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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Greg Matuzak, a Nevada County and City of Grass Valley Biological Resources 

Consultant, conducted a reconnaissance-level biological resources survey and required 

background research related to biological resources in order to develop this Biological 

Resources Assessment (BRA). In addition, potential California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife (CDFW), United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and United States Army 

Corps of Engineers (Corps) jurisdiction within the subject parcel was assessed. The 

proposed Larry Woods Subdivision Project (Project) would be developed within the 

following subject parcels: APN 035-280-008, 5.44 Acres and APN 035-300-040, 0.18 acres 

(see attached Parcel Reports). The total Project area is therefore approximately 5.62 

acres (see the attached Project Subdivision Map).  

The proposed development within the subject parcels would include the creation 

of twenty (20) individual subdivision lots ranging from 5,433 square feet (~0.12 acres) to 

15,140 square feet (~0.35 acres) in size each. Access to the Project area will be directly off 

of West Olympia Drive within the eastern section of the Project area and off of Glenbrook 

Drive within the southwestern section of the Project area. The Grass Valley Ditch, 

specifically referred to as the Grass Valley Canal, is a part of the Nevada Irrigation District 

(NID) system. It's a key component in NID's water delivery system, providing water to the 

City of Grass Valley and other NID customers and it runs along the western edge of Lots 

#10, #11, and #12 as well as along the western edge of Lot D and Lot E. See Appendix A 

for the parcel reports for both APNs making up the Project area and see Appendix B for 

the Project Subdivision Map. 

For the purposes of this BRA, the background research and the site visits and 

reconnaissance-level biological resources survey conducted within the Project area were 

intended to determine the potential for sensitive biological resources to occur within the 

subject parcels and overall Project area, and to conduct an assessment of such 

resources to ensure the City of Grass Valley complies with the California Environmental 

Quality Act (CEQA) as part of the Project review as it relates to sensitive and protected 

biological resources. The attached appendices include the following: parcel reports 

(Appendix A), a Site Plan (Subdivision Map attached in Appendix B), Photo Log of the 

Project area and overall subject parcels (attached in Appendix F), list of plant and wildlife 

species identified during the site visits and reconnaissance-level biological resources 

survey conducted (attached in Appendix E), and the results of the database searches for 

such sensitive biological resources per the CA state and federal databases. The 

appendices are attached to this report. 

The purpose of the BRA is to identify the location and extent of sensitive biological 

resources within the subject parcel, including special-status plant and wildlife species, and 

the presence of drainage and wetland features that could potentially meet the Corps’ 

criteria as a “waters of the United States,” pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act  

 

 



(CWA), and streams that could be under the jurisdiction of the California Fish and Wildlife 

Code Section 1600 et. seq. The BRA also satisfies the City of Grass Valley Development 

Code and General Plan requirements. 

 



2.0 REGULATORY OVERVIEW AND DEFINITIONS 

Federal Regulations 

Section 404 of the Clean Water Act 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (“Corps”) and the Environmental Protection 

Agency (“EPA”) regulate the discharge of dredge or fill material into “waters of the U.S.” 

under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. “Waters of the U.S.” include wetlands and lakes, 

rivers, streams, and their tributaries. Wetlands are defined for regulatory purposes as areas 

“…inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and duration 

sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of 

vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated solid conditions” as specified in 33 Code 

of Federal Regulations [CFR] 328.3, 40 CFR 230.3. 

Generally, wetlands include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas. Lakes, rivers, 

and streams are defined as “other waters of the U.S.” Jurisdictional limits of these features 

are typically noted by the Ordinary High Water Mark (“OHWM”). The OHWM is the line on 

the shore established by the fluctuations of water and indicated by physical 

characteristics such as mark a clear, natural line impressed on the bank, shelving, changes 

in the character of soil, destruction of terrestrial vegetation, the presence of litter and 

debris, or other appropriate means that consider the characteristics of the surrounding 

areas (33 CFR 328 and 33 CFR 329). 

Isolated ponds or seasonal depressions had been previously regulated as waters of 

the U.S. However, in Solid Waste Agency of Northwestern Cook County (SWANCC) v. 

USACE et al. (January 8, 2001), the U.S. Supreme Court ruled that certain “isolated” 

wetlands (e.g., non- navigable, isolated, and intrastate) do not fall under the jurisdiction of 

the CWA and are no longer under the jurisdiction of the Corps. Some circuit courts (e.g., 

U.S. v. Deaton, 2003; U.S. Rapanos, 2003; Northern California River Watch v. City of 

Healdsburg, 2006), though, have ruled that SWANCC does not prevent CWA jurisdiction if a 

“significant nexus” such as a hydrologic connection exists, whether it be man-made (e.g., 

roadside ditch) or natural tributary to navigable waters, or direct seepage from the wetland 

to the navigable water, a surface or underground hydraulic connection, an ecological 

connection (e.g., the same bird, mammal, and fish populations are supported by both 

the wetland and the navigable water), and changes to chemical concentrations in the 

navigable water is present due to water from the wetland. 

Areas considered to be non-jurisdictional waters include non-tidal drainage and 

irrigation ditches excavated on dry land, artificially-irrigated areas, artificial lakes or ponds 

used for irrigation or stock watering, small artificial water bodies such as swimming pools, 

and water-filled depressions with no outlet for drainage (33 CFR, Part 328). 



The Clean Water Rule is a 2015 regulation published by the EPA and Corps to clarify 

water resources management in the United States under a provision of the CWA. The 

regulation defined the scope of federal water protection in a more consistent manner, 

particularly over streams and wetlands, which have a significant hydrological and 

ecological connection to traditional navigable waters, interstate waters, and territorial 

seas. It is also referred to as the Waters of the United States rule, which defines all bodies of 

water that fall under U.S. federal jurisdiction. The rule has been contested in litigation and 

in 2017 the Trump administration announced its intent to review and rescind or revise the 

rule. Following a Supreme Court ruling on January 22, 2018 that lifted a nationwide stay on 

the rule, the Trump administration formally suspended the rule until February 6, 2020, 

thereby giving the EPA time to issue a draft proposal of replacement water regulatory 

requirements. 

On October 22, 2019, the EPA and the Corps published a final rule to repeal the 

2015 Clean Water Rule: Definition of “Waters of the United States” (“2015 Rule”), which 

amended portions of the Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), and to restore the regulatory 

text that existed prior to the 2015 Rule. The final rule will become effective on December 

23, 2019. The EPA and the Corps will implement the pre-2015 Rule regulations informed by 

applicable agency guidance documents and consistent with Supreme Court decisions 

and longstanding agency practice. 

However, on April 21, 2020, the EPA and the Corps published the Navigable Waters 

Protection Rule to define “Waters of the United States” in the Federal Register. For the first 

time, the agencies have streamlined the definition so that it includes four simple categories 

of jurisdictional waters, provides clear exclusions for many water features that traditionally 

have not been regulated, and defines terms in the regulatory text that have never been 

defined before. Congress, in the CWA, explicitly directed the Agencies to protect 

“navigable waters.” The Navigable Waters Protection Rule regulates traditional navigable 

waters and the core tributary systems that provide perennial or intermittent flow into them. 

