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Haggerty, Nicole@Wildlife

From: Shun, Michael@Wildlife
Sent: Friday, July 10, 2026 1:21 PM
To: newtonj@saccounty.gov; CEQA@saccounty.gov
Cc: Wildlife R2 CEQA; Tran, Harvey@Wildlife; Wood, Dylan@Wildlife
Subject: Kiefer Landfill Gas Utilization Project (SCH No. 2026060539)

Dear Julie Newton: 
 
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received and reviewed the Notice of Intent to 
Adopt an MND from Sacramento County for the Kiefer Landfill Gas Utilization Project (Project) 
pursuant the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) statute and guidelines.[1] 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding those activities 
involved in the Project that may affect California fish, wildlife, native plants, and their habitat. 
Likewise, we appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding those aspects of the Project 
that CDFW, by law, may need to exercise its own regulatory authority under the Fish and Game 
Code. 
 
CDFW 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; Pub. Resources 
Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd. (a).) CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction 
over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat 
necessary for biologically sustainable populations of those species. (Fish & G. Code, § 1802.) 
Similarly for purposes of CEQA, CDFW provides, 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 may also act 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. As proposed, for example, the Project may be subject to CDFW’s lake and 
streambed alteration regulatory authority. (Fish & G. Code, § 1600 et seq.) Likewise, to the extent 
implementation of the Project as proposed may 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.), the 
project proponent may seek related take authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code. 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY 
 
The Project is located at 12701 Kiefer Boulevard, Sloughhouse, CA 95683, approximately 0.6 miles 
southeast of the intersection of Grant Line Road and Kiefer Boulevard; Assessor Parcel Numbers 
(APNs) 126-0090-020-0000, 126-0090-021-0000, 126-090-021- 
0000, 126-0090-020-0000, 067-0030-078-0000, 067-0030-079-0000, and 067-2370-018-0000. 
 
The Project consists of the construction of a renewable natural gas (RNG) plant with a capacity of 
8,000 standard cubic feet per minute (scfm) at Kiefer Landfill and a pipeline connecting the plant to 
existing Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E) natural gas pipelines in Sacramento County. The RNG plant 
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would process landfill gas to meet air quality standards and produce pipeline-quality natural gas (i.e., 
primarily methane) by removing moisture and impurities. The proposed project would also construct a 
new pipeline to transfer the pipeline-quality RNG from the plant to existing PG&E pipeline 
infrastructure, with two route options under evaluation. 
 
Pipeline Routes would be located within the public rights-of-way and/or private easements and run 
northwest from Kiefer Landfill along Kiefer Boulevard either to the intersection of Kiefer 
Boulevard/Rancho Cordova Parkway or to the intersection of Kiefer Boulevard/Sunrise Boulevard, 
then north along Sunrise Boulevard where it would terminate in the vicinity of the intersection of 
Sunrise Boulevard/Douglas Road. Either a compressor station would be constructed near the 
intersection of Douglas Road and Sunrise Boulevard to connect existing PG&E distribution and 
transmission pipelines or a metering and regulating (M&R) station may be constructed in the vicinity 
of the PG&E interconnect on Douglas Boulevard depending on the pipeline route. 
 
The Project description should include the whole action as defined in the CEQA Guidelines section 
15070 and should include appropriate detailed exhibits disclosing the Project area including 
temporary impacted areas such as equipment staging areas, spoils areas, adjacent infrastructure 
development, and access and haul roads if applicable. 
 
COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
CDFW offers the comments and recommendations below to assist Sacramento County in adequately 
identifying and, where appropriate, mitigating the Project’s significant, or potentially significant, direct 
and indirect impacts on fish and wildlife (biological) resources. Editorial comments or other 
suggestions may also be included to improve the document. Based on the Project's avoidance of 
significant impacts on biological resources with implementation of mitigation measures, CDFW 
concludes that a Mitigated Negative Declaration is appropriate for the Project. 

