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http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/tmdl/303d_listing.shtml
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https://journals.plos.org/plosone/article?id=10.1371%2Fjournal.pone.0248617
























































https://www.google.com/maps/@39.36437035,-121.6898552454575,14z
https://www.google.com/maps/@39.36437035,-121.6898552454575,14z


https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/


https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4482
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/1111
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5425
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9743
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/7850
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/498
https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/2246












































































https://www.buttecounty.net/367/Butte-County-General-Plan-2040
https://www.carnegie-libraries.org/california/gridley.html


https://monca.org/vets-hall/
https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/sde/?series=Gridley%23osd
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Pt. Richmond, CA 
501 Canal Blvd., Suite I 

Pt. Richmond, CA  94804 
(510) 215-3620 

United Auburn Indian 
Community of the Auburn 
Rancheria 

Matt Moore 
Gene Whitehouse 8/21/24 - 

8/21/24 – Web submission for 
consultation. 
9/3/24 – UAIC declined to 
consult since the project is 
outside their traditional 
affiliated lands.  

 

f !NCE t'.!oll:abora!ion. ComnitrTent. :onfidence.:-

Enginccrin$.? & Environmental Service!, w1•1w.nccnct ccm 



 

 Pt. Richmond, CA 
501 Canal Blvd., Suite I 

Pt. Richmond, CA  94804 
(510) 215-3620 

Date: June 24, 2024 
To: California Native American Heritage Commission 
From: NCE 
Subject: CDBG-DR Gridley Project, City of Gridley, Butte County 
 
Ms. Christina Snider, Executive Secretary 
California Native American Heritage Commission 
1550 Harbor Boulevard, Suite 100 
West Sacramento, California 95691 
 
Dear Ms. Snider: 
 
Butte County (County) proposes to implement the CDBG-DR Gridley Project (project), located 
at 267 Sycamore Street, in the City of Gridley. The project will include the new construction 
and rehabilitation of a property owned by Butte County through a Community Development 
Block Grant – Disaster Recovery (CDBG-DR). The project would remodel the existing 5,000 
square foot (sqft) office building for the construction of a new 10,000 sqft building and a new 
paved parking lot.  
 
The project will be funded with County Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds and 
involves ground disturbance requiring completion of a National Environmental Preservation Act 
(NEPA) Categorical Exclusion Subject to Federal Statutory Requirements and California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Project also requires compliance with Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and Assembly Bill 52 (AB-52).  
 
NCE has been retained to complete initial compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA, CEQA in 
accordance with Public Resource Code (PRC) Section 21083.2 and 21084.1 and AB-52 as 
identified in PRC Section 21080.3.1(b)(2). The project is within four parcels (APN: 010-170-
001, 010-170-019, 010-170-003, and 010-170-020) totaling approximately 2.62-acres located 
in the City of Gridley. Maps are enclosed for your review. Figure 1 is a location map of the 
project area at a 1:24,000 scale with a USGS 7.5’ quadrangle background (Gridley). Figure 2 
is a detail map with aerial imagery. 
 
Please provide a Native American contact list for within and near the project area. We also 
request that you conduct a search of your Sacred Lands database for any places of concern that 
may be located within or adjacent to the proposed project area.  
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me via email at gpennanen@ncenet.com 
or by telephone (775-588-2505). I appreciate your assistance and look forward to hearing from 
you soon. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Genevieve Pennanen 
NCE | Staff Cultural Resources Specialist 
 
Enclosed: Tribal Consultation List Request Form; Figure 1 – Location Map; Figure 2 – Detail Map 

f !NCE Colll!boraton. Commltm~rt. Confidence~ 

Engineering & Environmental Services vrww.ncenet.cc.m 
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--6/24/2024cvaz930.07.55ESRI USA Topographic Basemap

1CDBG-DR Gridley Project
239 Sycamore Street, Butte County, CA
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2CDBG-DR Gridley Project
239 Sycamore Street, Butte County, CA
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County Administration 

25 County Center Drive, Suite 200 
Oroville, California 95965 

Members· of the Boore/ 

Andy Pickett, County Administrator 
Meegan Jessee, Assistant County Administrator 

T: 530.552.3300 I b tt t / d •. t • u ecounty.nea minis ration 
F: 530.538.7120 

Bill Connelly I Peter Durfee I Tami Ritter I Toe/ i<immeishue I Doug Teeter 
August21,2024 

Ben Cunningham-Summerfield 
Cultural Advisor 
TSI-AKIM Maidu of the Taylorsville Rancheria 
4933 Ponderosa Way 
Medpines CA 95345 