Under the final rule, four clear categories of waters are federally regulated: 

 

• The territorial seas and traditional navigable waters, 

• Perennial and intermittent tributaries to those waters, 

• Certain lakes, ponds, and impoundments, and 

• Wetlands adjacent to jurisdictional waters 

 

Therefore, as of June 22, 2020, the final rule details 12 categories of exclusions, 

features that are not “waters of the United States,” such as features that only contain water 

in direct response to rainfall (e.g., ephemeral features); groundwater; many ditches; prior 

converted cropland; and waste treatment systems. The final rule clarifies key elements 

related to the scope of federal CWA jurisdiction, including: 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Water_resource_management
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https://www.epa.gov/nwpr/navigable-waters-protection-rule-step-two-revise
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• Providing clarity and consistency by removing the proposed separate 

categories for jurisdictional ditches and impoundments. 

 

• Refining the proposed definition of “typical year,” which provides 

important regional and temporal flexibility and ensures jurisdiction is 

being accurately determined in times that are not too wet and not too 

dry. 

 

• Defining “adjacent wetlands” as wetlands that are meaningfully 

connected to other jurisdictional waters, for example, by directly 

abutting or having regular surface water communication with 

jurisdictional waters. 

 

The Navigable Waters Protection Rule is the second step in a two-step process to 

review and revise the definition of “waters of the United States” consistent with the 

February 2017 Presidential Executive Order entitled “Restoring the Rule of Law, 

Federalism, and Economic Growth by Reviewing the ‘Waters of the United States.’” This 

final rule became effective on June 22, 2020 and will replaces the Step One Rule 

published in October, 2019 as outlined above. 

However, the 2023 Updated Water of the United States (WOTUS) Rule reversed 

the 2020 ruling such that only perennial aquatic resources with documented 

connections to navigable waterways are currently regulated under the CWA. 

Therefore, the Project area does not contain any “waters of the U.S.” including 

wetlands, given the lack of perennial streams or drainages with a direct connection to 

a navigable waterway. Therefore, the Project area does not include any waters 

subject to regulation under the CWA. 

Section 401 of the Clean Water Act 

CWA Section 401 compliance is required for any project requiring a federal action 

(i.e. Corps permit or federal funding) with construction that could have an impact to 

surface water quality. Project proponents must obtain a permit from the Corps for all 

discharges of fill material into waters of the U.S., including wetlands, before proceeding 

with a proposed action. The Project area does not contain any “waters of the U.S.” 

including wetlands, and therefore, the Project area does not include any waters subject 

to regulation under the CWA. 

Endangered Species Act of 1973 

For the proposed Project site, consultation with the USFWS would be necessary if a 

proposed action may affect suitable habitat for a federally listed species. This consultation 

would proceed under Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) if a federal action is 

part of the proposed action or through Section 10 of the ESA if no such nexus were 

https://www.whitehouse.gov/the-press-office/2017/02/28/presidential-executive-order-restoring-rule-law-federalism-and-economic
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available (USFWS, 1973). There are two federally protected plant species listed under the 

ESA within the Grass Valley USGS Quad (CDFW 2025). Stebbins morning-glory (Calystegia 

stebbinsii) and Pine Hill flannelbush (Fremontodendron decumbens) are ESA listed species 

as Endangered; however, the Project area does not provide suitable habitat for either of 

these species and therefore, neither species would be impacted by the development of 

the proposed Project. Additionally, within the Grass Valley USGS Quad the California 

spotted owl (Strix occidentalis occidentalis) has previously been identified (CDFW 2025). 

However, the woodland and existing understory do not contain the required habitat and 

microhabitats for the presence of the California spotted owl within the Project area.  

Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918 and Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act 

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) (16 USC Section 703-711) and the Bald and 

Golden Eagle Protection Act (BAGEPA) (16 USC Section 668) protect certain species of 

birds from direct “take” (i.e. harm or harassment as described above). The MBTA protects 

migrant bird species from take through setting hunting limits and seasons and protecting 

occupied nests and eggs (USFWS, 1918). BAGEPA prohibits the take or commerce of any 

part of the bald or golden eagles (USFWS, 1940). The USFWS administers both Acts and 

reviews actions that may affect species protected under each Act. 

State Regulations 

California Endangered Species Act 

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has jurisdiction over plant 

and wildlife species listed as threatened or endangered under section 2080 of the CDFW 

Code. The California Endangered Species Act (CESA) prohibits take of state-listed 

threatened and endangered species. The state Act differs from the federal Act in that it 

does not include habitat destruction in its definition of take. The CDFW defines take as 

“hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill, or attempt to hunt, pursue, catch, capture, or kill.” 

The CDFW may authorize take under the CESA through Sections 2081 agreements. If the 

results of a biological survey indicate that a state-listed species would be affected by the 

project, the CDFW would issue an Agreement under Section 2081 of the CDFW Code and 

would establish a Memorandum of Understanding for the protection of state-listed 

species. CDFW maintains lists for Candidate-Endangered Species and Candidate- 

Threatened Species. 

Stebbins morning-glory (Calystegia stebbinsii), Scadden Flat checkerbloom 

(Sidalcea stipularis), willow flycatcher (Empidonax traillii), greater sandhill crane (Antigone 

canadensis tabida), and California black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus) are 

CESA listed species and these species have been known to occur within the Grass Valley 

USGS Quad. Additionally, Pine Hill flannelbush (Fremontodendron decumbens) is 

considered Rare by CDFW and the State of California (CDFW 2025). The Project area 

does not provide suitable habitat for any CESA protected species.



Streambed Alteration Agreements: CDFG Code Section 1600 et seq. 

CDFW has jurisdictional authority over wetland resources associated with rivers, 

streams, and lakes under Sections 1600–1616. CDFW has the authority to regulate all work 

under the jurisdiction of the State of California that would substantially divert, obstruct, or 

change the natural flow of a river, stream, or lake; substantially change the bed, channel, 

or bank of a river, stream, or lake; or use material from a streambed. 

In practice, CDFW marks its jurisdictional limit at the top of the stream or lake bank, 

or the outer edge of the riparian vegetation (where present) and extends its jurisdiction to 

the edge of the 100-year floodplain. The Project area does not contain any stream 

related features that would be regulated by CDFW. The Grass Valley Ditch/Canal that 

runs along the western edge of the lots within the southwestern section of the Project 

area is not a designated stream, nor is it regulated by CDFW. 

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act & Section 1601 – Section 1607 of CDFG Code 

These acts and codes pertain to projects with potential impacts to water quality or 

waterways. The proposed subject parcels and Project area do not contain waters of the 

State as defined by the State Water Resources Board (State Board 2014) and therefore, 

would not be subject to a report of waste discharge requirement. The Grass Valley 

Ditch/Canal that runs along the western edge of the lots within the southwestern section 

of the Project area is not a designated stream, nor is it regulated by CDFW or the State of 

California. 

California Department of Fish and Game Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3800: 

Nesting Migratory Bird and Raptors 

Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3800 of the CDFG Code prohibit the take, possession, or 

destruction of birds, their nests or eggs. Implementation of the take provisions requires that 

project-related disturbance within active nesting territories be reduced or eliminated 

during critical phases of the nesting cycle (approximately March 1 – August 31). 