CDFW is primarily concerned with the project impacts to stream systems including both the aquatic 
resource itself and associated riparian vegetation, Crotch’s bumble bee (Bombus crotchii) (CBB), 
burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) (BUOW), nesting birds, Western Spadefoot (WES), and restoring 
temporarily disturbed areas with pollinator friendly plants. 
 
Comment 1: Lake and Streambed Alteration 
 
Issue: The MND should identify all perennial, intermittent, and ephemeral rivers, streams, lakes, 
other hydrologically connected aquatic features, and any associated biological resources/habitats 
present within the entire Project footprint (including utilities, access and staging areas). The MND 
should analyze all potential temporary, permanent, direct, indirect and/or cumulative impacts to the 
above-mentioned features and associated biological resources/habitats that may occur because of 
the Project including but not limited to Horizontal Directional Drilling (HDD), removal of riparian 
vegetation, or temporarily diverting water for project buildout. Additionally, the MND should expand on 
each project activity that may substantially alter or impact Blodgett Reservoir, Laguna Creek, 
Morrison Creek, or the unnamed tributaries to Deer, Laguna, Morrison Creeks and include those 
project activities in the Lake and Streambed Alteration (LSA) Agreement notification. 
 
Recommendation or Recommended Mitigation Measure: If it is determined the Project will result 
in significant impacts to these resources the MND shall propose appropriate avoidance, minimization 
and/or mitigation measures to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level and notify CDFW to 
obtain a Streambed Alteration Agreement if any Project related activities may be subject to Section 
1062 of the Fish and Game Code. 
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Section 1602 of the Fish and Game Code requires an entity to notify CDFW prior to commencing any 
activity that may do one or more of the following: 
 

1. Substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow of any river, stream or lake;  
 

2. Substantially change or use any material from the bed, channel or bank of any river, stream, or 
lake; or 

 
3. Deposit debris, waste or other materials where it may pass into any river, stream or lake. 

 
Please note that "any river, stream or lake" includes those that are episodic (i.e., those that are dry for 
periods of time) as well as those that are perennial (i.e., those that flow year-round). This includes 
ephemeral streams and watercourses with a subsurface flow. It may also apply to work undertaken 
within the flood plain of a body of water. 
 
If upon review of an entity’s notification, CDFW determines that the Project activities may 
substantially adversely affect an existing fish or wildlife resource, a LSA Agreement will be issued 
which will include reasonable measures necessary to protect the resource. CDFW’s issuance of an 
LSA Agreement is a “project” subject to CEQA (see Pub. Resources Code 21065). To facilitate 
issuance of an LSA Agreement, if one is necessary, the MND should fully identify the potential 
impacts to the lake, stream, or riparian resources, and provide adequate avoidance, mitigation, and 
monitoring and reporting commitments. Early consultation with CDFW is recommended, since 
modification of the Project may avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife resources. All LSA 
Notification types must be submitted online through CDFW’s Review/EPIMS Permit Information 
Management System (EPIMS). For more information about EPIMS, please visit 
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Environmental-Review/EPIMS. More information about LSA 
Notifications, paper forms and fees may be found at 
https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Environmental-Review/LSA.  
 
Please note that other agencies may use specific methods and definitions to determine impacts to 
areas subject to their authorities. These methods and definitions often do not include all the 
information needed for CDFW to determine the extent of fish and wildlife resources affected by 
activities subject to Notification under Fish and Game Code section 1602. Therefore, CDFW does not 
recommend relying solely on methods developed specifically for delineating areas subject to other 
agencies’ jurisdiction (such as United States Army Corps of Engineers) when mapping lakes, 
streams, wetlands, floodplains, riparian areas, etc. in preparation for submitting a Notification of an 
LSA. 
 
CDFW relies on the lead agency MND analysis when acting as a responsible agency issuing an LSA 
Agreement. CDFW recommends lead agencies coordinate with us as early as possible, since 
potential modification of the proposed Project may avoid or reduce impacts to fish and wildlife 
resources and expedite the Project approval process. 
 
