water).   Therefore, no significant impacts 
will occur. 

 

e) “Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the 

project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to provide 

existing commitments?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 

The project involves improvements to the existing wastewater collection system along Parrotts Ferry 
Road.  TUD states that it has sufficient treatment capacity for any wastewater that may be collected 
by the system.   Therefore, no significant impacts are anticipated relative to wastewater treatment. 

 

f) “Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste 

disposal needs?” 

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

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

   X 

 

The proposed project will not generate solid waste due to the nature of the project as detailed in 
the project description.  Therefore, sufficient solid waste disposal facilities are anticipated to 
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meet the needs of the project. 
 

 

XVII.  MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE  

Does the project: 

 

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?” 

 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

 X   

 

As described in Biological Resources Analysis herein, the project has the potential to impact 
habitat for a federally-listed insect and for migratory birds, however those impacts can be 
reduced to a level of less-than-significant with the proper implementation of mitigation measures 
identified herein.   Similarly, as described in the Cultural Resources Section of this analysis, no 
important examples of California history or prehistory will be altered or eliminated provided the 
mitigation measures identified herein are properly implemented and maintained. 

 

b) “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)?” 

 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 
Due to the nature of the project—substantively improvements to an existing degraded sewer 
collection system—only a limited number of cumulative impacts could occur.   Many potential 
environmental impacts associated with the sewer collection system occurred when the system 
was originally constructed.  “New” impacts that could be individually insignificant, but 
cumulatively significant would, therefore, most likely be associated with changed environmental 
conditions occurring since the original installation of the sewer line (e.g., increased background 
levels of greenhouse gas and air emissions).   As described in the Air Quality and Greenhouse 
Gas analyses herein, the project has the potential to result in a cumulative impact to both, but 
those impacts can be reduced to a level of less-than-significant with the proper implementation 
of mitigation measures identified herein.  
 
The County is currently pursuing intersection improvements at the south end of Parrotts Ferry 
Road at its intersection with SR 49.   Environmental studies are ongoing for that project.   
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Cultural resource and biological studies have been drafted and do not identify potential impacts 
related to either resources that could, together with this project, result in a cumulatively adverse 
impact on the environment.  No other public facility related projects of a similar nature are 
proposed in the vicinity.    
 
Several residential and commercial projects are proposed or pending along that portion of 
Parrotts Ferry Road south of Columbia State Historic Park.   Several of these will result in the 
removal of oak woodlands.   Each project has been or is being required to fully mitigate these 
impacts to a level of less than significant in accordance with Public Resources Code Section 
21083.4 (Oak Woodlands).    As indicated herein, the proposed project is not expected to add to 
this incremental impact. 
 
Based on the preceding, impacts of this and other projects occurring in the area are considered 
to be cumulatively less-than-significant. 
 

c) “Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 

directly or indirectly?” 

Potentially Significant 

Impact 
Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

  X  

 

As described herein, all identified potentially adverse impacts—whether direct or indirect--can be 
mitigated to a level of less than significant. 

 
MITIGATION MEASURES, CONDITIONS AND SAFEGUARDS:  Mitigation Measures, for the 

Project are highlighted in blue throughout this report and will be employed to minimize any 
impacts which might have resulted from the proposed project. 

 
 

 

DETERMINATION: - Based on the information contained in the Initial Study, including 
incorporation of the provisions of the project design identified herein, there is no substantial 
evidence that the project will have a significant adverse effect on the environment.  
Therefore, approval of the proposed project will not result in significant adverse impacts on 
either the natural or cultural environment provided the provisions of the project design 
discussed herein are properly implemented and maintained.   
 
