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STATE OF CALIFORNIA Gavin Newsom, Governor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION

October 14, 2025

Don Renz

Shasta County Department of Public Works
1855 Placer Street

Redding CA 96001

Re 2025100575 Old Shasta County Courthouse Demolition Project, Shasta County
Dear Mr. Renz:

The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) has received the Notice of Preparation
(NOP), Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) or Early Consultation for the project
referenced above. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Pub. Resources Code
§21000 et seq.), specifically Public Resources Code §21084.1, states that a project that may
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, is a project that
may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code § 21084.1; Cal. Code
Regs., tit.14, §15064.5 (b) (CEQA Guidelines §15064.5 (b)). If there is substantial evidence, in
light of the whole record before a lead agency, that a project may have a significant effect on
the environment, an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) shall be prepared. (Pub. Resources
Code §21080 (d); Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14, § 5064 subd.(a)(1) (CEQA Guidelines §15064 (a)(1)).
In order to determine whether a project will cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource, a lead agency will need to determine whether there are
historical resources within the area of potential effect (APE).

CEQA was amended significantly in 2014. Assembly Bill 52 (Gatto, Chapter 532, Statutes of
2014) (AB 52) amended CEQA to create a separate category of cultural resources, “tribal
cultural resources” (Pub. Resources Code §21074) and provides that a project with an effect
that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tfribal cultural resource is
a project that may have a significant effect on the environment. (Pub. Resources Code
§21084.2). Public agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any fribal cultural
resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21084.3 (a)). AB 52 applies to any project for which a notice
of preparation, a notice of negative declaration, or a mitigated negative declaration is filed on
or after July 1, 2015. If your project involves the adoption of or amendment to a general plan or
a specific plan, or the designation or proposed designation of open space, on or after March 1,
2005, it may also be subject to Senate Bill 18 (Burton, Chapter 905, Statutes of 2004) (SB 18).

Both SB 18 and AB 52 have tribal consultation requirements. If your project is also subject to the
federal National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.) (NEPA), the fribal
consultation requirements of Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (154
U.S.C. 300101, 36 C.F.R. §800 et seq.) may also apply.

The NAHC recommends consultation with California Native American tribes that are
fraditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of your proposed project as early
as possible in order to avoid inadvertent discoveries of Native American human remains and
best protect tribal cultural resources. Below is a brief summary of portions of AB 52 and SB 18 as
well as the NAHC's recommendations for conducting cultural resources assessments.

Consult your legal counsel about compliance with AB 52 and SB 18 as well as compliance with
any other applicable laws.

AB 52
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AB 52 has added to CEQA the additional requirements listed below, along with many other requirements:

1. Fourteen Day Period to Provide Notice of Completion of an Application/Decision to Undertake a Project:
Within fourteen (14) days of determining that an application for a project is complete or of a decision by a public
agency to undertake a project, a lead agency shall provide formal notification to a designated contact of, or
tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have
requested notice, to be accomplished by at least one written notice that includes:

a. A brief description of the project.

b. The lead agency contact information.

c. Notfification that the California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation. (Pub.

Resources Code §21080.3.1 (d)).

d. A “"California Native American tribe” is defined as a Native American tribe located in California that is

on the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of Statutes of 2004 (SB 18).

(Pub. Resources Code §21073).

2. Begin Consultation Within 30 Days of Receiving a Tribe’s Request for Consultation and Before Releasing a
Negative Declaration, Mitigated Negative Declaration, or Environmental Impact Report: A lead agency shall
begin the consultation process within 30 days of receiving a request for consultation from a California Native
American fribe that is traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the proposed project.
(Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1, subds. (d) and (e)) and prior to the release of a negative declaration,
mitigated negative declaration or Environmental Impact Report. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1(b)).

a. For purposes of AB 52, “consultation shall have the same meaning as provided in Gov. Code §65352.4

(SB 18). (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.1 (b)).

3. Mandatory Topics of Consultation If Requested by a Tribe: The following topics of consultation, if a tribe
requests to discuss them, are mandatory topics of consultation:

a. Alternatives to the project.

b. Recommended mitigation measures.

c. Significant effects. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

4. Discretionary Topics of Consultation: The following topics are discretionary topics of consultation:
a. Type of environmental review necessary.
b. Significance of the tribal cultural resources.
c. Significance of the project’s impacts on tribal cultural resources.
d. If necessary, project alternatives or appropriate measures for preservation or mitigation that the tribe
may recommend to the lead agency. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (a)).