The following information will be required for the processing of an LSA Notification and CDFW 
recommends incorporating this information into any forthcoming CEQA document(s) to avoid 
subsequent documentation and Project delays: 
 

1. Mapping and quantification of lakes, streams, and associated fish and wildlife habitat (e.g., 
riparian habitat, freshwater wetlands, etc.) that will be temporarily and/or permanently 
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impacted by the Project, including impacts from access and staging areas. Please include an 
estimate of impact to each habitat type. 
 

Discussion of specific avoidance, minimization, and mitigation measures to reduce Project impacts to 
fish and wildlife resources to a less-than-significant level. Please refer to section 15370 of the CEQA 
Guidelines. 
 
COMMENT 2: Crotch’s bumble bee, Mitigation Measure BIO-3: Crotch’s Bumble Bee 
Avoidance, page number IS-58 
 
Issue: CBB are designated as a state candidate species under CESA, and the Project site is located 
within CBB’s historic range. Recent survey results have shown them to be present throughout San 
Joaquin, Sacramento, and Calaveras Counties. CBB was historically common in the Central Valley of 
California but now appears to be absent from most of it, especially in the center of its historic range 
(Hatfield et al. 2014). The primary threat to CBB populations in California continues to be habitat loss, 
especially the loss of suitable foraging habitat. Agricultural intensification, livestock grazing, urban 
development, as well as other habitat modifications, can jeopardize the habitat needs of bumble bees 
and lead to the fragmentation of habitat into pieces that are too small or too distant to support diverse 
bumble bee communities (Goulson et al. 2008). Additionally, herbicides are often used with invasive 
weed management and can be more cost effective than other management methods. However, the 
use of herbicides to control weeds can indirectly harm pollinators through the removal of flowers that 
once provided them with pollen and nectar resources (Williams 1986, Shepherd et al. 2003, 
Pleasants & Oberhauser 2013).  
 
In June 2019, the California Fish and Game Commission granted CBB candidate species protection 
under CESA. The candidacy designation temporarily affords CBB broad CESA protections (including 
prohibitions against “take” without permit authorization) throughout the entirety of California while 
CDFW conducts a species status review to confirm whether (and where) listing is warranted and to 
recommend management and recovery actions. Construction and operation and maintenance 
activities including but not limited to ground disturbance, noise, fugitive dust, human presence, 
herbicide application, and/or night lighting could result in significant impacts to nesting or foraging 
CBB during project activities. Projects with potential impacts to CBB are encouraged to avoid take or 
to obtain an ITP from CDFW. 
 
Recommendation or Recommended Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the following CBB 
mitigation measure (MM) be revised to the following (additions are noted in bold while deletions are 
noted in strikethough): 
 
Regardless of the feasibility of the above limited operating period, a qualified biologist familiar with 
bumble bees of California and experienced using survey methods for bumble bees shall conduct a 
habitat assessment and focused survey Protocol Survey for Crotch’s bumble bee before the start of 
any ground-disturbing activities. Surveys shall be performed when Crotch’s bumble bee is most likely 
to be identified, typically from April through August March 1 through October 31 (i.e., the colony 
active period) when floral resources and ideal weather conditions are present, and shall follow the 
methods in Survey Considerations for CESA Candidate Bumble Bee Species. Surveys shall be 
conducted during the colony active period closest to the start of planned construction activities. 
Survey results shall be submitted to the project applicant and Sacramento County no less than 7 days 
before construction begins. 
 