 
 
 

Thomas Haglund, General Manager                                                                Date 
Tuolumne Utilities District  
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Federal 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, Flood Insurance Rate Map, Community Panel 

Number 06109C0575C, effective date 4/16/2009 
 

 

PREPARED BY: Amy Augustine, AICP 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/faq.htm
http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/
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Mitigation Measures 

Tuolumne Utilities District 

Parrotts Ferry Road/Gold Springs Force Main  

and Sewer Line Improvement Project 
 
Notes: 
Phase 1:   North Gold to Brewster 
Phase 2:   Brewster Drive to Marble Quarry/Lift Station 

 

MMR-1 Pre-Construction Meeting/Inspections. 
 All contractors involved in site development, affected TUD personnel, county 

department personnel, and environmental specialists (e.g., archaeologist, 

biologist, arborist) associated with the project will attend a mandatory 
preconstruction meeting prior to any grading or other site disturbances including 
vegetation removal. The program will address implementation of measures 
contained herein.  If vegetation removal is planned prior to commencing other 
construction activities, a separate preconstruction meeting may be held for 
contractors involved in vegetation removal. Pre-construction meetings for Phase 
1 and Phase 2 also may be held separately. 

 

AES-1:   Protecting large Willows, Chestnut, and Native Oaks  

 
1. Prior to commencing ground disturbances within the TPZ of Protected Trees, a 

certified arborist shall be retained.   The arborist shall be present on site during all 
construction and excavation activities occurring within TPZs of Protected Trees 
and remain until excavated areas have been filled. 

 
 For the purposes of these measures, the Tree Protection Zone (TPZ) is defined 

as the dripline from the trunk of the tree (See attached Figure M1). 
 
 Protected Tree is defined as:   A willow, chestnut, or native oak (live oak, canyon 

live oak, Valley oak, blue oak) tree 12” or greater in diameter at breast height 
(dbh) located in or with a dripline extending into the proposed construction area. 

 
 Arborist is a certified arborist or registered professional forester (RPF). 
 

 
2. For all construction activities occurring within the TPZ of Protected Trees, the 

following shall occur unless otherwise specified or otherwise approved by the 
project arborist: 

 
A. No equipment, materials, supplies, vehicles, debris, construction 

wastewater, paint, stucco, concrete or any other clean-up or construction 
waste and no temporary or permanent structures shall be placed within the 
driplines of Protected Trees throughout project construction except for 
equipment necessary for excavations. 

 
B.  Protected Tree roots located in the TPZ that are 2- inches and greater in 

size will be protected to the maximum extent feasible.  Roots in the TPZ of 
Protected Trees that must be cut shall be cut and repaired in accordance with 
arborist direction at the arborist’s discretion. 
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C.    Pipe shall be installed immediately (or as soon as feasible), backfilled with soil 

and soaked within the same day when tree roots within the TPZ of Protected 
Trees are exposed. 

 
D. Excavation within the TPZ of Protected Trees shall not occur during hot, dry 

weather to the maximum extent feasible.  
 

E. Avoid equipment damage to limbs, trunks, and roots of Protected Trees 

 
F. Do not attach signs, ropes, cables or other items to Protected Trees 

 
G. No finished grade changes shall occur within the TPZ of Protected Trees.   If 

unavoidable, grading and/or grade changes within the driplines of trees shall be 
accomplished under the supervision, and per the recommendations, of a certified 
arborist.   

 

3. Tree Replacement 
 

If, within five years of project completion, Protected Trees are dead or dying, TUD may 
mitigate by: 
 
A.  Replanting oaks on TUD property,  
B.  Payment into the Tuolumne County Oak Woodland Conservation Fund, or 
C.  Purchase of an oak woodland conservation easement,  

 
Or a combination of these methods.     
 
For replanting on TUD Property:  Old growth (i.e., 24” dbh or larger) Valley oaks shall be 
replaced at a ratio of 15:1.   Old growth (24” dbh or larger) blue oaks shall be replaced at 
a ratio of 10:1.  All other Protected Trees shall be replaced at a ratio of 5:1.   
 
For  payment into the Tuolumne County Oak Woodland Conservation Fund:  Payment 

per Attachment M1. 
 