Dear Mr. Cunningham-Summerfield: 

Butte County (County) proposes to implement the CDBG-DR Gridley Project (project), located at 267 
Sycamore Street, in the City of Gridley. The project will include the construction of a one-story 
Behavioral Health Center (BHC) on parcels owned by Butte County. The BHC would ideally be close to 
14,000 square feet (SF) but may be closer to 10,000 SF to stay within budget. The project also includes 
the renovation of the existing parking lots on the west and south side of the properties. The project is 
anticipated to have a depth of excavation of approximately 1-2 feet. Construction is slated to begin in 
the 3rd quarter of 2025 and last approximately 9 months. 

The project will be funded with County Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds and 
involves ground disturbance requiring completion of a National Environmental Preservation Act (NEPA) 
Environmental Assessment and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Initial Study. The Project 
also requires compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 
Assembly Bill 52 (AB-52) . 

The project is within four county-owned parcels (APN: 010-170-001, 010-170-019, 010- l?0-003, and 
010-170-020) totaling approximately 2.62-acres located in the City of Gridley. Maps are enclosed for 
your review. Figure 1 is a location map of the project area at a 1:24,000 scale with a USGS 7.5' 
quadrangle background (Gridley), and Figure 2 is a detail map with aerial imagery (Attachment 1 and 
2). The project anticipates merging the parcels into one. 

A records search of the project area and a 100-meter buffer was received from the Northeast 
Information Center (NEIC) on July 1, 2024 (Attachment 3). The records search indicated no resources 
were in the project area or within the 100-meter buffer. 

A search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File was received for the 
project on June 27, 2024; the results were negative (Attachment 4). 

Please consider this letter and preliminary project information as the initiation of AB-52 consultation 
pursuant to the CEQA and Section 106 consultation pursuant to the NHPA. We would appreciate a 
response within 30 days of receipt of this letter if you would like to consult on this project. Please 
provide a designated lead contact person if you have not 
provided that information to us already. 

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact Genevieve Pennanen via email at 
gpennanen@ncenet.com or by telephone (775) 588-2505. We appreciate your assistance and look 
forward to hearing from you soon. 



Sincerely, 

5~ 9hb 
Program Development Manager Butte County 
Administration 

Attachments: 

1. Figure 1 - Project Area Location Map 

2. Figure 2 - Project Area Aerial Map 

3. NEIC Record Search Results 

4. NAHC Sacred Lands File Results 
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July 1, 2024 

Genevieve Pennanen 
NCE 
1003 Cutting Boulevard, Suite 110 
Richmond, CA 94804 

 
 
 
 
 

IC File # NE24-344 
Data Request – Priority 

 
 
 
 
RE:   CDBG-DR Gridley Project 

T18N, R2E, Section 36 MDBM 
USGS Gridley 7.5’ (1973) & Gridley 15’ (1967) quadrangle maps  

 2.61 acres (Butte County) 
 
 
Genevieve Pennanen:  
 
In response to your request, a records search for the project cited above was conducted by examining 
the official maps and records for cultural resources and reports in Butte County. Please note, the 
search includes the requested 100-foot radius surrounding the project area.  
 
 
RESULTS: 
 

Resources within project area: No resources were located in the project area 

Resources within 100-foot radius: No resources were located in the project vicinity 

Reports within project area: NEIC-000175, 000839, & 014341 

Reports within 100-foot radius: NEIC-001048 

 
As indicated on your data request form, the locations of resources and reports are provided in the 
following format:   ☐ Custom Maps   ☒ GIS Data    ☐ N/A 
 

California Historical Resources 
Information System 

 

BUTTE 
GLENN 
LASSEN 
MODOC 
PLUMAS 
SHASTA 

SIERRA 
SISKIYOU 
SUTTER 

TEHAMA 
TRINITY 

Northeast Information Center 
1074 East Avenue, Suite F 

Chico, California 95926 
Phone (530) 898-6256 

neinfocntr@csuchico.edu 

lif rn1 

Inf 

1 R ur 
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Resource Database Printout (list):   ☐ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☒ nothing listed 
Resource Database Printout (details):   ☐ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☒ nothing listed 
Resource Digital Database Records:    ☐ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☒ nothing listed 
Report Database Printout (list):   ☒ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Report Database Printout (details):    ☒ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Report Digital Database Records:     ☒ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Other Reports: *      ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Resource Record Copies:    ☐ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☒ nothing listed 
Report Copies:      ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Built Environment Resources Directory:  ☐ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☒ nothing listed 
Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility:  ☐ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☒ nothing listed 
CA Inventory of Historic Resources (1976):   ☐ enclosed   ☐ not requested   ☒ nothing listed 
Caltrans Bridge Survey:     ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Ethnographic Information:     ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Historical Literature:      ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Historical Maps:      ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Local Inventories:      ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
GLO and/or Rancho Plat Maps:    ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
Shipwreck Inventory:      ☐ enclosed   ☒ not requested   ☐ nothing listed 
 