 Crotch’s Bumble Bee Protocol Survey. If Project activities are proposed to occur during 
the active season for CBB, Project Proponent shall develop a Pre-Construction Survey 
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Plan for CBB and submit it to Sacramento County for acceptance, developed in 
coordination with CDFW (see 
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=213150&inline). A total of three 
surveys shall be conducted prior to any ground-disturbing Project activities or 
vegetation removal that will take place during the active season for CBB (March 1 
through October 31), or until all flowering vegetation is largely desiccated, to determine 
if any active nests are within the Project Area. Each survey shall be spaced two to four 
weeks apart, unless otherwise authorized in writing by Sacramento County in 
coordination with CDFW, with the last survey taking place within 72 hours prior to 
construction activity. A Qualified Biologist shall perform meandering transects through 
the planned construction footprint, plus a 50-foot buffer where accessible, between 9:00 
am and 1:00 pm where feasible and at least one hour after sunrise and at least two 
hours before sunset, to visually survey the area for CBB activity. The duration of the 
survey will be the minimum amount of time necessary to adequately survey the area, 
typically at least one hour of surveying per three acres of potential habitat, excluding 
capture, chilling, photo, identification, and release time. For each sampling event, the 
Qualified Biologist shall survey suitable habitat using non-lethal photo voucher and 
netting methods, developed in coordination with CDFW (see 
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentID=213150&inline). If a suspected or 
confirmed CBB is identified during any of these surveys, the Qualified Biologist shall 
notify Sacramento County within 48 hours. 

 
If only foraging CBB or CBB nests are observed, a no-disturbance buffer of at least 50 
feet shall be established and the project proponent shall consult with Sacramento 
County and CDFW to demonstrate compliance with CESA. 

 
 The project applicant shall submit a survey report to CDFW within 1 month of survey 

completion and shall notify CDFW and Sacramento County within 24 hours if Crotch’s bumble 
bees are detected. 

 
 If Crotch’s bumble bees are detected during the focused survey, appropriate avoidance 

measures shall be implemented. Avoidance measures shall include, but not be limited to, the 
following: 
 

o Protective buffers shall be implemented around active nesting colonies until these sites 
are no longer active. A qualified biologist, in coordination with CDFW, shall determine 
the appropriate buffer size to protect nesting colonies; however, the buffer shall be a 
minimum of 50 feet. 

 
COMMENT 3: Burrowing Owl, Mitigation Measure BIO-5: Burrowing Owl, page number IS-59 
 
Issue: BUOW are designated as a state candidate species under CESA and the Project site is 
located within 1-mile of a known BUOW occurrence on CNDDB. BUOW have suffered significant 
habitat loss due to large-scale development, including wind and solar energy infrastructure 
development, and from the killing and removal of mammals during significant grading activities whose 
underground burrows the owls use for nesting. 
 
In October 2024, the California Fish and Game Commission granted BUOW candidate species 
protection under CESA. The candidacy designation temporarily affords BUOW broad CESA 
protections (including prohibitions against “take” without permit authorization) throughout the entirety 
of California while CDFW conducts a species status review to confirm whether (and where) listing is 
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warranted and to recommend management and recovery actions. BUOW has additional protection 
under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Section 3503.5 of the Fish and Game Code; therefore, 
impacts may be considered potentially significant unless adequate mitigation is incorporated. Projects 
with potential impacts to BUOW are encouraged to avoid take or to obtain an ITP from CDFW. 
 
Recommendation or Recommended Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the following 
BUOW MM be revised to the following (additions are noted in bold while deletions are noted in 
strikethough):  
 
Burrowing Owl Surveys. Project proponent shall conduct a burrowing owl survey over all 
suitable habitat present within Project area. Burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted by a qualified 
biologist in accordance with the protocol described in the Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation 
(CDFW, March 7, 2012). If possible, Surveys should be conducted during both the breeding 
(February 1 – August 31) and non-breeding seasons (September 1 – January 31) immediately 
preceding the planned start of construction activities to ascertain the seasonal residency status of any 
owls occupying the site. The presence of burrowing owl or their sign anywhere on the site or within a 
500-foot 1650-foot accessible radius around the project site shall be recorded and mapped. Surveys 
shall disclose all burrows and occurrence of sign of burrowing owl on the project site and within the 
500-foot 1650-foot buffer. Results of the survey shall be submitted to the County. 
 