5. Confidentidlity of Information Submitted by a Tribe During the Environmental Review Process: With some
exceptions, any information, including but not limited to, the location, description, and use of tribal cultural
resources submitted by a California Native American fribe during the environmental review process shall not be
included in the environmental document or otherwise disclosed by the lead agency or any other public agency
to the public, consistent with Government Code §6254 (r) and §6254.10. Any information submitted by a
California Native American tribe during the consultation or environmental review process shall be published in a
confidential appendix to the environmental document unless the tribe that provided the information consents, in
writing, to the disclosure of some or all of the information to the public. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (c)(1)).

6. Discussion of Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources in the Environmental Document: If a project may have a
significant impact on a tribal cultural resource, the lead agency’s environmental document shall discuss both of
the following:
a. Whether the proposed project has a significant impact on an identified tribal cultural resource.
b. Whether feasible alternatives or mitigation measures, including those measures that may be agreed
to pursuant to Public Resources Code §21082.3, subdivision (a), avoid or substantially lessen the impact on
the identified tribal cultural resource. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (b)).
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7. Conclusion of Consultation: Consultation with a tribe shall be considered concluded when either of the
following occurs:
a. The parties agree to measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on
a tribal cultural resource; or
b. A party, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot
be reached. (Pub. Resources Code §21080.3.2 (b)).

8. Recommending Mitigation Measures Agreed Upon in Consultation in the Environmental Document: Any
mifigation measures agreed upon in the consultation conducted pursuant to Public Resources Code §21080.3.2
shall be recommended for inclusion in the environmental document and in an adopted mitigation monitoring
and reporting program, if determined to avoid or lessen the impact pursuant o Public Resources Code §21082.3,
subdivision (b), paragraph 2, and shall be fully enforceable. (Pub. Resources Code §21082.3 (a)).

9. Required Consideration of Feasible Mitigation: If mitigation measures recommended by the staff of the lead
agency as a result of the consultation process are not included in the environmental document or if there are no
agreed upon mitigation measures at the conclusion of consultation, or if consultation does not occur, and if
substantial evidence demonstrates that a project will cause a significant effect to a tribal cultural resource, the
lead agency shall consider feasible mitigation pursuant to Public Resources Code §21084.3 (b). (Pub. Resources
Code §21082.3 (e)).

10. Examples of Mitigation Measures That, If Feasible, May Be Considered to Avoid or Minimize Significant Adverse
Impacts to Tribal Cultural Resources:
a. Avoidance and preservation of the resources in place, including, but not limited to:
i. Planning and constfruction to avoid the resources and protect the cultural and natural
context.
ii. Planning greenspace, parks, or other open space, to incorporate the resources with culturally
appropriate protection and management criteria.
b. Treating the resource with culturally appropriate dignity, taking info account the tribal cultural values
and meaning of the resource, including, but not limited to, the following:
i. Profecting the cultural character and integrity of the resource.
ii. Profecting the traditional use of the resource.
iii. Protecting the confidentiality of the resource.
c. Permanent conservation easements or other interests in real property, with culturally appropriate
management criteria for the purposes of preserving or utilizing the resources or places.
d. Protecting the resource. (Pub. Resource Code §21084.3 (b)).
e. Please note that a federally recognized California Native American tribe or a non-federally
recognized California Native American tribe that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC to protect
a California prehistoric, archaeological, cultural, spiritual, or ceremonial place may acquire and hold
conservation easements if the conservation easement is voluntarily conveyed. (Civ. Code §815.3 (c)).
f. Please note that it is the policy of the state that Native American remains and associated grave
artifacts shall be repatriated. (Pub. Resources Code §5097.991).

11. Prerequisites for Certifying an Environmental Impact Report or Adopting a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Negative Declaration with a Significant Impact on an Identified Tribal Cultural Resource: An Environmental
Impact Report may not be certified, nor may a mitigated negative declaration or a negative declaration be
adopted unless one of the following occurs:
a. The consultation process between the tribes and the lead agency has occurred as provided in Public
Resources Code §21080.3.1 and §21080.3.2 and concluded pursuant to Public Resources Code
§21080.3.2.
b. The fribe that requested consultation failed to provide comments to the lead agency or otherwise
failed to engage in the consultation process.
c. Thelead agency provided notice of the project to the tribe in compliance with Public Resources
Code §21080.3.1 (d) and the tribe failed to request consultation within 30 days. (Pub. Resources Code
§21082.3 (d)).

