
 

 

ATTACHMENT 5 

 

Referral Agency Comments and Recommendations 

 

The project was referred to the following referral agencies for review and comment. 

Recommendations received are summarized, and the locations of the recommendations are noted. 

 

Referral Agency Response Recommendation Location 

Public Works Building 

Inspection Division 
✓ Conditional approval On file with Planning 

Public Works Land 

Use Division 
✓ Conditional approval On file with Planning  

Health and Human 

Services 

Environmental Health 

Division 

✓ Conditional approval On file with Planning 

CAL FIRE ✓ Conditional approval On file with Planning 

California Department 

of Fish and Wildlife 
 Conditional approval Attached 

PG&E  No response  

Northwest Information 

Center 
✓ Recommend study On file with Planning 

Bear River Band 

Rohnerville Rancheria 
✓ Conditional approval On file with Planning 

Intertribal Sinkyone 

Wilderness Council 
 No response  

Regional Water 

Quality Control Board 
 No response  

State Water Resources 

Control Board – 

Division of Water 

Resources 

 No response  

California State Parks 

– Humboldt Redwoods 

State Park 

✓ Conditional approval Attached 

Humboldt County 

Sheriff 
 No response  

Humboldt County 

District Attorney 
 No response  

Agriculture 

Commissioner 
 No response  

Southern Humboldt 

Unified School District 
 No response  

 
 



     

 

 

 

 

Applicant: Worth Reis Date: 6/22/2018 

APPS No.:  12447 APN: 211-384-013 CDFW CEQA: 2017-0615 Case No.: SP16-525 

☐ New      ☒Existing ☒ Mixed-light (SF):  9,200        ☐ Outdoor (SF):      ☐ Indoor          ☐ RRR      

 

Thank you for referring this application to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) for 
review and comment. 

CDFW offers the following comments on the Project in our role as a Trustee and Responsible Agency 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; California Public Resource Code Section 
21000 et seq.). These comments are intended to assist the Lead Agency in making informed decisions 
early in the planning process. 

☐     Recommend Approval. The Department has no comment at this time. 

☐     Recommend Conditional Approval. Suggested conditions below. 

☒     Applicant needs to submit additional information. Please see the list of items below.    

☐     Recommend Denial. See comments below.  

 

Please provide the following information prior to Project Approval: (All supplemental information 
requested shall be provided to the Department concurrently) 

☒     Provide additional information on the water source(s) for the parcel(s) including both domestic use 
and irrigation. 

a. If the source is a well(s), provide a copy of the well completion log. 

b. If the source is municipal water, provide documentation that municipality/CSD/etc. is willing 
to provide all water necessary for the subject parcel (include the specific amount that is 
approved). 

c. If the source is surface water (spring, stream, or hydrologically connected pond or well) 
CDFW recommends that the applicant notify our Department, pursuant to Fish and Game 
Code Section 1602, of all unpermitted points of diversion located on the parcel or provide a 
copy of the non-jurisdictional letter issued by CDFW. 

☒     Aerial imagery and referral materials suggest that significant grading has taken place on the parcel. 
In the location of the existing pond. Please provide evidence of a valid grading permit. If grading 
was conducted without proper permits, CDFW may recommend remediation of impacted area, in 
whole or part.  

Please note the following information:  

☒     As of June 22, 2018, the applicant has not submitted a Notification of Lake or Streambed 
Alteration. 

 

California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
CEQA Referral Checklist 
 



☒     The project is located in/near Northern Spotted Owl (Strix occidentalis caurina, a State- and 
Federally-Threatened species) potential habitat. CDFW requests, prior to Project approval, protocol 
level surveys (two-year) by an experienced wildlife biologist, to determine whether the area has 
NSO presence; OR assume presence and avoid disturbance of habitat as determined by a qualified 
biologist, in consultation with CDFW and the US Fish and Wildlife Service.   

☒     Aerial imagery suggests that the cultivation area, prior to January 1, 2016, was approximately                        
2,400 square feet of cannabis cultivation in greenhouses and approximately 6,800 square feet of 
full-sun outdoor cultivation. CDFW requests, that the applicant provide substantial evidence, of 
existing mixed-light cultivation methods prior to project approval. CDFW does not support the 
modification of the cannabis cultivation method to mixed-light in the amount of 9,200 square feet. 