Burrowing Owl Surveys. Prior to beginning ground-disturbing Project activities, a Qualified 
Biologist shall conduct at least four surveys using the methods described in most recent 
guidelines from CDFW’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation, Appendix D (2012). 
Surveys shall be conducted during the breeding season (February 1 to August 31) and include 
no fewer than four survey visits: at least one site visit between February 15 and April 15 and a 
minimum of three survey visits, at least three weeks apart, between April 15 and July 15, with 
at least one visit after June 15. Surveys shall also be conducted during the non-breeding 
season (September 1 to January 31) before the start of construction activities to determine 
seasonal residency. Non-breeding season surveys shall consist of at least four visits, spread 
evenly, throughout the nonbreeding season. The presence of BUOW individuals, burrow 
complexes, or their sign (e.g., molted feathers, cast pellets, prey remains, eggshell fragments, 
owl whitewash, nest burrow decoration materials, etc.) anywhere onsite or within a 1650-foot 
accessible radius around the Project Area shall be recorded and mapped. The Qualified 
Biologist shall submit the results of the survey to Sacramento County prior to beginning 
Project activities. If changes in BUOW presence are detected (e.g., BUOW have moved onsite 
or changed burrow use), the Qualified Biologist shall contact Sacramento County by phone or 
email within 24 hours of the observation to consult on appropriate measures to avoid impacts 
of the Project to BUOW and the Qualified Biologist shall establish no-disturbance buffers. The 
Qualified Biologist could modify the nest buffer with written approval from Sacramento 
County in coordination with CDFW. 
 
Burrowing Owl Take Avoidance. During the breeding season (February 1 to August 31), surveys shall 
document whether burrowing owl are nesting in or within 500 feet 1650 feet of the project area. 
During the non-breeding season (September 1 to January 31), surveys shall document whether 
burrowing owl are using habitat in or directly adjacent to any area to be disturbed. Survey results shall 
only be valid for the season (breeding or nonbreeding) during which the survey was conducted. If a 
lapse in project-related work of fifteen (15) calendar days or longer occurs, another focused survey 
and consultation with the County and CDFW shall be required before project work can be reinitiated. 
If a burrowing owl or evidence of presence at or near a burrow entrance is found to occur within 500 
feet 1650 feet of the project site, the following measures shall be implemented: 
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 If burrowing owl are found during the non-breeding season (approximately September 1 to 
January 31), the project applicant qualified biologist shall establish a minimum 160-foot (50-
meter) no-disturbance buffer zone around active burrows. The buffer zone shall be flagged or 
otherwise clearly marked. Measures such as visual screens may be used to further reduce the 
buffer with CDFW approval and provided a qualified biologist confirms that such measures do 
not cause agitated behavior. 
 

 If burrowing owl are found during the breeding season (approximately) February 1 to August 
31), the project applicant shall: 
 

o Avoid all nest sites that could be disturbed by project construction during the remainder 
of the breeding season or while the nest is occupied by adults or young (occupation 
includes individuals or family groups foraging on or near the site following fledging). 
 

o Establish a minimum 500-foot 1650-foot non-disturbance buffer zone around nests, 
unless otherwise approved by the County in writing, in consultation with CDFW. The 
buffer zone shall be flagged or otherwise clearly marked. Should construction activities 
cause the nesting bird to vocalize, make defensive flights at intruders, or otherwise 
display agitated behavior, then the exclusionary buffer will be increased such that 
activities are far enough from the nest so that the bird(s) no longer display this agitated 
behavior. Construction shall only occur within the buffer zone during the breeding 
season if a qualified biologist monitors the nest and determines that the activities do not 
disturb nesting behavior, or the birds have not begun egg-laying and incubation, or that 
the juveniles from the occupied burrows have fledged and moved off site. Any 
modifications to this buffer shall be approved by the County, in consultation with CDFW 
prior to its implementation. The buffer reduction request shall include relevant 
information and/or propose new measures to justify the buffer reduction. The buffer area 
must be clearly marked to prevent project-related activities from occurring within the 
buffer zone. 