The NAHC's PowerPoint presentation titled, “Tribal Consultation Under AB 52: Requirements and Best Practices” may
be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2015/10/AB52TribalConsultation_CalEPAPDF.pdf
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SB 18

SB 18 applies to local governments and requires local governments to contact, provide nofice to, refer plans to, and
consult with tribes prior to the adoption or amendment of a general plan or a specific plan, or the designation of
open space. (Gov. Code §65352.3). Local governments should consult the Governor’s Office of Planning and
Research’s “Tribal Consultation Guidelines,” which can be found online at:

https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/09 14 05 Updated Guidelines 922.pdf.

Some of SB 18’s provisions include:

1. Tribal Consultation: If alocal government considers a proposal to adopt or amend a general plan or a
specific plan, or to designate open space it is required to contact the appropriate tfribes identified by the NAHC
by requesting a “Tribal Consultation List.” If a tribe, once contacted, requests consultation the local government
must consult with the fribe on the plan proposal. A tribe has 90 days from the date of receipt of nofification to
request consultation unless a shorter timeframe has been agreed to by the tribe. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(@)(2)).
2. No Statutory Time Limit on SB 18 Tribal Consultation. There is no statutory time limit on SB 18 tribal consultation.
3. Confidentiality: Consistent with the guidelines developed and adopted by the Office of Planning and
Research pursuant to Gov. Code §65040.2, the city or county shall protect the confidentiality of the information
concerning the specific identity, location, character, and use of places, features and objects described in Public
Resources Code §5097.9 and §5097.993 that are within the city's or county’s jurisdiction. (Gov. Code §65352.3
(b)).
4. Conclusion of SB 18 Tribal Consultation: Consultation should be concluded at the point in which:
a. The parties to the consultation come to a mutual agreement concerning the appropriate measures
for preservation or mitigation; or
b. Either the local government or the tribe, acting in good faith and after reasonable effort, concludes
that mutual agreement cannot be reached concerning the appropriate measures of preservation or
mitigation. (Tribal Consultation Guidelines, Governor's Office of Planning and Research (2005) atf p. 18).

Agencies should be aware that neither AB 52 nor SB 18 precludes agencies from initiating fribal consultation with
tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with their jurisdictions before the timeframes provided in AB 52 and
SB 18. For that reason, we urge you to continue to request Native American Tribal Contact Lists and “Sacred Lands
File” searches from the NAHC. The request forms can be found online at: http://nahc.ca.gov/resources/forms/.

NAHC Recommendations for Cultural Resources Assessments

To adequately assess the existence and significance of tribal cultural resources and plan for avoidance, preservation

in place, or barring both, mitigation of project-related impacts to tfribal cultural resources, the NAHC recommends
the following actions:

1. Contact the appropriate regional California Historical Research Information System (CHRIS) Center
(https://ohp.parks.ca.gov/2page_id=30331) for an archaeological records search. The records search will
determine:

a. If part or all of the APE has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

b. If any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adjacent to the APE.

c. If the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

d. If asurvey isrequired to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resources are present.

2. If an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of a professional report
detailing the findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.
a. The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measures should be submitted
immediately to the planning department. All information regarding site locations, Native American
human remains, and associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum and
not be made available for public disclosure.
b. The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been completed fo the
appropriate regional CHRIS center.
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State of California — Natural Resources Agency GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director
Northern Region

601 Locust Street

Redding, CA 96001

www.wildlife.ca.gov

November 6, 2025

Don Renz

Principal Engineer
Shasta County

1855 Place Street
Redding CA 96003
drenz@shastacounty.gov

SUBJECT: Old Shasta County Courthouse Demolition Project, Notice of
Preparation of Draft Environmental Impact Report, State Clearing
House Number 2025100575

Dear Don Renz:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) has reviewed the Notice
of Preparation (NOP) and Initial Study dated October 2025 for a Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the above-referenced project
(Project). CDFW appreciates this opportunity to comment on the Project,
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines!.

CDFW'’s Role

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds
those resources in trust by statute for all the people of the state (Fish & G.
Code, §§ 711.7, subd. (a) & 1802; Public Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA
Guidelines, § 15386, subd. (a)). CDFW, in its Trustee Agency capacity, has
jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife,
native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically sustainable populations of
those species (Id., § 1802). Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, CDFW is charged by
law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public agency
environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related
activities that have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife resources.