For purchase of an oak woodland conservation easement:  As an alternate to replanting, 
some or all mitigation may be made through purchase of an oak woodland conservation 
easement from a willing seller.   Purchase of an oak conservation easement shall be 
based on an acreage amount totaling three times the length and width of the pipeline 
disturbance area encompassing the TPZs of Protected Trees.   The conservation 
easement should be over land in a location of similar tree species composition, 
preferably visible from a rural major collector (i.e., the County’s Parrotts Ferry Road 
classification) from a willing seller and subject to approval by a qualified biologist or 
landscape architect. 
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AQ-1:    Equipment Operations 
   Throughout Project Construction: 
 

 Idling time for construction equipment shall be limited to a maximum of 10 
minutes,   

 

 Properly and routinely maintain all construction equipment, as 
recommended by manufacturer manuals, to control exhaust emissions; and 

 

 Use electric equipment for construction whenever possible in lieu of fossil 
fuel-fired equipment. 

 

AQ-2:    Dust Control 
Throughout Project Construction, the project proponent shall be responsible for 
dust abatement during construction and development operations.   A water truck 
or other watering device shall be on the construction site on all working days 
when natural precipitation does not provide adequate moisture for complete dust 
control.   Said watering device shall be used to spray water on the site at the end 
of each day and at all other intervals, as need dictates, to control dust. 
 

AQ-3:    Serpentine Gravel  
   Exposed serpentine gravel is prohibited on the construction site.   
 

GEO-1: Grading Permit.  Prior to commencing construction, secure a Grading Permit 
and/or encroachment permit from the Engineering Division of the Community 
Resources Agency, if necessary. 

 

GEO-2: Erosion Control.  An Erosion Control Plan shall be submitted to the Engineering 
Division of the Community Resources Agency for approval and implemented for 
any construction to take place between October 15 and May 15 of any year.  In 
the absence of such an approved and implemented plan, all construction shall 
cease on or before October 15, except that necessary to implement erosion 
control measures. 

 

GEO-3: Erosion Control.  All soils disturbed by grading shall be reseeded or hydromulched 
or otherwise stabilized as soon as possible and before the rainy season begins, by 
October 15 of the construction year, and emergency erosion control measures shall 
be utilized as requested by County officials.  

 

HYDRO-1:   Erosion Control.  Implement GEO-2 and GEO-3 
 

HYDRO-2: California Clean Water Act.  Prior to ground disturbance; the project proponent 
shall secure a Notice of Intent (NOI) to obtain coverage under the General 
Construction Activity Storm Water Permit [California's National Pollutant 
Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for construction related 
storm water discharge] for earth moving activities exceeding one acre of total 
disturbance [Federal Water Pollution Control Act, Section 401, California Clean 
Water Act]  from the State Water Resources Control Board Storm Water 

Permitting Unit.  Disturbances of less than one acre may also require an NOI for 
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coverage under the NPDES General Permit for construction-related storm water 
discharge and the State Water Resources Control Board Permitting Unit shall be 
contacted for determination of permit requirements.  Commercial and Industrial 
developments may require an NOI even if less than one acre is to be disturbed.  
Obtain coverage or an exemption from these requirements.  The permit may 
include preparation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). 

BIO-1  Elderberry Shrub Protection 

Prior to commencing project construction, orange safety fencing will be erected 
around all identified elderberry shrubs (four sites) along the construction route.   
No pruning or other alterations of the shrubs shall occur.  Safety fencing shall 
remain throughout project construction. 

 

BIO-2   Preconstruction surveys for Western bumble bee nests 
   If construction does not begin in the current construction year (i.e., is delayed 

past February, 2017); prior to commencing any staging, construction, or ground 
disturbing activities, a qualified biologist will survey the construction disturbance 
area for active underground western bumble bee nests.    If identified, a qualified 
biologist shall be consulted for guidance on measures to avoid or minimize 
disturbance to the colony (e.g., buffer surrounding entry/exits and avoiding direct 
disturbance). 

 

BIO-3   Preconstruction survey for nesting birds  
This condition applies only to species protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act 
(MBTA), USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern, CDFW Fully Protected bird 
species, CDFW bird species of special concern, and birds listed or candidates for 
listing pursuant to the state and/or federal endangered species acts.  This condition 
does not apply to activities occurring between September 1st and February 1st of the 
construction year. 