Notes:  *These are classified as studies that are missing maps or do not have a field work component. 
Please refer to the NRCS Soil Survey website for current soil survey information: 

https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/HomePage.htm 
 

 
Please forward a copy of any resulting reports from this project to the office as soon as possible.  
Due to the sensitive nature of archaeological site location data, we ask that you do not include 
resource location maps and resource location descriptions in your report if it is for public 
distribution.  
 
The provision of California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Data via this records 
search response does not in any way constitute public disclosure of records otherwise exempt from 
disclosure under the California Public Records Act or any other law, including, but not limited to, 
records related to archaeological site information maintained by or on behalf of, or in the 
possession of, the State of California, Department of Parks and Recreation, State Historic 
Preservation Officer, Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), or the State Historical Resources 
Commission. 
 
Not all known cultural resources have been recorded and submitted to the OHP, so this record 
search should not be considered an exhaustive list of all cultural resources present in your project 
area. DPR forms and reports that are used for recording and evaluating sites and individual 
resources are submitted to the Northeast Information Center by private and public agencies. Please 
note that the Northeast Information Center is not responsible for misinformation of coordinates 
presented on the submitted DPR forms. If a discrepancy is found, please contact the lead agency 
for more information. 
 

https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/HomePage.htm
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Due to processing delays and other factors, it is possible that not all reports and resource records 
that have been submitted to the OHP are available via this records search. Additional information 
may be available through the federal, state, and local agencies that produced or paid for cultural 
resource management work in the search area. Additionally, Native American tribes have cultural 
resource information not in the CHRIS Inventory, and you should contact the California Native 
American Heritage Commission for information on local/regional tribal contacts. 
 
An invoice will follow from Chico State Enterprises for billing purposes. Thank you for your 
concern in preserving California's cultural heritage, and please feel free to contact us if you have 
any questions or need any further information.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
Ashlyn Weaver, M.A. 
Coordinator & GIS Specialist  
Northeast Information Center 
(530) 898-6256  



 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA         Gavin Newsom, Governor 
 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
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June 27, 2024 

 

Gena Pennanen 

NCE 

 

Via Email to: GPennanen@ncenet.com  

 

Re: Native American Tribal Consultation, Pursuant to the Assembly Bill 52 (AB 52), Amendments 

to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Chapter 532, Statutes of 2014), Public 

Resources Code Sections 5097.94 (m), 21073, 21074, 21080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21082.3, 21083.09, 

21084.2 and 21084.3, CDBG-DR Gridley Project, Butte County 

 

Dear Ms. Pennanen: 

  

Pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1 (c), attached is a consultation list of tribes 

that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the above-listed 

project.   Please note that the intent of the AB 52 amendments to CEQA is to avoid and/or 

mitigate impacts to tribal cultural resources, (Pub. Resources Code §21084.3 (a)) (“Public 

agencies shall, when feasible, avoid damaging effects to any tribal cultural resource.”)   

  

Public Resources Code sections 21080.3.1 and 21084.3(c) require CEQA lead agencies to 

consult with California Native American tribes that have requested notice from such agencies 

of proposed projects in the geographic area that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with 

the tribes on projects for which a Notice of Preparation or Notice of Negative Declaration or 

Mitigated Negative Declaration has been filed on or after July 1, 2015.  Specifically, Public 

Resources Code section 21080.3.1 (d) provides:  

 

Within 14 days of determining that an application for a project is complete or a decision by a 

public agency to undertake a project, the lead agency shall provide formal notification to the 

designated contact of, or a tribal representative of, traditionally and culturally affiliated 

California Native American tribes that have requested notice, which shall be accomplished by 

means of at least one written notification that includes a brief description of the proposed 

project and its location, the lead agency contact information, and a notification that the 

California Native American tribe has 30 days to request consultation pursuant to this section.  