Disturbance that causes nest abandonment and/or loss of reproductive effort (e.g. killing 

or abandonment of eggs or young), or the loss of habitat upon which birds are 

dependent, is considered "taking", and is potentially punishable by fines and/or 

imprisonment (LCC 2013). Such taking would also violate federal law protecting migratory 

birds (e.g. MBTA above). 

California Special Species of Concern, Fully Protected, and Special Status Species 

California designates Species of Special Concern (SSC) as species of limited 

distribution, declining populations, diminishing habitat, or unusual scientific, recreational or 

educational values. These species do not have the same legal protection as listed species 

but may be added to official lists in the future (CDFW 2014). For example, the coast  

 

horned lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii) is designated as SSC and the species is evaluated as 

part of this BRA since the species has been previously identified within the Grass Valley 



USGS Quad where the proposed Project is located. 

In the 1960’s California created a designation to provide additional protection to 

rare species. This designation remains today and is referred to as “Fully Protected” 

species, and those listed “may not be taken or possessed at any time” (CDFW 2014). The 

California black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus) for instance has been previously 

documented within Nevada County and has been previously identified within the Grass 

Valley USGS Quad as well as the greater sandhill crane, though the Project area does 

not contain suitable habitat for either of these species. Both of these species are 

designated as Fully Protected by the State of California. 

California special-status species are identified by the California Natural Diversity 

Database (CNDDB) and includes those species considered to be of greatest conservation 

need by CDFW. 

California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 15380 

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines section 15380(b) provides 

that a species not listed on the federal or state list of protected species may be 

considered rare or endangered if the species can be shown to meet certain specific 

criteria. This section was included in the guidelines to deal primarily with situations in which 

a public agency is reviewing a project that may have a significant effect on, for example 

a “candidate species” that has not yet been listed by the USFWS or CDFW. CEQA, 

therefore, enables an agency to protect a species from significant project impacts until 

the respective government agencies have had an opportunity to list the species as 

protected, if warranted (CNRA 2012). 

Plants appearing on the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) California Rare Plant 

Rank (CRPR) are considered to meet CEQA’s Section 15380 criteria. Ranks include: 1A) 

plants presumed extirpated in California and either rare or extinct elsewhere, 1B) plant 

rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere, 2A) plants presumed 

extirpated in California, but more common elsewhere, and 2B) plants rare, threatened, or 

endangered in California, but more common elsewhere. Impacts to these species would 

therefore be considered “significant” requiring mitigation. 
 



State Oak Woodland Regulations 

State laws that regulate protection of oak woodlands include Professional 

Forester’s Law (PFL) and CEQA according to Public Resources Code Section 21083.4. Oak 

woodlands are defined as areas having 10% oak canopy cover or greater. “Oaks” are 

defined in Public Resources Code Section 21083.4 as a native tree species in the genus 

Quercus, that is 5 inches diameter at breast height (DBH) or greater. The Oak Woodlands 

Conservation Act (SB 1334) provides funding for the conservation and protection of oak 

woodlands in California. Oak woodland habitats are protected under both the State and 

the Nevada County General Plan. 

City of Grass Valley Tree Ordinance 

The City of Grass Valley acknowledges the importance of trees to the community’s 

health, safety, welfare, and tranquility. Trees increase property values, provide visual 

continuity, provide shade and cooling, decrease wind velocities, control erosion, conserve 

energy, reduce stormwater runoff, filter airborne pollutants, reduce noise, provide privacy, 

provide habitat and food value, and release oxygen. In December 2005, the City Council 

adopted the Tree Ordinance, Chapter 12.36 of the Municipal Code, to ensure that the 

community trees would be prudently protected and managed so as to ensure these 

multiple civic benefits. 

What Types of Trees Are Protected Under This Ordinance? 

• Tree: Any woody plant having a trunk ten (10) caliper inches or larger in Diameter 

at Breast Height (DBH) (54” above ground height) and as further defined within the 

definitions section of the Tree Preservation and Protection Ordinance, Chapter 

12.36. 

• Significant Tree: 

Any tree which measures twenty-four (24) caliper inches or larger in Diameter at 

Breast Height (DBH) (54” above ground height). 

 

• Heritage Trees: 

Any tree listed on the official City of Grass Valley heritage tree list adopted by the 

City Council due to distinctive form, size, age, location, species, unique qualities, or 

historical significance. 

 

• Street Trees: 

Any tree within the public right-of-way. 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.fs.fed.us/ucf/


When Are Permits Required? 

The pruning or removal of any of the types of protected trees listed above 

(including the modification of surrounding area) may require review and/or permitting, 

depending on the nature of the proposed work. The matrix on the opposite side of this 

page presents the basic review process for tree permits in the City of Grass Valley. It is the 

responsibility of property owners and/or residents of the City of Grass Valley to be aware 

of tree-related regulations before engaging in any planning or activity that may require 

new tree planting or removal; or may impact existing trees. The City of Grass Valley is not 

responsible for location of trees marked for removal. All property lines should be verified 

before submitting your application. It shall be the responsibility of all licensed tree cutters 

or any other person who is removing the tree to have a copy of the applicable tree 

permit, a valid city business license and any required state licenses in his or her possession 

and available for inspection upon request. 

City of Grass Valley Development Code 17.50 Creek and Riparian Resource Protection 

The City of Grass Valley Development Code 17.50 for Creek and Riparian Resource 

Protection states that a Resource Management Plan must be prepared for 

encroachment within the 30-foot stream setback, “and shall include measures which will 

minimize impacts to the watercourse and enhance runoff filtration.” The measure should 

include: enhancement and/or restoration of the riparian vegetation area; removal of 

non-native vegetation; decompaction of soils and/or incorporation of organic material 

to improve runoff filtration; incorporation of bioswales in drainage plans to filter parking 

areas and other impervious surfaces; and, incorporation of other Best Management 

Practices (BMP’s) which provide long-term protection of the water quality. 

 



City of Grass Valley 2020 General Plan 

The Conservation and Open Space Elements were combined in the 2020 Grass 

Valley General Plan Update. Both are mandatory General Plan Elements under State law. 

The Conservation/Open Space Element addresses those aspects of conservation and 

open space determined most important to Grass Valley. It supplements, but does not 

replace, the Mineral Resources Element adopted by the City in 1993. 

Conservation/Open Space Goals and Objectives 

1- COSG  Provide a balance between development and the natural environment, 

protecting and properly utilizing Grass Valley’s sensitive environmental 

areas/features, natural resources and open space lands. 

 

1- COSO Inventory of sensitive environmental areas and features. 

2- COSO Multi-purpose open space lands, accommodating the needs and 

requirements of open space/conservation, habitat, recreation, and 

aesthetics. 

3- COSO Protection of rare and endangered animals and plants. 

4- COSO Reduction of urban development impacts on native vegetation, 

wildlife and topography. 

5- COSO Encouragement of wildlife through habitat protection. 

6- COSO Assurance of appropriate resource conservation and environmental 

protection measures as prerequisites to development. 

 

2- COSG Protect, enhance and restore hydrologic features, including stream 

corridors, flood plains, wetlands, and riparian zones. 