Within 15 days prior to any vegetation removal or ground disturbance within the BSA 
occurring between February 1st and August 30th of the construction year, a qualified 
biologist shall conduct a focused survey for active nests.  Surveys shall be 
conducted in all potential habitat areas. The minimum survey radii surrounding the 
work area (i.e., area of disturbance, staging areas, storage areas) shall be the 
following: i) 250 feet for passerines; ii) 500 feet for small raptors such as accipiters; 
iii) 1,000 feet for larger raptors such as buteos. Surveys shall be conducted at the 
appropriate times of day, and during appropriate nesting times.  
 
If an active nest is found, the bird shall be identified as to species and the 
approximate distance from the closest work site to the nest estimated. No additional 
measures need be implemented if active nests are more than the following distances 
from the nearest work site: (a) 300 feet for raptors or (b) 75 feet for non-raptors. If 
active nests are closer than those distances to the nearest work site and there is the 
potential for destruction of a nest or substantial disturbance to nesting birds due to 
construction activities, a plan to monitor nesting birds during construction shall be 
prepared and submitted to the CDFW for review and approval. Disturbance of active 
nests shall be avoided to the extent possible until it is determined that nesting is 
complete and the young have fledged or a qualified biologist confirms that the nest 
has been abandoned and the species’ biology indicates that attempts to re-establish 
a nest will not occur. 
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BIO-4:   Install Barrier fencing/Silt fencing to protect wetland and riparian areas 
Prior to implementing any staging, construction, or ground disturbing activities:  
Note:  For all of the following, fencing is not required in locations where riparian 
vegetation is already located behind barbed wire fencing. 
 

A. Phase 1:  Parrotts Ferry Road Riparian Crossing A 
 Along the construction side of Parrotts Ferry Road, install temporary silt 

fencing, fiber rolls, or equivalent erosion and sediment control devices along 
the perimeter of the riparian area between the proposed construction area 
and riparian area.    Fencing shall remain in place throughout construction 
activities 

 
 Along both the construction side of Parrotts Ferry Road and non-construction 

side of Parrotts Ferry Road, install high-visibility orange construction/safety 
fencing between the construction area and riparian areas.    Fencing shall 
remain in place throughout construction activities. 

 

 Phase 1:  Parrotts Ferry Road Riparian Crossing B 
 Install fencing in the same manner as completed for the Parrotts Ferry Road 

Riparian Crossing A. 
 

B. Phase 2:  Gold Spring:   Install temporary silt fencing, fiber rolls, or 
equivalent erosion and sediment control devices along the outer perimeter of 
the Gold Spring’s spring between the ponded spring and the construction 
area.  Additionally, install high-visibility orange construction/safety fencing 
between the Gold Spring and the project construction area.    Fencing shall 
remain in place throughout construction activities 

 

Phase 2:   Brewster Drive Pond.    
 Identify a non-staging area along the road shoulder in the vicinity of the pond 

as shown in the attached figure. 

 

BIO-5:   Best Management Practices (BMPs) to protect water quality 

Implement GEO-2, GEO-3, and HYDRO-2. 
 

BIO-6:  Inadvertent trapping  
To avoid inadvertently trapping special status or common animal species during 
construction, all excavated steep-walled holes or trenches more than two feet 
deep shall be covered at the end of each working day with plywood or similar 
material, or provided with one or more escape ramps constructed of earth fill or 
wooden planks, or equivalent. Before such holes or trenches are filled, they will 
be thoroughly inspected for trapped animals.  If at any time a tapped animal is 
discovered, the contractor shall place an escape ramp or other appropriate 
structure to allow the animal to escape.   Alternatively, the contractor shall contact 
the project biologist or California Department of Fish and Wildlife for assistance.  
Similarly, stored pipes or other materials providing potential cover for animals will 
be inspected prior to installation or use to ensure that they are unoccupied.  

 

BIO-7:   Site Distance – Wildlife versus Autos 
Due to the high incidence of deer (and wild turkey) versus traffic accidents along 
Parrotts Ferry Road between Brewster Drive and Marble Quarry Road; heavy 
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equipment, materials or other obstructions associated with the project shall not 
remain or be placed along the Parrotts Ferry Road shoulder in a manner that 
could obstruct or reduce visibility for motorists between dusk and dawn hours. 