 

The AB 52 amendments to CEQA law does not preclude initiating consultation with the tribes 

that are culturally and traditionally affiliated within your jurisdiction prior to receiving requests for 

notification of projects in the tribe’s areas of traditional and cultural affiliation.  The Native 

American Heritage Commission (NAHC) recommends, but does not require, early consultation 

as a best practice to ensure that lead agencies receive sufficient information about cultural 

resources in a project area to avoid damaging effects to tribal cultural resources.   

 

The NAHC also recommends, but does not require that agencies should also include with their 

notification letters, information regarding any cultural resources assessment that has been 

completed on the area of potential effect (APE), such as:  

 

1. The results of any record search that may have been conducted at an Information Center of 

the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS), including, but not limited to: 

 

 
 

CHAIRPERSON 

Reginald Pagaling 

Chumash 

 

 

VICE-CHAIRPERSON 

Buffy McQuillen 

Yokayo Pomo, Yuki, 

Nomlaki 

 

 

SECRETARY 

Sara Dutschke 

Miwok 

 

 

PARLIAMENTARIAN 

Wayne Nelson 

Luiseño 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Isaac Bojorquez 

Ohlone-Costanoan 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Stanley Rodriguez 

Kumeyaay 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Laurena Bolden 

Serrano 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Reid Milanovich 

Cahuilla 

 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Bennae Calac 

Pauma-Yuima Band of 

Luiseño Indians 

 

 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

Raymond C. 

Hitchcock 

Miwok, Nisenan 

 

 

NAHC HEADQUARTERS 

1550 Harbor Boulevard  

Suite 100 

West Sacramento, 

California 95691 

(916) 373-3710 

nahc@nahc.ca.gov 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:GPennanen@ncenet.com
mailto:nahc@nahc.ca.gov


 

Page 2 of 2 

 

• A listing of any and all known cultural resources that have already been recorded on or adjacent to the 

APE, such as known archaeological sites; 

• Copies of any and all cultural resource records and study reports that may have been provided by the 

Information Center as part of the records search response; 

• Whether the records search indicates a low, moderate, or high probability that unrecorded cultural 

resources are located in the APE; and 

• If a survey is recommended by the Information Center to determine whether previously unrecorded 

cultural resources are present. 

 

2. The results of any archaeological inventory survey that was conducted, including: 

 

• Any report that may contain site forms, site significance, and suggested mitigation measures. 

 

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 

in accordance with Government Code section 6254.10. 

 

3. The result of any Sacred Lands File (SLF) check conducted through the Native American Heritage Commission 

was negative.   

 

4. Any ethnographic studies conducted for any area including all or part of the APE; and 

 

5. Any geotechnical reports regarding all or part of the APE. 

 

Lead agencies should be aware that records maintained by the NAHC and CHRIS are not exhaustive and a negative 

response to these searches does not preclude the existence of a tribal cultural resource. A tribe may be the only 

source of information regarding the existence of a tribal cultural resource.  

 

This information will aid tribes in determining whether to request formal consultation.  In the event that they do, having 

the information beforehand will help to facilitate the consultation process.  

 

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify the NAHC.  With your 

assistance, we can assure that our consultation list remains current.   

  

If you have any questions, please contact me at my email address: Cameron.vela@nahc.ca.gov.  

 

 Sincerely,  

 

 

 

 

Cameron Vela 

Cultural Resources Analyst 

  

Attachment 

 

 

  

mailto:Cameron.vela@nahc.ca.gov


Thank you for consulting with the UAIC
Please complete one form for each notification.

How to submit a consultation notification or project update:
1. One form must be completed for each project.

2. Forms cannot be saved and completed at a later time.

3. Include all relevant project information.
4. Upload file attachments. Multiple files can be attached.
5. Submit form.
6. You will receive a submission receipt via email when submission is complete. UAIC prefers our online submission

form over certified or hard copy letters. 

Contact the Tribal Office at (530) 883-2390 for questions or concerns. Ask for Tribal Historic Preservation or use
the contact form located on our website. 

Consulting on Behalf
of*

Mailing Address

Point of Contact for
Consultation*

Point of Contact
Email*

Second Point of
Contact

Consulting Under*

Federal Regulations*

Contact Information

Butte County
Lead Agency, Consulting Firm, Tribe

City State / Province / Region

Postal / Zip Code

Street Address

Address Line 2

Genevieve Pennanen
Primary Contact Name

gpennanen@ncenet.com

Yes
Is there more than one point of contact for this project?