 

7- COSO Development of an extensive trail network providing 

recreational and educational opportunities. 

8- COSO Minimize interference with the natural functions of flood plains and 

naturally flood-prone areas. 

 

3- COSG    Ensure the protection of Grass Valley’s trees and forested areas. 

 

9- COSO Identification of heritage trees for special recognition and protection. 

10- COSO Identification of significant groves and groupings of trees for 

permanent open space designation. 

 

4- COSG Protect and enhance town entryways, visual corridors and important 

viewsheds including ridgelines. 



11- COSO Identification of particular corridors and views requiring 

protection or enhancement. 

12- COSO Identification of specific aesthetic considerations important to the 

protection/enhancement of particular corridors and views. 

 

5- COSG Maintain close relationships with public agencies and private organizations 

regarding conservation, open space and environmental protection. 

 

13- COSO Ongoing communication of information, plans, and concepts 

14- COSO Creation of joint efforts and shared funding responsibilities. 

6- COSG Assure compliance with and understanding of air and water quality 

regulations and standards. 

 

15- COSO Protection of ground- and surface water quality. 

16- COSO Inclusion of air and water quality considerations in land use decisions 

rendered by the Planning Commission and City Council. 

 

Conservation/Open Space Policies 

1- COSP Continue to identify mineral resources and to develop policies addressing 

their protection from competing land uses, minimizing impacts on mining 

activities, in 

compliance with State law. 

2- COSP Establish an active program of land/development rights acquisition in order to 

protect sensitive environmental areas and features. 

3- COSP Encourage clustering, density averaging, and other techniques in larger- 

scale new developments, as means of preserving open space and natural 

systems. 

4- COSP Establish standards for inclusion and management of permanent open 

space in new developments. 

5- COSP Carefully regulate development on steep slopes. 

6- COSP Prevent excessive alteration of the natural topography. 

7- COSP Recognize and reinforce Grass Valley’s public park system. 

8- COSP Study the potential for inter-jurisdictional transfer of development rights. 

9- COSP Carefully regulate development for location in flood hazard areas. 

10- COSP Establish a city trail network program for friendly acquisition, development 

and administration of a natural trails system. 

11- COSP Return to open space, areas within which flooding poses a clear danger to 

life and property. 

12- COSP Enhance the City’s tree ordinance addressing tree maintenance and 

protection both within new developments and elsewhere in the City. 

13- COSP Assist property owners wishing to preserve and protect heritage trees and 

significant groves. 

14- COSP Establish a program to identify and administer a viewshed/view corridor 

protection program. 



15- COSP   Assign responsibility for the viewshed/view corridor program. 

16- COSP  Incorporate viewshed/view corridor standards into the Design Element of the 

General Plan, City Design Guidelines and other appropriate developmental 

documents. 

17- COSP Utilize the services and expertise of organizations involved in resource 

conservation and open space protection. 

18- COSP  Develop and achieve agreement with the County of Nevada on a strategy 

for conservation and open space protection within the Grass Valley 

Planning Area and City’s Sphere of Influence. 

19- COSP  Enlist the interest and efforts of appropriate state and federal agencies and 

private foundations regarding conservation and open space protection. 

20- COSP Establish, in cooperation with Nevada County, an urban limit line beyond which 

urban land uses, densities, facilities and services will not extend. 

21- COSP Continue to implement water quality improvement plans, including storm 

water separation and sewage treatment plant expansion. 

22- COSP  Implement circulation/transportation measures designed to reduce reliance 

on the automobile. 

23- COSP  Respond appropriately to state and federal air and water quality policies and 

policy changes, understanding the implications of regulations and 

standards, and maintaining a continuing public education program. 



3.0 METHODS 

In order to evaluate the subject parcel and proposed Project area for the 

presence of any sensitive biological resources, baseline information from databases 

and reporting for similar projects in the City of Grass Valley and Nevada County was 

collected and reviewed prior to conducting reconnaissance-level field biological 

surveys. The database searches, background research, and habitat level field surveys 

characterized the baseline conditions of the subject parcel and proposed Project area. 

Based on the baseline conditions of the subject parcels and the proposed 

development outlined within the attached Site Plan/Subdivision Map (Appendix B), an 

assessment was implemented to determine if any special-status plant or wildlife species 

have the potential to use the subject parcels and overall Project area at any time 

during their life cycle. The baseline conditions identified the presence of any sensitive 

habitat or communities, if they were identified within the subject parcels and the overall 

Project area. 

Sensitive Biological Resources 

The following information was used to identify potential special-status plant and 

wildlife species within the Project region that could be found to use the subject parcels 

and Project area: 

• California Department of Fish and Wildlife’s California Natural Diversity Database 

records search of the USGS Grass Valley Topo Quad where the Project area is 

located (CDFW, 2025); 

 

• The California Native Plant Society’s online Inventory of Rare and Endangered 

Plants of California for the USGS Grass Valley Topo Quad where the Project 

area is located Project area and Nevada County (CNPS, 2025); 

 

• The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service list of endangered, threatened, and proposed 

species for the Project area (USFWS, 2025); 

 

• National Wetland Inventory (NWI, 2025); 

 

• United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) Soils Mapper (USDA, 2025); 

 

• Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) Hydric Soils List for Nevada 

County (NRCS, 2025); and 

 

• City of Grass Valley 2020 General Plan (Quad-Knopf, 1999). 



Reconnaissance-level Biological Resources Field Survey 

An initial site visit and reconnaissance-level biological field survey was 

conducted on foot of the entire 5.62 acres making up the Project area by Greg 

Matuzak, Principal Biologist with Greg Matuzak Environmental Consulting and a 

Qualified Biologist on the City of Grass Valley’s list of such qualified biologists. The 

Project site visit and reconnaissance-level survey of the two parcels was initially 

conducted on March 6, 2025. A follow up site visit and reconnaissance-level survey of 

the two parcels was also conducted on April 2, 2025. A Photo Log is included in the 

attachments, which documents the parcels during the site visits and field survey. 



4.0 RESULTS 

Environmental Setting 

 

The 5.62 acres covering both parcels (Project area) lie in the Sierra Nevada 

foothills. The general topography of the subject parcel is characterized as relatively 

moderately sloping from the middle of the Project area to the west, east, and south 

given the highest altitude within the Project area is within the middle of the Project area 

approximately 2,850 feet above mean sea level (MSL). The small southwestern parcel 

allows for access along Glenbrook Drive as the main access into the Project area is 

along the eastern edge of the Project area along West Olympia Drive. The subject 

parcels are located in an area best characterized as a combination of non-native 

annual grassland and mixed conifer forest dominated by ponderosa pine and incense 

cedar trees. Ponderosa pines dominate the tree community along with scattered 

incense cedar trees throughout the subject parcels. 

Average elevation within the Project area is approximately 2,750 feet above MSL 

with the highest elevation within the central section of the Project area (approximately 

2,850 feet above MSL) and with the lowest elevation within the southwestern section of 

the Project area along West Olympia Drive (approximately 2,725 feet above MSL).  