 

BIO-8:   Minimize spread of invasive plant species 
Throughout project construction: 
 

 All hay, straw, hay bales, straw bales, seed, mulch or other material used 
for erosion control on the project site shall be free of noxious weed5 seeds 
and propagules (Food and Agriculture Code Sections 6305, 6341 and 6461).   

 All equipment brought to the project site shall be thoroughly cleaned of all 
dirt and vegetation prior to entering the site to prevent importing noxious 
weeds and shall be cleaned of all dirt and vegetation prior to exiting the site to 
prevent exporting noxious weeds. (Food and Agriculture Code Section 5401). 

 All material brought to the site, including rock, gravel, road base, sand, 
and top soil, shall be free of noxious weeds6 and propagules. (Food and 
Agriculture Code Sections 6305, 6341 and 6461).   

CULT-1: Exclusionary Fencing.    
 Prior to commencing ground disturbance, erect brightly colored safety fencing 

around the following cultural resources recorded/identified in the project’s cultural 
resources report sufficient to prevent encroachment/disturbance: 

 
 Phase 1: 

Resource(s) Identification on Resources 

Map 

Small can scatter/hydraulic placer mining PF4 

Stacked rock walls PF 3*, PF 5 , PF6, PF9, PF11 

Italian stacked rock wall north and south of 
walkway, historic house  

PF7 
 

Parrotts Ferry Road stacked stone culverts P-55-8544 features F, GHI 

Chinese habitation site PF10 
* If included in Phase 1 

 
 Phase 2: 

Resource(s) Identification on Resources Map 

Culvert P-55-8544 feature J 

Stacked rock walls and culverts P-55-9334, PF 1, PF3*, PF12, PF13 
*If included in Phase 2 

 
Prior to commencing ground disturbance for each project phase, resource 
professionals shall walk the project boundaries and ensure that fencing has been 
erected to protect all resources as necessary. 
 

Staging/Storage.   Throughout project construction, no staging, materials 
storage, parking, ground disturbance or other project-related activities shall occur 

                                                      
5 Noxious weeds are as defined in Title 3, Division 4, Chapter 6, Section 4500 of the California Code of Regulations 

and the California Quarantine Policy – Weeds (Food and Agriculture Code, Sections 6305, 6341, and 6461). 
6  Ibid. 
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in areas protected by safety fencing.   This condition includes exclusion of PF-10 
(APNs 37-100-20, 23, 24 and 20) as a staging area. 
 
Fencing shall remain in place throughout project construction for each project 
phase. 

 

CULT-2: On-Site Monitor (Phase 1).     
 A qualified archaeologist shall be present if the depth of excavation for the 

replacement pipeline is altered (i.e., depth is increased) from its existing depth 
sufficient to encounter or potentially disturb any of the following: 

 

 Rock Wall Culvert 55-008544 G (just northwest of N. Gold Street on 
Parrotts Ferry Road) 

 

 Ditch Crossing (55-008544 F) where Matelot Ditch/Siphon crosses 
Parrotts Ferry Road 

 
An on-site monitor is not required if project design will raise or lower the 
replacement pipeline sufficient to avoid disturbing these features. 

  

CULT-3: On-Site Monitor (Phase 2 – Brewster Drive to Gold Springs Road).  An 
archaeological monitor shall be present, and a Native American monitor may be 
present, during ground disturbing activities (i.e., grading, excavation or other 
subsurface soil disturbing activities) in Phase 2 for that portion extending between 
Brewster Drive and Gold Springs Road. If a cultural resource is discovered during 
construction activities, the person or entity in possession of the parcel for which 
the entitlement was issued and all persons conducting any activity authorized by 
this permit shall comply with the following provisions: 

 
A. The monitor discovering the cultural resource shall notify the Tuolumne 

Utilities District immediately. If TUD cannot be reached, the project 
archaeologist shall be contacted immediately. 

