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CACA 55391 New Road Right-of-Way for Douglas Day 

Environmental Assessment (EA) 

April 2015 

 
EA Number: CA-180-15-04 

 

Proposed Action:  Grant a right-of-way for a new road within the Pine Hill Preserve. 

 

Location: T. 10 N., R. 9 E., sec. 18, lot 2 in NW¼, MDBM 

 

 

1.0 Purpose of and Need for Proposed Action 

 

1.1 Purpose and Need  

 

On June 19
th
, 2014, Douglas Day, a private land owner, filed an application for an access road right-of-way in 

the Mother Lode Field Office.  The application requests authorization to construct, install and maintain an 

access road across federally managed lands in El Dorado County, California. The applicant has a need for 

reasonable access to his “land locked” 40 acre parcel. Mr. Day has an easement across his neighbor south of 

his property that has not been perfected due to the high costs both environmentally and economically. Legal 

access up to BLM land is through the use of El Dorado County roads and easements. 

 

The purpose and need for the proposed action is to respond to a FLPMA right-of-way application submitted 

by Douglas Day to cut in a new road for private property access across federally managed BLM lands near the 

city of El Dorado Hills, California located at T. 10 N., R. 9 E., section 18, lot 2 in NW¼ MDBM.  The 

proposed action would allow for the installation and maintenance of a new road in compliance with FLPMA, 

BLM right-of-way regulations, and other applicable Federal laws and policies. 

 

1.2 Decision and Rational 

 

This EA discloses the environmental consequences of implementing the proposed action or alternatives to that 

action.  The Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) describes the findings of the analysis in this EA.  The 

BLM Mother Lode Field Office Manager is the Deciding Official.  His decision and the rationale for that 

decision will be stated in a separate Decision Record.  Based on the information provided in this EA, the 

BLM Manager will decide whether to grant the right-of-way application with appropriate mitigation 

measures, or whether to reject it.  

 

1.3 Conformance with Applicable Land Use Plans 

 

The Sierra Resource Management Plan (RMP), February 2008, covers land use planning decisions for the 

subject area. This ROW proposal has been reviewed to determine that the proposed action conforms to the 

land use plan terms and conditions as required by 43 CFR 1610.5.  The parcel is in conformance with the 

RMP as outlined on page 32 which states that the goal of the Land and Realty program is to respond to 

demand for land use authorizations as mandated by FLPMA. 
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Under the RMP, restrictions associated to the Pine Hill Preserve Area of Critical Environmental Concern 

outlined in page 40 include the prohibition of ROWs that adversely impact rare plant populations or fragment 

their habitat.  However, no rare plant populations were identified during surveys conducted within the project 

area and the proposed ROW will not fragment preserve lands because it will run parallel to the property line. 

Therefore, no negative impacts to rare plant populations are expected. The Pine Hill Preserve Management 

Plan, July 2008, also states on page 60 that “most activities usually allowed on public lands are also allowed 

in the Preserve as long as they do not conflict with the protection of the rare plants and their habitat.”   

 

1.4 Relationship to Statutes, Regulations or Other Plans 

 

Under Section 2801.2 of BLM right-of-way regulations, it is the BLM’s objective to grant rights-of-way to 

any qualified individual, business, or government entity and to direct and control the use of rights-of-way on 

public lands in a manner that: 

 

 a) Protects the natural resources associated with public lands and adjacent lands, whether private or 

     administered by a government entity; 

 b) Prevents unnecessary or undue degradation to public lands;  

 c) Promotes the use of rights-of-way in common considering engineering and technological 

     compatibility, national security, and land use plans; and  

 d) Coordinates, the fullest extent possible, all BLM actions under the regulations in this part with 

      state and local governments, interested individuals, and appropriate quasi-public entities.  

 

2.0 Proposed Action and Alternatives 

 

2.1 Proposed Action 

 

The proposed action is to construct and maintain a new road across federally managed lands near the city of 

Georgetown in El Dorado County, California.  The total width and length of the disturbance will average 20 

feet in width by 750 feet in length making the area of disturbance an aggregate of .344 acres of BLM 

managed lands.  The width of the proposed road surface is 15’, 7.5’ on either side of the installed road 

centerline.  There will be at least one culvert installed along the road and one turnout.  The road will be 

comprised of gravel, with future plans to pave it. 