The subject parcels are located within a developed area of Nevada County; 

however, the subject parcels are adjacent to/nested within fragmented mixed conifer 

forest and annual grassland habitat. Directly south and east of the subject parcels 

contain commercial and residential development, with larger, partially developed 

parcels and a more rural setting to the north and west of the Project area. The Fowler 

Center is located directly to the east of the Project area and commercial development 

associated with Brunswick Basin is located to the south and southwest of the Project 

area. State Route (SR) 49 runs to the east/southeast of the Project area. Therefore, there 

is little potential for wildlife corridors, deer fawning areas, or potential for special-status 

wildlife or other species to occur within the Project area. 

 



Drainage and Aquatic Resources 

There are no streams or wetlands mapped under the National Wetland Inventory 

(NWI) within or immediately adjacent to the subject parcels except for the Grass Valley 

Ditch, which is an NID canal managed for local water deliveries and would not be 

regulated by state or federal agencies (see attached NWI maps in the Appendix D with 

one zoomed into the site and another zoomed out to show a larger coverage area). 

The majority of the Project area drains to the south and southwest and enters into the 

City of Grass Valley stormwater system that flows underground before daylighting with 

Olympia Creek located to the southeast of the Project area on the other side of SR 49. 

Soil Types Mapped within the Project Area 

Five soil types were identified within the overall Project area with Sites silt loam, 

15 to 30 percent slopes, N low montane being the dominant soil type within the Project 

area. Along the edges of the overall Project area, the Sites silt loam, 2 to 9 percent 

slopes, N low montane occurs as well as Aiken loam, 15 to 30 percent slopes and 2 to 9 

percent slopes, N low-mid montane, and alluvial land, clayey. None of these soil types 

are listed as hydric soils on the Nevada County NRCS Hydric Soils List except for the 

alluvial land, clayey soil type; however, the area mapped with this soil type is within the 

northeastern corner of the Project area and does not contain wetland vegetation. 

Hydric soils are considered wetland associated soils. See the attached soils map in the 

attachments and the further discussion regarding the lack of jurisdictional drainages, 

streams, and wetlands within the Project area below. 

Plant Communities 

Plant communities have been classified based on the California Wildlife Habitat 

Relationships System developed by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

(CDFW). The CDFW also manages the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB), 

which is a database inventory of the locations of rare and endangered plants, wildlife, 

and natural communities in California. A list of plants and wildlife documented during 

the field survey are attached in Appendix E of this BRA. 

The dominant forested plant community within the Project area is Mixed Conifer 

Forest with a Ponderosa Pine and Incense Cedar Alliance. Within the open areas within 

the Project area and dominating the proposed Project disturbance areas, non-native 

annual grassland is the dominant habitat type. Within a majority of the two parcels 

making up the Project area, the dense trees make up the dominant habitat within the 

Project area. 



Mixed Conifer Forest Habitat 

A mixed conifer forest habitat, or Ponderosa pine-incense cedar Alliance (CDFG, 

2010), comprises the forested vegetation community throughout the Project area. The 

understory is dominated by upland grasses and forbs, both native and non-native. The 

overall composite of plant species observed within the Project area during the March 6, 

2025 and April 2, 2025 field surveys are identified in the attached appendices along with 

wildlife species observed (see Appendix E). 

Mixed conifer forests can expand over broad ranges of topography and 

elevation and consist of a diverse assemblage of vegetation. The species within this 

alliance type create varying structures and spatial patterns. Tree species found in mixed 

conifer forests exhibit a wide range of tolerance to shade and low-impact fire. Water 

availability is a major driver of mixed conifer forest ecosystem distributions and 

conditions, as well as topography, soil (depth and texture), and solar insolation (Safford, 

2013). In moisture limited forests, uncharacteristic increases in tree density commonly 

facilitate bark beetle (family Scolytinae), mistletoe (Phoradendron spp.), and root 

disease mortality. Additionally, mixed conifer forests have been significantly impacted 

by logging, fire suppression, gold mining, and population growth (Evans et al. 2011). 

Non-Native Annual Grasslands 

Non-native annual grassland species occur within the open sections of the 

Project area. This habitat type is dominated by wild oats (Avena fatua), ripgut brome 

(Bromus diandrus), soft chess (Bromus hordeaceus), medusa head (Taeniatherum 

caput medusae), and filaree (Erodium cicutarium). Orchard grass (Dactylis 

glomerata), wild rye (Elymus glaucus), and tall fescue (Festuca arundinacea), among 

other native and non-native grasses, were also identified in these areas of the Project 

area. Non-native grasslands are known to out-compete native grasses and forbs 

throughout the valley and foothill regions. Given the disturbance within the overall 

Project area and adjacent heavy development to the east, south, and southwest, the 

Project area contains a degraded annual grassland habitat that is dominated by non-

native and invasive species. 

Drainage Features 

 

The Grass Valley Ditch, specifically referred to as the Grass Valley Canal, is a part 

of the NID water conveyance system. It's a key component in NID's water delivery 

system, providing water to the City of Grass Valley and other NID customers and it runs 

along the western edge of Lots #10, #11, and #12 as well as along the western edge of 

Lot D and Lot E. See Appendix A for the parcel reports for both APNs making up the 

Project area and see Appendix B for the Project Subdivision Map. As seem in Images 9, 

10, 11, and 12 in the Photo Log in Appendix F, there is little to no vegetation associated 

with the NID canal.  

 

 

 



However, some sparse common rush species are noted and the California black 

oak (Quercus kelloggii) is the only tree growing along the edges of the ditch. Therefore, 

there is no riparian or wetland associated vegetation within or adjacent to the NID 

ditch. There are no other drainage or stream features within the Project area and there 

are no wetlands associated with the overall Project area. Overall, the natural drainage 

within the Project area enters into the Grass Valley Ditch and NID delivers that water to 

customers or natural runoff heads east or south and enters into the City of Grass Valley 

stormwater management system that connects with Olympia Creek to the southeast of 

the Project area on the other side of SR 49. 

 

Protected Trees by the City of Grass Valley 

There are no heritage trees or street trees located within or directly adjacent 

to the Project area; however, the Project area does contain trees that meet the City 

of Grass Valley definition of a tree and some that meet the definition of a significant 

tree. As part of the tree removal process with the City of Grass Valley, a discussion 

with the City Planner should include whether a tree removal permit for any trees to 

be removed is required. 



 

SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES 

 

Special-status species were considered for this BRA is based on a current review 

of the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) and database information 

provided by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service for the Project area. The 

database searches did reveal twenty-four (24) species. Of these species, seven (7) of 

them are CNPS List 3 and 4 species and based on the California Environmental Quality 

Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15380 (see Section 2.0 above for details), which 

provides that only impacts to CNPS Ranks 1 and 2 species would therefore be 

considered “significant” requiring mitigation.  

 

Therefore, Project related impacts to CNPS List 3 and 4 species would not be 

considered “significant” and would not require mitigation measures to reduce a 

significant impact to less than significant. These species (CNPS List 3 and 4 species) are 

watchlist species and do not need to be discussed formally as part of any CEQA 

analysis. Impacts to CNPS List 3 and 4 species requiring mitigation lack any potential to 

be upheld in a legal finding that evaluates a level of significance under CEQA that 

would require mitigation for those species. CNPS is not a regulatory agency and 

therefore, only state and federal agencies have regulatory authority of special-status 

species. 