 
B. When the cultural resource is located outside the area of disturbance, a 

qualified archaeologist shall be allowed to photodocument and record the 
resource and construction activities may continue during this process.  On 
parcels of two or more gross acres, the area of disturbance includes building 
pads, driveways or utility lines, grading and vegetation removal areas, plus 
100 feet.     

 
C. When the cultural resource is located within the area of disturbance, all activities 

that may impact the resource shall cease immediately within 100 feet of the 
resource or as determined by the monitor.  All activity that does not affect the 
resource as determined by the monitor may continue. A qualified archaeologist 
shall be allowed to evaluate the significance of the resource.  

 
D. When the tribal cultural resource is determined to not be significant, the 

project archaeologist shall be allowed to photodocument and record the 
resource.  Construction activities may resume after authorization from the 
qualified archaeologist. 
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E. When a cultural resource is determined to be significant, the resource shall be 
avoided with said resource having boundaries established around its perimeter 
by a qualified archaeologist or a cultural resource management plan shall be 
prepared by a qualified archaeologist to establish measures formulated and 
implemented in accordance with Sections 21083.2 and 21084.3 of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to address the effects of construction on the 
resource.  The qualified archaeologist shall be allowed to photodocument and 
record the resource.  Construction activities may resume after authorization from 
the qualified archaeologist.  All further activity authorized by this permit shall 
comply with the tribal cultural resources management plan.  

 
For the purposes of implementing this measure, a “qualified archaeologist” is an 
archaeologist determined to be a qualified professional by the Secretary of the 
Interior Standards.    
 
For the purposes of implementing this measure a cultural resource includes a 
“tribal cultural resource” is defined as either of the following: 

 
(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 subdivision 

(k) of Section 5020.1; or  
 
(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. 

 
 A cultural landscape that meets the above criteria is a tribal cultural resource to 

the extent that the landscape is geographically defined in terms of the size and 
scope of the landscape.   A historical resource described in Section 21084.1, a 
unique archaeological resource as defined in subdivision (g) of Section 21083.2, 
or a “non-unique archaeological resource” as defined in subdivision (h) of Section 
21083.2 may also be a tribal cultural resource if it conforms to the preceding 
criteria. 

 

CULT-4 Discovery of Unanticipated Resources (in the absence of an on-site 

monitor).  If a cultural resource is discovered during construction activities, the 
person in possession of the parcel for which the entitlement was issued and all 
persons conducting any authorized activity shall comply with the following 
provisions: 

 
A. The person discovering the cultural resource shall notify the Tuolumne 

Utilities District by telephone immediately. 
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B. When the cultural resource is located outside the area of disturbance, a 
qualified professional shall be allowed to photodocument and record the 
resource and construction activities may continue during this process.  On 
parcels of two or more gross acres, the area of disturbance includes building 
pads, driveways or utility lines, grading and vegetation removal areas, plus 
300 feet.     

 
C. When the cultural resource is located within the area of disturbance, all activities 

that may impact the resource shall cease immediately upon discovery of the 
resource.  All activity that does not affect the cultural resource as determined by 
a qualified professional may continue. A qualified professional, such as an 
archaeologist or an historian, shall be allowed to conduct an evaluative survey to 
evaluate the significance of the cultural resource.  

 
D. When the cultural resource is determined to not be significant, the qualified 

professional shall be allowed to photodocument and record the resource.  
Construction activities may resume after authorization from the qualified 
professional. 

 
E. When a resource is determined to be significant, the resource shall be avoided 

with said resource having boundaries established around its perimeter by a 
qualified professional or a cultural resource management plan shall be prepared 
by a qualified professional to establish measures formulated and implemented in 
accordance with Sections 21083.2 and 21084.1 of the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA) to address the effects of construction on the resource.  The 
qualified professional shall be allowed to photodocument and record the 
resource.  Construction activities may resume after authorization from the 
qualified professional.  All further activity authorized by this permit shall comply 
with the cultural resources management plan.  

 
For the purposes of implementing this measure, a “qualified professional” is an 
individual (e.g., historian or archaeologist) determined to be a qualified 
professional per Secretary of the Interior standards and a “cultural resource” is 
any building, structure, object, site, district, or other item of cultural, social, 
religious, economic, political, scientific, agricultural, educational, military, 
engineering or architectural significance to the citizens of Tuolumne County, the 
State of California, or the nation which is 50 years of age or older or has been 
listed on or is eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places, the 
California Register of Cultural Resources, or any local register.  