Regulatory

This project fall under the following regulatory requirements:

Federal State of California Federal and State
Other

Select all that apply

National Env. Policy Act/National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106)
408 Permit
404 Permit
PL84-99
Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA)
Other

L'.i1 

:7 
l 

https://auburnrancheria.com/programs-services/tribal-preservation/contact/


California
Regulations*

Project Name*

This is a*

Project Description

Project/Construction
Year*

Project/Construction
Season

Environmental
Document Timeline

Location

Notification*

Reports

Location Map

Select all that apply

Assembly Bill 52 (PRC §21080.3.1)
Senate Bill 18
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Forest Practice Rules
CalNAGPRA
Assembly Bill 168
Other

Project Notification Information

CDBG-DR Gridley
Please include Name and Reference Number (if applicable)

New Project Notice of Preparation (NOP)
Public Hearing Notice of Availability (NOA)
Request for Information Other

The project will include the construction of a one-story Behavioral Health Center
(BHC) on parcels owned by Butte County. The BHC would ideally be close to 14,000
square feet (SF) but may be closer to 10,000 SF to stay within budget. The project
also includes the renovation of the existing parking lots on the west and south side
of the properties. The project is anticipated to have a depth of excavation of
approximately 1-2 feet.

Please include a brief project description

2025
Please select the year your project will initiate

Please select the season your project will initiate (if applicable)

Please share when your final environmental document is planned for public review

267 Sycamore Street, Gridley, CA
Please include county, city, and address (if available)

Project Documents
Documents uploaded to this form are secure and only accessible by the Tribal Historic Preservation team

Attach notification letters or announcement

Gridley Tribal Letter UAIC.pdf 88.91KB

50mb maximum upload size (per file)

Attach project reports, project descriptions, or supporting documents. Please add the
following if available: Cultural, Biology, Arborist

Attachments.pdf 6.18MB

50mb maximum upload size (per file)

Attach maps and location files. Shape files are preferred

File extensions allowed: pdf, jpg, png, kmz, lpk, dbf, prj, shp, abn, sbx, xml, shx, cpg, .zip.
NOTE: 50mb maximum upload size (per file).

Send Submission Receipt To

Primary Contact Secondary Contact Different Email

L'.i1 
) 

L'.i1 

:7 
) 

:J 

,.) 

0 
0 
() 



***This form submission page is offered for the convenience of consulting agencies, developers, and their respective
consultants.  UAIC reviews all submissions received, but makes no guarantee that submission via this online form satisfies
any particular consultation or notice requirement that exists under state or federal law.  




AB52: CDBG-DR Gridle

Anna Starkey <astarkey@auburnrancheria.com>
Tue 9/3/2024 11:09 AM
To:​Gena Pennanen <GPennanen@ncenet.com>​

Good morning,
This project falls outside of UAIC’s area of traditional and cultural affiliation, therefore we decline
to consult.
 
Thank you,
Anna
 

Anna M. Starkey, M.A., RPA
Cultural Regulatory Manager
Tribal Historic Preservation Department
United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
Email: astarkey@auburnrancheria.com
www.auburnrancheria.com/programs-services/tribal-
preservation
10720 Indian Hill Road
Auburn, CA 95603

 
 

Nothing in this e-mail is intended to constitute an electronic signature for purposes of the
Electronic Signatures in Global and National Commerce Act (E-Sign Act), 15, U.S.C. §§ 7001 to
7006 or the Uniform Electronic Transactions Act of any state or the federal government unless a
specific statement to the contrary is included in this e-mail.
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August 28, 2024 

Ms. Genevieve Pennanen 
Butte County Administration 
P.O. Box 1411 
Quincy, CA 95971 

#Ir/~~ 
tJJUW.ttte, e,4 95966 
(530} 533-3625 fJUue 
(530) 533-36FO ?a~ 

Re: Proposed Implementation of CD BG-DR Gridley Project - Gridley, Butte County, CA 

Dear Ms. Pennanen: 

Thank you for your letter dated, 8/21/2024, seeking information regarding the proposed 
Behavioral Health Center project in Butte County, California on 267 Sycamore Street. 
Based on the information provided, the Mooretown Rancheria is aware of a strong 
possibility of cultural resources being impacted or inadvertently discovered by this project, 
and would like to begin formal consultation. 

As the project progresses, if any new information or human remains are found, we do have 
a process to protect such important and sacred artifacts (especially near rivers or streams). 

Please contact the following individuals if tribal cultural items or Native American human 
remains are found: 

THPO 
Matthew.hatcher@mooretown.org 

Thank you for providing us with this notice and opportunity to comment. 

.;:;~~ 
Matthew Hatcher 
Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
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Appendix E 
Resource Location Map (redacted)
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