See Appendix G for a list of special-status species previously identified within the 

Grass Valley USGS Quad where the proposed Project is located. None of these species 

was observed during field surveys. Additionally, there is no federally mapped 

Designated Critical Habitat (DCH) within the Project area (USFWS 2025 – see Appendix 

G). The following species are included in the BRA analysis for special-status species 

given they have at least a low likelihood of potentially occurring within the Project 

area based on habitat and previous documentation of such species in relation to the 

Project area (all other species have no likelihood of occurring within the Project area, 

see attached species list for all 24 species identified within the database searches): 

• Brandegee’s Clarkia (Clarkia biloba ssp. brandegeeae) – California Native 

Plant Society List 4. 

• Sierra foothills brodieae (Brodieae sierrae) – California Native Plant Society 

List 4.3 

• Scadden Flat Checkerbloom (Sidalcea stipularis) – Federally and CA State 

Endangered and California Native Plant Society List 1B.1 

• Stebbins’ morning-glory (Calystegia stebbinsii) – CA State and Federally 

Endangered and California Native Plant Society List 1B.1



• Pine Hill Flannelbush (Fremontodendron decumbens) – Federally Endangered 

and CA State Rare and California Native Plant Society List 1B.2 

 

• Dubious Pea (Lathyrus sulphureus var. argillaceus) – California Native Plant 

Society List 3 

• Finger Rush (Juncus digitatus) – California Native Plant Society List 1B.1 

• Brownish Beaked-Rush (Rhynchospora capitellata) – California Native Plant 

Society List 2B.2 

• California Black Rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturiculus) – CA State Threatened 

 

• Coast Horned Lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii) – CA State Species of Concern 

• Townsend’s Big-eared Bat (Corynorhinus townsendii) – CA State Species of 

Concern 

 

 

Brandegee’s Clarkia (Clarkia biloba ssp. brandegeeae) – California Native Plant 

Society List 4.2 

Brandegee’s clarkia inhabits chaparral, cismontane woodland, and lower 

montane coniferous/mixed conifer forest habitats. It is most often found in road cuts 

between 75 and 915 meters above MSL. The species has been documented within the 

list of CNDDB species previously identified in the Grass Valley USGS Quad. During the 

field surveys this species was not identified within the subject parcels and no suitable 

habitat for this species is located within the subject parcels. Given that this species is 

most likely found on or near road cuts on north facing slopes, the likelihood of this 

species occurring within the subject parcels is considered very low given the subject 

parcel does not include any road cuts. 

Sierra Foothills Brodieae (Brodieae sierrae) – California Native Plant Society List 4.3 

Sierra brodiaea is known to occur on serpentinite or gabbroic soils in chaparral, 

cismontane woodland, lower montane coniferous forests. It is known from Butte, 

Nevada and Yuba Counties at elevations ranging between 164 and 3,215 feet above 

MSL. Sierra brodiaea is a perennial bulb that blooms May through August. It is an 

herbaceous plant, with a broad umbel of purple, fluted flowers. The species has been 

documented within the list of CNDDB species previously identified in the Grass Valley 

USGS Quad; however, it was not identified within the Project area during the March 

and April 2025 surveys covering the Project area. Given the lack of chaparral habitat 

within the Project area, the likelihood of this species being located within the Project 

area is considered very low. Therefore, the development proposed within the Project 

area would have no impact on this species. 



Scadden Flat Checkerbloom (Sidalcea stipularis) – Federally and CA State Endangered 

and California Native Plant Society List 1B.1 

Scadden Flat checkerbloom inhabits marshes and swamps. It is found in wet 

montane marshes fed by springs, normally between 700 and 740 meters above MSL. 

The species has been documented within the list of CNDDB species previously identified 

in the Grass Valley USGS Quad. The species was not identified during the field surveys 

and suitable habitat for this species does not occur within the subject parcels given that 

marsh and swamp habitat does not occur within the Project area. Therefore, the 

development proposed within the Project area would have no impact on this species. 

Stebbins’ morning glory (Calystegia stebbinsii) – CA State and Federally Endangered 

and California Native Plant Society List 1B.1 

Stebbins’ morning glory inhabits chaparral and cismontane woodland. It is found 

in red clay soils of the pine hill formation on gabbro or serpentine soils in open areas, 

normally between 980 and 4,330 feet above MSL. The blooming period for this species is 

April to July. The species has been documented within the list of CNDDB species 

previously identified in the Grass Valley USGS Quad. Given the lack of chaparral habitat 

within the Project area, the likelihood of this species being located within the Project 

area is considered nil. Therefore, the development proposed within the subject parcels 

would have no impact on this species. 

Pine Hill Flannelbush (Fremontodendron decumbens) – Federally Endangered and CA 

State Rare and California Native Plant Society List 1B.2 

Pine Hill flannelbush inhabits rocky ridges on gabbro and serpentine soils within 

chaparral and cismontane woodlands. This species is endemic to these soil types and is 

normally documented between 425 and 760 meters above MSL. The species has been 

documented within the list of CNDDB species previously identified in the Grass Valley 

USGS Quad. The species was not identified during the field survey and suitable habitat 

for this species does not occur within the Project area given a lack of required soils and 

habitat for this species within the Project area. Therefore, the development proposed 

within the Project area would have no impact on this species. 

Dubious Pea (Lathyrus sulphureus var. argillaceus) – California Native Plant Society List 3 

 

Dubious pea inhabits lower and upper montane coniferous forest and 

cismontane woodlands, normally between 150 and 930 meters above MSL. The species 

has been documented within the list of CNDDB species previously identified in the Grass 

Valley USGS Quad. However, the species was not identified during the field survey and 

suitable habitat for this species is considered less than marginal within the Project area. 

Therefore, the development proposed within the Project area would have no impact 

on this species. 



Finger Rush (Juncus digitatus) – California Native Plant Society List 1B.1 

 

Finger rush inhabits open chaparral habitat surrounded by mixed oak/conifer 

woodland on low gradient, north-facing, and vernally moist slopes. This species also 

associates with sandy clay loam soil within substrates underlain by granitic bedrock. The 

species has been documented within the list of CNDDB species previously identified in 

the Grass Valley USGS Quad. However, the species was not identified during the field 

surveys and suitable habitat for this species does not occur within the Project area. 

Therefore, the development proposed within the Project area would have no impact on 

this species. 

Brownish Beaked-Rush (Rhynchospora capitellata) – California Native Plant Society List 

2B.2 

Brownish beaked-rush inhabits meadows and seeps, marshes and swamps, and it 

is found in upper and lower montane coniferous forests, normally between 45 and 2000 

meters above MSL. This species is normally identified on mesic sites and has been 

documented within the list of CNDDB species previously identified in the Grass Valley 

USGS Quad. The species was not identified during the field surveys and suitable habitat 

for this species does not occur within the Project area. Therefore, the development 

proposed within the subject parcels would have no impact on this species. 