CDFW is also submitting comments as a Responsible Agency under CEQA (Pub.
Resources Code, § 21069; CEQA Guidelines, § 15381). CDFW expects that it
may need to exercise regulatory authority as provided by the Fish and Game
Code. Likewise, to the extent implementation of the Project as proposed may

1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq. The “CEQA Guidelines" are found in
Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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Don Renz

Shasta County
November 6, 2025
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result in “take”, as defined by state law, of any species protected under the
California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (Fish & G. Code, § 2050 et seq.), or
state listed rare plants pursuant to the Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA; Fish &
G. Code, § 1900 et seq.) authorization as provided by the applicable Fish and
Game Code will be required.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY

Lead Agency: Shasta County

Location: The Project area is located at 1500 Court Street in downtown
Redding and is bounded by Butte Street on the north, Yuba Street on the south
and West Street on the west.

Objective: Shasta County is proposing hazardous materials abatement, site
preparation, building demolition, parking lot construction, and site restoration.
Following demolition of the buildings, the site would be redeveloped as a
public parking lot providing 162 stalls, including 157 regular stalls, four
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) accessible stalls, and one van accessible
stall (approximately 75,00 square feet). The redeveloped site would also
maintain 34,500 square feet of existing landscaping and would preserve four
existing veterans’ memorial monuments on the site. Direct vehicle ingress and
egress to the parking lot would be provided from West Street. Existing paved
walkways providing pedestrian access to the surrounding streets would be
preserved.

Biological Setting: The Project area is located in urbanized downtown Redding.
Properties surrounding the Project area include Shasta County government
buildings, court facilities, law offices and residential uses. Potentially occurring
biological resources include, but are not limited to, nesting migratory birds and
bats.

General Comments and Recommendations

CDFW offers the following comments and recommendations to assist the Lead
Agency in adequately identifying, avoiding, minimizing and/or mitigating the
Project’s significant, or potentially significant, direct, and indirect impacts on
biological resources.
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1. Disclosure. The DEIR should provide an adequate, complete, and detailed
disclosure about the effects which a proposed project is likely to have on
the environment (Pub. Resources Code, § 20161; CEQA Guidelines, §
15151). Such disclosure is necessary for CDFW to provide comments on the
adequacy of proposed avoidance, minimization, or mitigation measures, as
well as assess the significance of the specific impact relative to impacted
biological resources (e.g., current range, distribution, population trends, and
connectivity).

2. Project Description and Alternatives. To enable adequate review and
comment on the proposed Project from the standpoint of the protection of
fish, wildlife, and plants, CDFW recommends the following information is
included in the DEIR.

a. A complete discussion of the purpose and need for, and description,
of the proposed Project.

b. Arange of feasible alternatives to the Project location to avoid or
otherwise minimize direct and indirect impacts on sensitive biological
resources and wildlife movement areas. CDFW recommends the Lead
Agency select Project designs and alternatives that would avoid or
otherwise minimize direct and indirect impacts on biological resources.
CDFW also recommends the Lead Agency consider establishing
appropriate setbacks from sensitive and special status biological
resources. Setbacks should not be impacted by ground disturbance or
hydrological changes from any future Project-related construction,
activities, maintenance, and development. As a general rule, CDFW
recommends reducing or clustering a development footprint to retain
unobstructed spaces for vegetation and wildlife and provide
connections for wildlife between properties and minimize obstacles to
open space.

c. Project alternatives should be thoroughly evaluated, even if an
alternative would impede, to some degree, the attainment of the
Project objectives or would be more costly (CEQA Guidelines, §
15126.6). The DEIR shall include sufficient information about each
alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, public participation,
analysis, and comparison with the proposed Project (CEQA Guidelines,
§ 15126.6).

d. Where the Project may impact aquatic and riparian resources, CDFW
recommends the Lead Agency select Project designs and alternatives
that would fully avoid impacts to such resources. CDFW also
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recommends an alternative that would not impede, alter, or otherwise
modify existing surface flow, watercourse and meander, and water-
dependent ecosystems and natural communities.

3. Biological Baseline Assessment. An adequate biological resources
assessment should provide a complete assessment and impact analysis of
the flora and fauna within and adjacent to the Project area, and where the
Project may result in ground disturbance. The assessment and analysis
should place emphasis on identifying endangered, threatened, rare, and
sensitive species; regionally and locally unique species; and sensitive
habitats. An impact analysis will aid in determining the Project’s potential
direct, indirect, and cumulative biological impacts, as well as specific
mitigation or avoidance measures necessary to offset those impacts. CDFW
also considers impacts to Species of Special Concern (SSC) a significant
direct and cumulative adverse effect without implementing appropriate
avoidance and/or mitigation measures. The DEIR should include the
following information.

a. Information on the regional setting that is critical to an assessment of
environmental impacts, with special emphasis on resources that are
rare or unique to the region (CEQA Guidelines, § 15125(c)). The DEIR
should include measures to fully avoid and otherwise protect sensitive
resources.