 

2.2 Project Design Features 

 

 Keep vegetation clearing to an absolute minimum. 

 

 Provide for proper drainage from road surface where necessary (e.g., water bars, culverts, etc.). 

 

 Create road turnouts per CAL FIRE requirements. 

 

 Minimize the disturbance of Rescue Soils where applicable. 

 

2.3 No Action 

 

Under the no-action alternative, the BLM Mother Lode FO would deny Douglas Days’ road ROW 

application, and the proposed action of performing new road installation and maintenance on public land 

would not be initiated. The no-action alternative is considered as a part of BLM's NEPA process and provides 

a comparative impact base for other alternatives. It could be selected by BLM if warranted by the findings of 

the environmental analysis. The no action alternative would meet the purpose and need of the BLM but would 

not address the multiple use mandates set forth for the BLM by FLPMA. 
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2.4 Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Detailed Analysis 

 

There were no other alternatives considered for analysis. 

 

3.0 Affected Environment  

 

The new ROW road site is located off of Sweet Valley road entering onto the BLM lands along the eastern 

edge of lot 2 in the NW¼ of section 18. The proposed road will run roughly parallel (South to North) along 

the BLM and private property boundary. According to topographic maps of the area, the project location runs 

along what appears to be an old access road/trail. A non-perennial stream bed runs roughly south to north 

immediately east of the proposed road, before joining with Martel creek. Additionally, the proposed road 

crosses over an ephemeral channel that appears to flow during substantial rain events.  The site has a history 

of disturbance due to mining. Topography is relatively flat with an elevation of approximately 800 feet. 

 

The Pine Hill Preserve is home to a collection of eight rare plant species. Four of the plant species that grow 

in the Pine Hill Preserve are endemic, which means they grow nowhere else in the world. One species is 

nearly endemic, with only a few plants found elsewhere.  These plants grow in a roughly oval area centering 

on Green Valley Road and stretching from Folsom Lake in the north to Highway 50 in the south. The 

managed preserve lands encompass 4,746 acres under Federal, State and County ownership, and 3,362 of 

these acres are included in an area designated for the recovery of five federally listed plants. 

 

This assemblage of rare plants is part of a unique community confined to soils known as the Rescue soils, 

named after the nearby community of Rescue, CA. Rescue soils have unusual properties derived from the 

underlying gabbro rock. They are generally red, mildly acidic, rich in iron and magnesium, and often contain 

other heavy metals. Seven hundred distinct plant species have been recorded in the Rescue soil areas and the 

adjoining serpentine and metamorphic rocks. Surveys conducted during the Spring of 2014 by a California 

Native Plant Society volunteer team and preserve staff yielded negative results for rare plants on the proposed 

project area. 

 

Peggy Cranston, staff wildlife biologist, conducted a field site visit and wildlife survey in March, 2015.   No 

special status wildlife species or habitat was observed in the project area.   

 

4.0 Environmental Effects 

 

The following critical elements have been considered for this environmental assessment, and unless 

specifically mentioned later in this chapter, have been determined to be unaffected by the proposal:  air 

quality, prime/unique farmlands, floodplains, water quality, hazardous waste, wetlands and riparian zones, 

wild and scenic rivers, wilderness, environmental justice and recreation. 

 

4.1 Impacts of the Proposed Action   

 

Air, water, and soil – The proposed action would not negatively impact atmospheric, water, or soil resources. 

The area of affected BLM lands where the right-of-way corridor/road would be constructed is a .344 acre area 

making it relatively small. How would you minimize Rescue Soils disturbance like your Design Feature 

mentions?  State whether the road runs through creek which I don’t think it does, right so no impacts to water 

or would it erode into creek? The road is not existing therefore there would be moderate levels of dust in the 

short-term due to the construction of the road.  Once the road is built there would be negligible levels of dust 

and soil erosion caused by proposed action in the long term (maintenance of the right-of-way).   