California Black Rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturiculus) – CA State Threatened 

 

California black rail inhabits freshwater marshes, wet meadows and shallow 

margins of saltwater marshes bordering larger bays. The species requires water depths 

of about 1 inch that does not fluctuate during the year and dense vegetation for 

nesting habitat. The species has been documented within the list of CNDDB species 

previously identified in the Grass Valley USGS Quad. The species was not identified 

during the field surveys and suitable habitat for this species does not occur within the 

subject parcels. Therefore, the development proposed within the Project area would 

have no impact on this species. 

Townsend’s Big-eared Bat (Corynorhinus townsendii) – CA State Species of Concern 

 

This species inhabits lower montane coniferous and mixed conifer forest habitats 

where abandoned buildings and structures occur for roosting. The species has been 

documented within the list of CNDDB species previously identified in the Grass Valley 

USGS Quad. However, the species was not identified during the field surveys and 

suitable habitat for this species does not occur within the Project area given there are 

no abandoned structures within the subject parcels. Therefore, the proposed Project 

within the subject parcels would have no impact on this species. 

 

 



Coast Horned Lizard (Phrynosoma blainvillii) – CA State Species of Concern 

The coast horned lizard occurs in open sandy areas, scattered low bushes, 

chaparral, manzanita, and oak woodland habitats. It is found in the Sierra Nevada 

foothills from Butte County to Kern County and throughout the central and southern 

California coast. Coast horned lizards forage on the ground in open areas, usually 

between shrubs and often near ant nests. The species relies on camouflage for 

protections. Predators and extreme heat are avoided by burrowing into loose soil. 

Periods of inactivity and winter hibernation are spent burrowed in the soil under surface 

objects such as logs or rocks, in mammal burrows, or in crevices (Zeiner et al. 2000). They 

inhabit mostly open country, especially sandy areas, washes, flood plains and wind- 

blown deposits in a wide variety of habitats and can be found at elevations up to 8,000 

feet (2,438 meters) (CaliforniaHerps, 2014). 

There is a lack of potential suitable habitat within the Project area for the coast 

horned lizard given the lack of rockier and sandy areas that this species requires. The 

species has been documented within the list of CNDDB species previously identified in 

the Grass Valley USGS Quad. Given the Project area does not contain open areas with 

scattered oak trees with rockier and sandy areas, it is not likely this species would occur 

within the Project area. No coast horned lizards were observed during the March or 

April 2025 site visits. 

Nesting raptors and other migratory birds species - Protected under MBTA, Protected 

under CA State DFG Code Sections 3503, 3503.5, and 3800 

There is a low potential for nesting raptors and other nesting migratory bird 

species protected under the MBTA to occur within the Project area given the high 

level of development and disturbance within and adjacent to the subject parcels and 

proposed Project area. The Project area represent degraded potential habitat for bird 

species protected under the MBTA, such as tree nesting species (raptors) and ground 

nesting species like the spotted towhee (Pipilo maculatus) and dark-eyed junco (Junco 

hyemalis). However, active and inactive nests within and adjacent to the proposed 

areas to be developed within the Project area were not identified during field survey. If 

development within the Project area will occur during the nesting season for raptors 

and ground nesting MBTA protected birds (March 1st through August 31st), a pre-

construction survey should be conducted if such development activities pose a risk to 

nest abandonment prior to the fledging of young from such nests. 

  



Critical Deer Habitat 

 

Known migratory deer ranges outlined in the Nevada County General Plan was 

reviewed for deer migration corridors, critical range, and critical fawning areas. The 

subject parcels are not located in any known major deer corridors, known deer holding 

areas, or critical deer fawning area. Per the Migratory Deer Ranges Nevada County 

General Plan map, the subject parcels are located in an area of potential Deer Winter 

Range. The field surveys did not record any observations of deer. The Project area does 

not contain any known major deer migration corridors, known deer holding areas, nor 

critical deer fawning areas given the high levels of disturbance and development 

within and adjacent to the subject parcels and proposed Project area. Therefore, the 

proposed development within the Project area would have no potential to impact 

sensitive deer habitat. 



5.0 CONCLUSION 

The Project area is located within an increasingly developed area of the City of 

Grass Valley and Nevada County. The Project area is located adjacent to/nested 

within fragmented Mixed Conifer Forest habitat with open areas being dominated by 

non-native annual grassland and invasive species. The 5.62 acres covering both 

parcels (Project area) lie within a mostly developed area of Nevada County; however, 

the Project area is adjacent to/nested within fragmented mixed conifer forest and 

annual grassland habitat. Directly south, east, and west of the Project area contains 

commercial and residential development, with larger, partially developed parcels and 

a more rural setting to the north of the Project area. 

Therefore, the subject parcels and overall Project area is isolated and heavily 

disturbed and surrounded by commercial and residential development, so any site 

disturbance within the 5.62-acre Project area would have an overall low potential to 

impact sensitive wildlife and other biological resources given the low likelihood of such 

species to occur within the subject parcels and overall Project area. 

Impacts to Aquatic Resources 

The proposed Project disturbance areas within the Project area does not 

contain any jurisdictional wetlands or “waters of the U.S.” and they do not contain any 

stream or related riparian habitat that would be regulated by CDFW. The Grass Valley 

Ditch located within the western edge of the Project area would not meet the Corps 

criteria for being regulated under the Clean Water Act (CWA). The 2023 Updated Water 

of the United States (WOTUS) Rule reversed the 2020 ruling such that only perennial 

aquatic resources with documented connections to navigable waterways are currently 

regulated under the CWA (See Section 2.0 above under the Section 404 of the Clean 

Water Act for details). Therefore, the Project area does not contain any “waters of the 

U.S.” including wetlands, given the lack of perennial streams and wetlands with a direct 

connection to a navigable waterway. Therefore, the Project area does not include any 

waters subject to regulation under the CWA. 

Furthermore, CDFW would not regulate the NID ditch/canal given it is a water 

conveyance system that NID uses to deliver water to customers. Overall drainage 

within the Project area runs to the east and south of the Project area overland and either 

enters into the NID ditch or enters into the existing City of Grass Valley Stormwater 

Management System, which is not defined as a regulated stream under the California 

Fish and Game. Additionally, given the drainage is not a regulated stream or wetland, 

Project related disturbance within 30 feet of the NID Grass Valley Ditch would not 

require a Resources Management Plan per the City of Grass Valley Development Code 

17.50 Creek and Riparian Resource Protection. 



 

Impacts to Protected Nesting Birds 

The subject parcels and trees within the subject parcels (see Photo Log in the 

appendices attached) contain marginal suitable habitat for nesting raptors and MBTA 

protected nesting bird species. The breeding season for most protected birds in the 

vicinity of the Project area is generally from March 1st to August 31st. Vegetation 

clearing or tree removal outside of the breeding season for such bird species would not 

require the implementation of any avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures. 

However, construction or development activities during the breeding season could 

disturb or remove occupied nests of migratory birds or raptors and could require the 

implementation of a pre-construction survey within 250 feet of the disturbance area 

within the subject parcels for nesting migratory birds and raptors prior to development. 