☒     Prohibition on use of synthetic netting. To minimize the risk of wildlife entrapment, Permittee shall 
not use any erosion control materials that contain synthetic (e.g., plastic or nylon) netting, 
including photo- or biodegradable plastic netting. Geotextiles, fiber rolls, and other erosion control 
measures shall be made of loose-weave mesh, such as jute, hemp, coconut (coir) fiber, or other 
products without welded weaves. 

☒    Leave wildlife unharmed. If any wildlife is encountered during the Authorized Activity, Permittee 
shall not disturb the wildlife and shall allow wildlife to leave the work site unharmed.  

☒    The environmental impacts of improper waste disposal are significant and well documented. CDFW 
requests, as a condition of Project approval, that all refuse be contained in wildlife proof storage 
containers, at all times, and disposed of at an authorized waste management facility.  

☒     The referral materials identify a lined rainwater catchment pond onsite. It appears the construction 
of this pond may have included excavation of a spring and/or wetland. CD FW requests notification 
pursuant to Fish and Game Code 1602 (Lake or Streambed Alteration). In addition, CDFW requests 
the following: 

 That the applicant install several exit ramps to prevent wildlife entrapment. Exit ramps 
shall meet the following requirements: installed at no greater than 2:1 slope, securely 
fixed at the upslope end, made of solid material (e.g. wood). 

 That the applicant comply with the attached CDFW Bullfrog Management Plan (Exhibit A). 
Reporting requirements shall be submitted to CDFW at 619 Second Street, Eureka, CA 
95501, no later than December 31 of each year. 

☒    Human induced noise pollution may adversely affect wildlife species in several ways including 
abandonment of territory, loss of reproduction, auditory masking (inability to hear important cues 
and signals in the environment), hindrance to navigation, and physiological impacts such as stress, 
increased blood pressure, and respiration. To avoid disturbance, CDFW requests, as a condition of 
project approval, that project related noise be contained to the extent feasible (e.g. containment of 
fans, generators, dehumidifiers etc.) and shall be no more than 50 decibels measured from 100ft. 

☒     This project has the potential to affect sensitive fish and wildlife resources such as Northern 
Spotted Owl (Strix occidentalis caurina), Townsend Big-eared Bat (Corynorhinus townsendi), Foothill 
Yellow-legged Frog (Rana boylii), Northern Red-legged Frog (Rana aurora), Western Pond Turtle 
(Actinemys marmorata marmorata), and amphibians, reptiles, aquatic invertebrates, mammals, 
birds, and other aquatic and riparian species. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this Project. Please send all inquiries regarding these 
comments to kalyn.bocast@wildlife.ca.gov .  

mailto:kalyn.bocast@wildlife.ca.gov


 
Please confirm that you have received this email. 
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife 
619 2nd Street 
Eureka, CA  95501 
 



EXHIBIT A. 
 
BULLFROG MONITORING AND MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR CEQA-2017-0615-R1 
 
GENERAL BULLFROG INFORMATION 
 
The American bullfrog (Lithobates catesbeianus = Rana catesbeiana); hereafter bullfrog, is an 
invasive non-native species in California that poses a significant threat to California’s native fish 
and wildlife resources.  Bullfrogs were introduced in California over 100 years ago from eastern 
parts of the United States as a food supply, but have since caused substantial ecological 
consequences.  Bullfrogs are considered highly invasive and are well documented to prey upon 
a variety of fish and wildlife species, including some that are rare, threatened, and endangered.  
Human modifications to the environment provide favorable condition to bullfrogs such as 
artificially created agricultural ponds, canals and ditches where warm still water occurs.  As a 
result, bullfrogs have spread throughout California.  
 
Efforts to control bullfrogs have been met with varying degrees of success because: 1) bullfrogs 
can be difficult to detect and go dormant from fall through winter, 2) bullfrogs often take cover in 
difficult areas to manage (e.g. dense vegetation), 3) they can travel long distances to colonize 
and re-colonize areas, 4) they have high reproductive output, 5) they are  weary and readily flee 
perceived threats, and 6) they can survive physical trauma remarkably well.  CDFW scientific 
staff recognizes there is an urgent and immediate need to develop improved bullfrog 
management strategies to protect California's diverse fish, wildlife, and plant resources, and the 
habitats upon which they depend, for their ecological values and for their use and enjoyment by 
the public. Public support and implementation of bullfrog control in California is an important 
conservation strategy that will help protect natural resources for future generations. 
 