b. A complete and recent assessment of the biological resources
associated with each habitat type in the Project area and within
adjacent areas. A full literature review includes but is not limited to
CDFW'’s California Natural Diversity Database? (CNDDB) and other
reliable biological resource databases (U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
IPaC, California Native Plant Society, California Bumble Bee Watch,
eBird, iNaturalist). Such databases should be accessed to obtain
current information on any previously reported sensitive species and
habitat. Please note that the CNDDB is a positive sighting database
and therefore does not predict where resources may occur. All species
with potential to occur, included on database lists or not, should be
thoroughly analyzed for potential impacts from Project
implementation.

c. A complete, recent, assessment of endangered, rare, or threatened
species and other sensitive species within the Project area and

2 https://wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB
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adjacent areas, including SSC and California Fully Protected Species
(Fish & G. Code, §§ 3511, 4700, 5050, and 5515). Species to be
addressed should include all those which meet the CEQA definition of
endangered, rare, or threatened species (CEQA Guidelines, § 15380).
Seasonal variations in use of the Project area should also be addressed
such as wintering, roosting, nesting, and foraging habitat. Focused
species- specific surveys, conducted at the appropriate fime of year
and time of day when the sensitive species are active or otherwise
identifiable, may be required if suitable habitat is present. See CDFW's
Survey and Monitoring Protocols and Guideliness for established survey
protocol. Acceptable species-specific survey procedures may be
developed in consultation with CDFW and U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

. Arecent wildlife and rare plant survey. A lack of records in the CNDDB

does not mean that rare, threatened, or endangered plants and
wildlife do not occur. Field verification for the presence or absence of
sensitive species is necessary to provide a complete biological
assessment for adequate CEQA review (CEQA Guidelines, § 15003(i)).
Some aspects of the proposed Project may warrant periodic updated
surveys for certain sensitive taxa, particularly if Project implementation
build out could occur over a protracted time frame or in phases.

4. Direct and Indirect Impacts on Biological Resources. The DEIR should

provide a thorough discussion of direct and indirect impacts expected to
affect biological resources with specific measures to offset such impacts.
The DEIR should address the following:

a.

b.

A discussion of potential impacts from lighting, noise, temporary and
permanent human activity and identification of any mitigation
measures. A discussion regarding Project-related indirect impacts on
biological resources. These include resources in nearby public lands,
open space, adjacent natural habitats, riparian ecosystems, and any
designated and/or proposed or existing reserve lands (e.g., preserve
lands associated with a Natural Community Conservation Plan (Fish &
G. Code, § 2800 et. seq.)).

A discussion of both the short-term and long-term effects of the Project
on species population distribution and concentration, as well as
alterations of the ecosystem supporting those species impacted
(CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.2(q)).

3 https://wildlife.ca.gov/conservation/survey-protocols
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c. Impacts on, and maintenance of, wildlife corridor/movement areas,
including access to undisturbed habitats in areas adjacent to the
Project, should be fully analyzed and discussed in the DEIR.

d. A discussion of post-Project fate of drainage patterns, surface flows,
and soil erosion and/or sedimentation in streams and water bodies. The
discussion should also address the potential water extraction activities
and the potential resulting impacts on habitat supported by the
groundwater. Measures to mitigate such impacts should be included.

e. An analysis of impacts from proposed changes to land use
designations and zoning, and existing land use designation and zoning
located nearby or adjacent to natural areas that may inadvertently
conftribute to wildlife-human interactions. A discussion of possible
conflicts and mitigation measures to reduce these conflicts should be
included in the DEIR.

5. Cumulative Impact. Cumulative impacts on biological resources can result
significant impacts from collective projects which may be individually
insignificant. The Project, when considered collectively with prior,
concurrent, and probable future projects, may have a significant
cumulative effect on biological resources. The Project may have the
potential to substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of
endangered, rare, or threatened species. Species that may be impacted
by the Project include, but are not limited to, the biological resources
described in this letter.

Accordingly, CDFW recommends the DEIR evaluate the Project’s potential
cumulative impacts on biological resources. The Project may have a
“significant effect on the environment” if the possible effects of the Project
are individually limited but cumulatively considerable. “Cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental effects of an individual project
are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable
future projects (Pub. Resources Code, § 21083(b)). The Lead Agency
conclusions regarding the significance of the Project’s cumulative impact
should be justified and supported by evidence to make those conclusions.
Specifically, if the Lead Agency concludes that the Project would not result
in cumulative impacts on biological resources, the Lead Agency, “shall
identify facts and analysis supporting the Lead Agency’s conclusion that




