If any nesting raptors or migratory birds are identified during surveys, active nests 

should be avoided and a no-disturbance buffer should be established around the 

nesting site to avoid disturbance or destruction of the nest site until after the breeding 

season or after a wildlife biologist determines that the young have fledged. The extent 

of these buffers would be determined by a wildlife biologist and would depend on the 

special-status species present, the level of noise or construction disturbance, line of sight 

between the nest and the disturbance, ambient levels of noise and other disturbances, 

and other topographical or artificial barriers. These factors should be analyzed to make 

an appropriate decision on buffer distances. 

Impacts to Special-Status Plants and Terrestrial Wildlife 

Given the Project area is surrounded by commercial and residential 

development as well as the lack of required soil and habitat types for special-status 

plant and wildlife species previously recorded within the Grass Valley USGS Quad, there 

is a very low potential for such special-status plant and wildlife species to occur within 

the Project area. Furthermore, suitable habitat for species listed under the federal and 

State of California Endangered Species Acts (ESAs) is not located within the Project 

area or within the proposed areas of disturbance. Therefore, no threatened or 

endangered species would occur within the Project area and would not be impacted 

by site development. 

Known occurrences of special-status plants and wildlife have been documented 

and listed within the Grass Valley USGS Quad (see Appendix G) where the Project area 

is located; however, the Project area does not contain suitable habitat for any known 

special-status species, including CNPS List 3 and List 4 species that are watch list species 

and would not require mitigation if they were to be impacted by site development. 

Furthermore and as stated within this BRA, CNPS List 3 and List 4 species impacts are not 

considered “significant” and therefore, would not require mitigation if they were 

impacted by the Project related disturbance. 

 



Given the lack of such suitable habitat for special-status plant and wildlife 

species, the proposed development within the Project area would have no impact on 

any special-status species or sensitive habitats. Specifically, the proposed Project would 

have no potential to impact endangered, rare, or otherwise threatened species or their 

habitat since the level of disturbance within the Project area is considered high and 

suitable habitat for such species is not available within the Project area. 

Impacts to Tree Resources 

Based on site specific field survey, the Project area does not contain any 

heritage trees or street trees as defined by the City of Grass Valley. However, the 

Project area does contain trees and significant trees as defined by the City of Grass 

Valley Tree Ordinance. A DBH of greater than 24 inches defines a tree as a Significant 

Trees and a tree with a DBH between 10 and 24 inches defines them as Trees under the 

City of Grass Valley Municipal Code 12.36. A Tree Removal Permit would be required for 

the removal of any native tree that is 10 inches or greater in diameter at breast height 

within the Project area. As part of any tree removal process with the City of Grass 

Valley, a discussion with the City Planner should include whether a tree removal permit 

for any trees to be removed is required as part of the proposed development within the 

Project area. 
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Tentative Subdivision Map 
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National Wetland Inventory Database Maps
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Appendix E: Plant and Wildlife Species Observed during the Survey of the 

Subject Parcels on March 19th and April 4th, 2025, Grass Valley, California

Common Name Scientific Name Species Status 

Plants 

wild oats Avena spp. Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

brome spp. Bromus spp. Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

buttercup spp. Ranunculus spp. Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

California wild rose Rosa californica 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

California black oak Quercus keloggii 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

greenleaf Manzanita Arctostaphylos patula 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

common mouse ear 
chickweed Cerastium fontanum 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

common mullein Verbascum Thapsus 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

common mustard Brassica rapa 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

common periwinkle Vinca minor 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

common sheep sorrel Rumex acestocella 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

cyptanth spp. Cryptantha spp. 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

dandelion spp. Agoseris spp. Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

English plantain Plantago lanceolate 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

everlasting pea Lathyrus latifolius 
Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

honeysuckle spp. Lonicera spp. Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 



Common Name Scientific Name Species Status 

incense cedar Calocedrus decurrens 

interior live oak Quercus wislizeni 

iris spp. Iris spp. 

mountain misery Chamaebatia foliolosa 

mountain violet Viola purpurea 

ponderosa pine Pinus ponderosa 

ripgut brome Bromus diandrus 

rush spp. Juncus spp. 

Rubus armeniacus 

Hypericum perforatum 

Trifolium dubium 

Erodium spp. 

 

Himalayan blackberry 

St. John’s wort; Klamath 
weed 

shamrock clover 

stork's bill spp. 

 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 

Not FESA, CESA, or CNPS 

listed 



Common Name Scientific Name Species Status 

Birds 

American robin Turdus migratorius 

Not CESA or FESA listed. 

Migratory (active nests 

protected) 

dark-eyed junco Junco hyemalis 

Not CESA or FESA listed. 

Migratory (active nests 

protected) 

house finch Haemorhous mexicanus 

Not CESA or FESA listed. 

Migratory (active nests 

protected) 

mourning dove Zenaida macroura 

Not CESA or FESA listed. 

Migratory (active nests 

protected) 

northern flicker Colaptes auratus 

Not CESA or FESA listed. 

Migratory (active nests 

protected) 

turkey vulture Cathartes aura 

Not CESA or FESA listed. 

Migratory (active nests 

protected) 

western scrub-jay Aphelocoma californica 

Not CESA or FESA listed. 

Migratory (active nests 

protected) 
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Photo Log 

  



 

262 W Olympia Drive 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Key: (Corners of the parcel) 
#1: Bottom left W Olympia Dr. entrance. 
#2: First left corner of the property. 
#3: Top left corner of the property. 
#4: Top left corner of the property. 
#5: Top right corner of the property. 
#6: Second, top right corner near the top of the property.  
#7: Middle, right corner of the property. 
#8: Middle, bottom right corner of the property. 
#9: Bottom right corner of the property.  
#10: Bottom right W Olympia Dr. entrance.  
 

 

 



 

Photos: 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 1: Bottom, left corner of the property, #1. (Photo taken while standing on the road). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 2: Bottom, left corner of property, #1. (Looking towards the right side of the lower 
property. 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 3: #2 corner. Looking down towards the entrance of the property. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 4: #2 corner. Looking left towards #3 corners.  
 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 5: #3 corner. Looking towards 204 W Olympia Drive. (Lot to the left of 262). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 6: #3 corner. Looking up towards #4 corner.  
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 7: Corner #4. Looking down towards corners #7 & #8. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 8: Corner #4. Looking straight across to corner #5. 
 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 9: Corner #4. Looking down towards corners #6 & #7. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 10: Ditch. In between corners #4 and #5. 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 11: Top right corner, corner #5. Looking towards corner #4. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 12: Corner #5. Looking up towards 768 Woodland Way.  
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 13: Corner #6. Looking up towards the ditch.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 14: Corner #6. Looking towards corners #1 & #2. 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 15: Corner #6. Looking towards corners #7 & #8. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 16: Corner #7. Looking towards corners #1 & #10.  
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 17: Corner #9. Looking up towards corners #4 & #5.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 18: Corner #9. Looking down towards corners #1 & #2.  
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 19: Middle of the property looking directly up towards the ditch. Between corners #4 & 
#5.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 20: South from corner #9. Looking towards corners #9 & #10. 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 21: Looking down towards W Olympia Drive. Corners #9 & #10.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Image 22: In between corners #1 & #10, looking north of the parcel.  

 



Appendix G 

CNDDB & CNPS Grass Valley USGS Quad List and USFWS iPac Report 
























