     

Vegetation/forestry – The Pine Hill Preserve Manager analyzed the impacts of the proposed action on 

botanical resources, especially special status plants. The analysis was designed to help BLM meet its 

obligations under the Endangered Species Act and other special status species policy. Special status plants 

have not been found within the project area. The Preserve Manager recommends that the proposed action 

would not affect threatened and endangered plants or other BLM special status plants. The proposed action 



4 

 

calls for vegetation removal. The proposed action would cause negligible effects to common vegetation. No 

merchantable timber is slated for removal during road construction. 

 

Wildlife – The BLM wildlife biologist analyzed the impacts of the proposed action on wildlife, especially on 

special status wildlife. Her analysis was designed to help BLM meet its obligations under the Endangered 

Species Act and other special status species policy. The wildlife biologist recommends that the project would 

have negligible short-term or long-term impacts on wildlife, and no impacts to special status wildlife since 

none occurred in the project area. 

 

Visual resources – The proposed project would have minimal impacts on visual resources. The removal of 

vegetation on the road/right-of-way corridor would have minimal impact as the road installation is an along a 

prior existing dirt road and is an extension of a paved residential road. In terms of policy, the BLM manages 

the area in accordance with VRM class III standards, and the right of way corridor is in line with the 

management objective for this class, which is to retain the existing character of the landscape. Several 

residential properties surround the parcel which has compromised the visual aesthetic of the area.   

 

Cultural/Native American concerns – The project area directly affected by the proposed action was 

inventoried by a BLM archaeologist. The primary purpose of the inventory was to identify the presence of 

significant cultural resources or “historic properties”, in accordance with Section 106 of the National Historic 

Preservation Act. No cultural resources were identified within the ROW area that would be affected by the 

proposed action. No Native American resources or issues were identified.  

 

Pine Hill Preserve ACEC – No rare plant populations were identified within the project area. The road will 

not fragment preserve lands because it will run parallel to the property line. Therefore, no negative impacts to 

rare plant populations are expected.  

 

4.2 Impacts of the No Action Alternative 

 

Under the No Action Alternative it is likely the applicant would develop his easement across the adjacent 

private land. The private land owner whom Mr. Day has an easement across has explicitly informed him that 

he would not be willing to change the easement location. This would subsequently require the water feature 

that the easement runs through be rerouted and trees be removed to accommodate new road construction. 

Since these impacts would occur on private land, impacts to resources described above under the Proposed 

Action on BLM lands would not be expected to occur under the No action alternative.   

 

4.3 Cumulative Impacts 

 

Erosion, rare plants, animals, and cultural resources are not expected to be impacted at the site specific scale. 

Therefore, cumulative impacts at a larger scale are not expected.   

 

5.0 Agencies and Persons Consulted 

 

5.1 Agencies, Organization, Persons Consulted 

 

No special status animal or plant species (or their habitat) were found;  therefore no consultation with outside 

agencies, organizations or other persons outside of the BLM interdisciplinary team were consulted in regard 

to the proposed ROW. 

  



5 

 

5.2 BLM Interdisciplinary Team  

 

 

/s/ Peggy Cranston  3/23/15 

____________________________________ 

Peggy Cranston 

Wildlife Biologist 

 

/s/ James Barnes  4/1/15 

____________________________________   

James Barnes     

Cultural Resources 

 

/s/ Graciela Hinshaw  3/31/15 

____________________________________ 

Graciela Hinshaw 

Pine Hill Preserve Manager 

 

/s/ Beth Brenneman  4/8/15 

____________________________________ 

Beth Brenneman 

NEPA Coordinator 

 

/s/ Jeff Horn   3/26/16 

____________________________________ 

Jeff Horn 

Visual Resources 

 

/s/ Heather Daniels  4-8-15 

for _________________________________ 

Marcus Tobey/EA Author 

Realty Specialist 

 

 

 

6.3 Availability of Document and Comment Procedures 

 
This EA, posted on Mother Lode Field Office’s website (www.blm.gov/ca/motherlode) under Information, 

NEPA (or available upon request), will be available for a 15-day public review period.  Comments should be 

sent to the Mother Lode Field Office, 5152 Hillsdale Circle, El Dorado Hills, CA  95762 or emailed to us at 

mtobey@blm.gov. 
 

http://www.blm.gov/ca/motherlode
mailto:mtobey@blm.gov
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