MONITORING 
 
The Project reservoir(s) shall be monitored for bullfrog presence on an annual basis with a 
minimum of two total surveys, no less than two weeks apart, throughout the months of May-July  
 

 All pond survey efforts must be made by a person knowledgeable in bullfrog 
identification (see Appendix A for reference photos); 

 Survey efforts shall include listening for bullfrog calls and slowly walking the 
complete perimeter of the pond at night* (dusk or later) while shining a flashlight to 
detect movement and eye-shine 
 

If bullfrogs are not detected upon completion of two total surveys, or at any other time of the 
year incidentally, removal efforts are not required that year.   
 
*Day time monitoring can also be conducted to aid detection but is not required under this plan.   
 
SUCCESS CRITERIA 
 
The level of effort needed to successfully manage bullfrog populations varies with infestation 
levels.  This plan shall be considered successful if sufficient effort is provided to prevent adult 
bullfrogs from reproducing in the reservoir(s) each year, and no bullfrog life-stages can be 
detected.  Bullfrogs are capable of traveling long distances over-land, and on-going efforts will 
be required to ensure dispersing bullfrogs do not colonize the reservoir(s) at a future time.   
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OPTIONS FOR MANAGEMENT 
 
Two removal methods may by employed for controlling bullfrogs under this plan and include:   
 

 Manual direct removal  

 Reservoir de-watering (Hydro-modification) 
 

Implementing both reservoir de-watering and manual direct removal is currently believed to be 
the most effective method of managing bullfrog infestations.  For reservoirs that are heavily 
infested with juvenile bullfrogs and/or tadpoles, reservoir dewatering may be necessary to break 
the bullfrog’s life cycle and prevent on-going reproduction.  Prior to conducting reservoir 
dewatering activities, please coordinate with CDFW Environmental Scientist Kalyn Bocast by 
phone at (707) 441-2077 or via email at kalyn.bocast@wildlife.ca.gov.      
 
Direct Removal 
 
All direct removal efforts must be made by a person knowledgeable in bullfrog identification.  
 

 Removal efforts must occur during, but are not be limited to the active/breeding 
season, occurring May – July; 

 A minimum of two efforts throughout the season are considered necessary; 

 Direct removal efforts are typically most effective when conducted at night with use 
of lights but can also be conducted during the day; 

 Direct removal must include working the entire perimeter of the reservoir; 

 A rubber raft or small boat may be necessary to successfully remove some 
individuals; 

 A team of two individuals or more is often helpful, one person for shining lights 
and/or operating a boat and the other person to perform removal efforts;  

 Bullfrog tadpoles must be removed and dispatched and must not be relocated or 
kept as pets.  

   
Management Authorization  
 
Take of bullfrogs is specifically allowed in the California Code of Regulations (CCR), Title 14 (T-
14) section 5.05(a)(28), under the authority of a sport fishing license.  There is no daily bag limit, 
possession limit or hour restriction, but bullfrogs can only be taken by hand, hand-held dip net, 
hook and line, lights, spears, gigs, grabs, paddles, bow and arrow or fish tackle. 
 
Alternatively, FGC Section 5501 allows CDFW, as limited by the commission, to issue a permit 
to destroy fish that are harmful to other wildlife.  The regulations have addressed this under 
Section CCR T-14 226.5 Issuance of Permits to Destroy Harmful Species of Fish in Private 
Waters for Management Purposes.  This allows the CDFW to issue free permits to destroy 
harmful aquatic species by seining and draining. 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:kalyn.bocast@wildlife.ca.gov
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Pond Dewatering 
 
Pond dewatering may be appropriate if the reservoir can be successfully dewatered without 
adversely affecting stream resources.  Careful planning and coordination with CDFW, is 
necessary to ensure potential impacts to stream resources can be addressed, prior to 
commencing with pond draining.  Discharge of polluted water to waters of the state may require 
permitting from other agencies with permitting authority, such as the Regional Water Quality 
Control Board. 
 
In general, bullfrog tadpoles require two years to develop into frogs, whereas native amphibians 
only require one year.  Therefore, draining a reservoir every year is intended to interrupt bullfrog 
tadpole development, dramatically decrease bullfrog populations and allow for reduced efforts 
as a measure of adaptive management.  Typically in Northern California, reservoir draining 
should occur in September through October to avoid impacts to sensitive native amphibian and 
fishery resources.  While draining occurs, direct removal efforts should be employed as 
described above if possible.   
 