 
COMMENT 4: Nesting Birds, MM BIO-6: Nesting Bird Protection, page number IS-61 
 
Issue: The MND states that the Project will survey for nesting birds during active periods. However, 
due to the large size of the project footprint, MM BIO-6 may not adequately protect nesting birds 
throughout the entire Project footprint during their active season. 
 
Recommendation or Recommended Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the following 
nesting bird protection MM be revised to the following (additions are noted in bold while deletions are 
noted in strikethough): 
 

 If construction is proposed during the nesting season (February 1 to September 15, inclusive), 
a survey for nesting birds shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within seven days prior to 
the onset of ground disturbing activities to identify any active nests (i.e., nests containing eggs 
and/or young) of migratory and/or non-raptor bird species. Surveys will be performed for the 
project site, vehicle and equipment staging areas, and suitable habitat within ¼-mile for 
raptors and 500 feet for all other nesting birds of the project site to locate any active 
migratory bird nests. If project related work does not commence within seven days, or if there 
is a lapse in construction activities totaling seven days or more, additional surveys will be 
required. 
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 If no active nests are identified during the survey period, or if development is initiated during 
the non-breeding season, construction may proceed with no restrictions. 

 
 If active nests are found, an adequate no-disturbance buffer shall be established around the 

nest location and construction activities shall be restricted within the buffer until a qualified 
biologist has confirmed that any young birds have fledged and are able to leave the 
construction area. Required setback distances for the no-disturbance buffer will be established 
by the qualified biologist and may vary depending on the species, line-of sight between the 
nest, and the construction activity, and the birds’ sensitivity to disturbance. As necessary, the 
no-disturbance zone will be fenced with temporary orange construction fencing, high visibility 
rope, or a similar visual barrier if construction is to be initiated on the remainder of the 
development site. The buffer shall be kept in place until after the breeding nesting season or 
until a qualified biologist confirms the young have fledges, are foraging independently, and the 
nest is no longer active for the season. 

 
 Should birds nesting within the project site and survey buffers during construction activities 

begin to show disturbance associated with construction activities, no-disturbance buffers shall 
be established as determined by the qualified wildlife biologist. 
 

 A report of findings will be prepared by the qualified biologist and submitted to the County for 
review and approval prior to initiation of construction within the no-disturbance zone during the 
nesting season. The report will either confirm absence of any active nests or will confirm that 
any young within a designated no-disturbance zone have fledged and construction can 
proceed. 

 
COMMENT 5: Western Spadefoot Toad 
 
Issue: The California Fish and Game Commission received a petition on September 24, 2025, to list 
WES as a candidate species under CESA and the Project site is located within 1-mile of a known 
WES occurrence on CNDDB. If the determination to designate WES is made by the Fish and Game 
Commission, WES would be given a candidacy designation, which affords temporary broad CESA 
protections (including prohibitions against “take”) throughout the entirety of California while CDFW 
conducts a species status review to confirm whether (and where) listing is warranted and to 
recommend management and recovery actions. WES are most often associated with grasslands, but 
must be connected to suitable breeding habitat, which includes seasonal water bodies like vernal 
pools and intermittent streams, though they have also been found to breed in reservoirs, irrigation 
ditches, stock ponds, and even road ruts (Morey, 2005; Stebbins, 2003). Because of their biphasic life 
cycle, WESs require aquatic breeding habitat connected to terrestrial over-summering habitat. 
Anthropogenic habitat loss and degradation are some of the biggest threats to amphibian populations 
worldwide, currently impacting 88% of threatened amphibian species (Baillie et al., 2004; Cushman, 
2006; Sodhi et al., 2008; Willson & Dorcas, 2003). Human activities such as urban and agricultural 
development, deforestation, and draining of wetlands are primary mechanisms of habitat loss (Gallant 
et al., 2007; Grant et al., 2016). 
 