 

CULT-5 Discovery of Human Remains.   If human remains are discovered during 
subsurface excavations on the project site, work shall stop and no further 
disturbance shall occur until the County Coroner has made the necessary 
determination as to the origin and disposition of the remains, including notification 
of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) within 24 hours if remains 
are determined to be Native American, pursuant to Public Resources Code, 
Section 5097.98 and State Health and Safety Code, Section 7050.5.  

 

NOISE-1:   Equipment Operations.  Implement AQ-1:   
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NOISE-2: Mufflers.  Throughout the construction process, project contractors shall comply 
with the following:  All construction equipment, fixed or mobile, shall be equipped 
with properly operating and maintained mufflers (e.g., acoustic muffling of 
construction equipment per Caltrans standards); 
 

NOISE-3 Staging Area Noise.   During construction, stockpiling and vehicle staging 
areas shall be located as far as practical from adjacent to residences 
 

NOISE-4:  Construction Hours.   Hours of exterior construction on the project site shall be 
limited to 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday.  Exterior construction 
shall be prohibited on Sunday and County holidays.   Construction hours, 
allowable workdays, and the phone number of the job superintendent shall be 
clearly posted at the project entrance to allow for surrounding owners and 
residents to contact the job superintendent.  If the City or the job superintendent 
receives a complaint, the superintendent shall investigate, take appropriate 
corrective action, and report the action taken to the reporting party 

 

Non-Mitigation Measures: 

 

General-1 Should unanticipated ground disturbances be necessary within the boundaries of 
Pioneer Park, contractors shall be made aware of any potential hazardous 
materials that could be associated with the former dump site. 

 

General-2  The final project shall meet all requirements mandated by federal, state or local 
law.  Federal or state law may require additional obligations beyond that required 
by these conditions or local requirements, including additional analysis of 
environmental or other issues, over which the County has no control. 
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Attachment M1 

Tuolumne County Oak Woodland Conservation Fund 

In-Lieu Fee Payments 

 
 

TREE REPLANTING IN-LIEU FEE 
Old Growth (24” or greater dbh) Valley Oak Tree Mitigation 
In-lieu fees for replanting = number of trees damaged/dying X 15 X $200 
 
Old Growth (24” or greater dbh) Oak Tree Mitigation (non-Valley Oak) 
Payment of in-lieu fees for replanting:  number of trees damaged/dying X 10 X $200.00 

 
Valley oak tree mitigation (less than 24” dbh) 
Payment of in-lieu fees for replanting = number of trees damaged/dying X 5 X $200 
 
Non-valley oak/Non Old Growth Oak trees (Willow, Chestnut, Oaks 12” dbh – 24” dbh) 
Payment of in-lieu fees for replanting = number of trees damaged/dying X 3 X $200 
 

 

 

LAND ACQUISITION IN LIEU FEE 
In addition to the above in-lieu fees for individual tree replanting, the following payment also is 
required: 
 
Payment of in-lieu fees for land acquisition:  1.0 X acres of impacted land X current land value 

(approx. $5,700) + 5% administration fee 
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Exhibit MM1 

Protected Trees, Elderberry Shrubs, Drainages, Spring  
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Protected Trees: 
 
A – Blue oak – driplines fully cover Parrotts Ferry Road (oaks on either side of Parrotts Ferry 

Road overhang the road) 
 
 
E – Valley Oak, Three-trunked adjacent to large live oak 
 
F – Valley Oak 
 
G – Valley oak along fenceline 
 
H – Valley oak along fenceline (may be able to work outside dripline) 
 
K – Valley Oaks, two large well inside fence on private property, with extensive driplines 

extending over work area   (distance from fence may be sufficient, discretion of arborist 
should be used) 

 
L – Chestnut tree along fence 
 
M – Valley oak 
 
N – Three large willows in a row 
 
O – Large willow 
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