REPORTING 
 
A written log shall be kept of monitoring and management efforts and shall be provided to 
CDFW each year by December 31.  The written log shall include: 1) date and time of each 
monitoring and management effort, 2) approximate number of each bullfrog life stage detected 
and/or removed per effort, and 3) amount of time spent for each monitoring and management 
effort. 
 
APPENDIX A.  BULLFROG REFERENCE PHOTOS 
 
 

 
 
This is a photo of a Bullfrog tadpole. (Photo taken by Mike van Hattem). 
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The photos shown in this Appendix demonstrate a medium sized adult bullfrog that was 
removed from Ten Mile Creek, Mendocino County. Note the bullfrog has a large 
tympanum, (circular ear drum shown with an arrow) and does not have distinct ridges 
along its back (dorsolateral folds).  Photo taken by Wes Stokes. 

 

 
The bullfrog has somewhat distinct mottling and the underside of the bullfrogs hind 
legs are not shaded pink or red.   

 
 



From: Bocast, Kalyn@Wildlife
To: Vendor LACO 3; Planning Clerk
Cc: Bauer, Scott@Wildlife
Subject: RE: Worth Reis, APPS 12447, APN:211-384-013, CEQA-2017-0615
Date: Thursday, June 28, 2018 4:58:22 PM

Hi Meghan,
 
Thank you for that information. We do have one concern regarding the pond for the reason that it
was installed without a permit; however, we believe we can take care of it through the LSA process.
FYI, it appears that the pond site used to be an old cattle pond (likely a spring that was excavated
many years ago). Placing a plastic liner on top of an active spring may undermine the structural
integrity of the pond which could ultimately lead to failure. CDFW Staff have not been to the site but
plan to look into this potential issue further. Other than that, we have no further recommendations
at this time.
 
Thank you,
 
Kalyn Bocast
Environmental Scientist
Watershed Enforcement Team
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
619 2nd Street
Eureka, CA  95501
(707) 441-2077
 
 
 

From: Vendor LACO 3 <vendorlaco3@co.humboldt.ca.us> 
Sent: Monday, June 25, 2018 3:07 PM
To: Bocast, Kalyn@Wildlife <Kalyn.Bocast@Wildlife.ca.gov>; Planning Clerk
<planningclerk@co.humboldt.ca.us>
Cc: Bauer, Scott@Wildlife <Scott.Bauer@wildlife.ca.gov>
Subject: RE: Worth Reis, APPS 12447, APN:211-384-013, CEQA-2017-0615
 
Hi Kalyn –
 
Thank you the comments on this project. I am moving forward with 6,800 square feet of outdoor
and 2,400 square feet of mixed light cultivation.
 
Water for domestic purposes is provided by a spring located on the subject parcel. Conditions of
approval require the applicant to submit a LSA notification for domestic use of the spring. All water
for irrigation is provided by the 350,000 gallon pond. The COAs require the applicant to notify CDFW
regarding the pond connectivity. The WRPP recommends development of a spillway.
 
A quick review of electronic records did not show a grading permit for a pond. Do you have any

mailto:vendorlaco3@co.humboldt.ca.us
mailto:planningclerk@co.humboldt.ca.us
mailto:Scott.Bauer@wildlife.ca.gov


further recommendations regarding the pond? The referral comment states you may have
something further if not permit exists.

Thanks,
Meghan
 

From: Bocast, Kalyn@Wildlife [mailto:Kalyn.Bocast@Wildlife.ca.gov] 
Sent: Friday, June 22, 2018 12:21 PM
To: Planning Clerk <planningclerk@co.humboldt.ca.us>
Cc: Vendor LACO 3 <vendorlaco3@co.humboldt.ca.us>; Bauer, Scott@Wildlife
<Scott.Bauer@wildlife.ca.gov>
Subject: Worth Reis, APPS 12447, APN:211-384-013, CEQA-2017-0615
 
To Whom It May Concern,
 
Please see the attached comments regarding the subject application.
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this project.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Kalyn Bocast
Environmental Scientist
Watershed Enforcement Team
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
619 2nd Street
Eureka, CA  95501
(707) 441-2077
 

mailto:Kalyn.Bocast@Wildlife.ca.gov
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mailto:Scott.Bauer@wildlife.ca.gov


X CA State Parks requests an extension of time to review  and submit comments pending a 

scheduled meeting on July 11th with the Humboldt County Planning Department regarding setback requirements  
for Public Parks.

6/28/2018
Shannon Dempsey, Environmental Coordinator
North Coast Redwoods District, CA State Parks
shannon.dempsey@parks.ca.gov