Recommendation or Recommended Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends that the MND 
includes the following WES measures prior to initiation of construction activities: 
 

 Habitat Evaluation and Delineation. Prior to initiating Project activities, a Qualified Biologist 
shall conduct a habitat evaluation to determine the likelihood (low, moderate, or high) of WES 
occurring within the proposed Project Area footprint. Habitat evaluations shall consider historic 
and existing land uses of the Project Area, proximity to known or potential breeding sites, 
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existing quality of upland habitat, barrier(s) to WES movement between suitable upland and/or 
aquatic habitat and the proposed Project Area, and other conditions pertinent to WES 
occupation, as well as project-specific mitigation measures. 
 
If the evaluation concludes that WES have a moderate to high likelihood of occurring within the 
Project Area, Sacramento County shall be consulted in coordination with CDFW and USFWS. 
CDFW recommends that the consultation consider the size and configuration of the Project 
Area, and whether a pre-construction drift fence, audio detection, and/or larval surveys are 
advisable to ensure that a proper assessment of impacts to WES is conducted. Because WES 
use aquatic and upland habitats during their life cycle, they may be present in either or both 
habitats on a given property. For sites with suitable breeding habitat, two consecutive seasons 
of negative larval surveys is recommended to support a negative finding. For sites with no 
suitable aquatic breeding habitat within 0.5 miles of the work site, but where suitable upland 
habitat exists, two consecutive seasons of negative upland drift fence studies are 
recommended to support a negative finding. 
 

 Artificial Lighting - Night. Permittee shall minimize, to the extent feasible, permanent or 
temporary, fixed, exterior lighting, including motion-triggered security lighting that casts light on 
WES habitat beyond the Project Area between sunset and sunrise. Nighttime construction 
lighting shall be shielded and oriented downward to minimize effects on any nearby WES 
habitat. 

 
COMMENT 6: Pollinators 
 
Issue: The MND should include measures to increase use by pollinators such as dual use farming. 
The Project should be designed to optimize a balance between electrical generation and agricultural 
production (Jossi 2018) or native plants. Native plantings or dual use farming techniques provide 
additional foraging resources for pollinator species including but not limited to CBB and for other 
native species by increasing the amount of nectar resources on a local level. Incorporating locally 
native plantings or dual use farming techniques help to increase pollinator populations and would help 
to reduce project impacts to a less than significant level. 
 
Recommendation or Recommended Mitigation Measure: CDFW recommends the Project be 
planted with deep-rooted native flowers and grasses that capture and filter storm water, build topsoil, 
and provide abundant and healthy food for bees and other insects that provide critical services to our 
food and agricultural systems as described on the Fresh Energy website at https://fresh-
energy.org/beeslovesolar/. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 
 
CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and negative declarations 
be incorporated into a database which may be used to make subsequent or supplemental 
environmental determinations (Pub. Resources Code, § 21003, subd. (e).) Accordingly, please report 
any special-status species and natural communities detected during Project surveys to the California 
Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB). The CNNDB field survey form can be found at the following 
link: https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Submitting-Data. The completed form can be submitted 
online or mailed electronically to CNDDB at the following email address: CNDDB@wildlife.ca.gov. 
 
FILING FEES 
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The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment of filing fees 
is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the Lead Agency and 
serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by CDFW. Payment of the fee is required in 
order for the underlying project approval to be operative, vested, and final. (Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 
753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 21089.) 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
Pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21092 and § 21092.2, CDFW requests written notification of 
proposed actions and pending decisions regarding the proposed project. Written notifications shall be 
directed to: California Department of Fish and Wildlife North Central Region, 1701 Nimbus Road, 
Rancho Cordova, CA  95670 or emailed to R2CEQA@wildlife.ca.gov. 
 
CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on the MND for the Kiefer Landfill Gas Utilization 
Project to assist Sacramento County in identifying and mitigating Project impacts on biological 
resources. CDFW personnel are available for consultation regarding biological resources and 
strategies to minimize and/or mitigate impacts. Questions regarding this letter or further coordination 
should be directed to Michael Shun, Senior Environmental Scientist (Specialist) at (916) 767-8444 or 
michael.shun@wildlife.ca.gov.  
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