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Mariposa County 

MINUTES of the Planning Commission 

ACTION SUMMARY MINUTES 

 

MEETING DATE: May 7, 2021 

TIME: 9:00 AM 

LOCATION: Board Chambers 
 Mariposa County Government Center 
 5100 Bullion Street, Second Floor, Mariposa, CA 95338  

 
 

1. CALL TO ORDER 
Meeting called to order by Chair Walls at 9:01 AM 

 

Attendee Name Title Status Arrived 

Ed Walls District I Planning Commissioner Present 9:00 AM 

Jack Wilmeth District II Planning Commissioner Present 9:00 AM 

Mick Herman District III Planning Commissioner Present 9:00 AM 

Deni Smith District IV Planning Commissioner Present 9:00 AM 

John McCamman District V Planning Commissioner Excused  

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The Pledge was led by Commissioner Wilmeth. 

3. MINUTES APPROVAL 

A. Planning Commission – Regular Meeting – April 23, 2021 9:00 AM 

It was noted that Commissioner Walls name was misspelled, and correction was made. 

 

Motion made by Commissioner Herman, second by Commissioner Wilmeth, the minutes 
for April 23, 2021 were approved as corrected.  

Motion was carried by the following vote: 

RESULT:  ADOPTED [4-0] 
  AYES:  Walls, Wilmeth, Herman, Smith 
   

4. PUBLIC ADDRESS 

Persons wishing to speak on any item of interest within the subject matter or jurisdiction 
of the Commission that is not on the agenda. None. 

5. INFORMATION ITEMS 

A. Planning Commission Training-CEQA Fundamentals (ID # 11779) 



Mariposa County MINUTES of the Planning Commission 
May 7, 2021 

 

Planning Director Sarah Williams gave a training session accompanied by a power point 
presentation. 

 

After presentation there was a question and answer session. 

6. PLANNING COMMISSIONER INFORMATION 

Information was received by Commissioner Walls and Planning Director Williams. 

 

7. ADJOURN 

There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 10:07 a.m. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

__________________________________ 

         Ed Walls, Chair 
         Mariposa County Planning Commission 
__________________________________ 
Carol Suggs, Secretary 
Mariposa County Planning Commission 
 
 

Note: Full audio recordings of the minutes are available from the Planning Department by request or on line: 

 

http://mariposacountyca.iqm2.com/citizens/calendar.aspx?view=list. 
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Mariposa County 

MINUTES of the Planning Commission 

ACTION SUMMARY MINUTES 

 

MEETING DATE: April 23, 2021 

TIME: 9:00 AM 

LOCATION: Board Chambers 
 Mariposa County Government Center 
 5100 Bullion Street, Second Floor, Mariposa, CA 95338  

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Chair Wall called the meeting to order at 9:00 AM 

Attendee Name Title Status Arrived 

Ed Walls District I Planning Commissioner Present 9:00 AM 

Jack Wilmeth District II Planning Commissioner Present 9:00 AM 

Mick Herman District III Planning Commissioner Present 9:00 AM 

Deni Smith District IV Planning Commissioner Present 9:00 AM 

John McCamman District V Planning Commissioner Present 9:00 AM 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

Commissioner McCamman led the pledge. 

3. Minutes Approval 

A. Planning Commission – Regular Meeting – February 26, 2021 9:00 AM 

Correction: item #7, insert period at the end of the first sentence instead of a colon. 

Motion made by Commissioner McCamman, seconded by Commissioner Herman, the 
Minutes for February 26, 2021 were approved as amended. 

Motion was carried by the following vote: 

RESULT:  ADOPTED [3-0] 
  AYES:  Walls, Herman, McCamman 
  ABSTAIN: Wilmeth, Smith 

 

B. Planning Commission – Regular Meeting – April 9, 2021 9:00 AM 

Motion made by Commissioner Wilmeth, seconded by Commissioner Smith, the Minutes 
of April 9, 2021 were approved as presented. 

Motion was carried by the following vote: 

RESULT:  ADOPTED [4-0] 
  AYES:  Walls, Wilmeth, Smith, McCamman 
  ABSTAIN: Herman 
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Mariposa County MINUTES of the Planning Commission 
April 23, 2021 

 

4. PUBLIC ADDRESS 

Persons wishing to speak on any item of interest within the subject matter or jurisdiction 
of the Commission that is not on the agenda.  None. 

5. PUBLIC HEARINGS 

A. PUBLIC HEARING: Resolution Approving Variance Application No. 2021-008 
with Findings and Conditions, including a Finding that the Project is Exempt 
from Environmental Review; Eric Desplinter, Applicant.  Project is Located at 
1233 Cedar Avenue, Fish Camp APN 010-373-0040 2021-PCRES-7 

          Planner: Kaitlyn Casner  

Walls announced that a public comment, revised site plan and a response memo was 
received after the publication of the Planning Commission packet of which the 
Commissioners all acknowledging receiving.  Copies are available for the public and will 
be made part of the archived packet. 

 

Kaitlyn Casner, Planner II, gave the project presentation (including a power point).  She 
acknowledged the public comment and the amended site plan. 

 

 No Public Comments were received. 

 

Motion was made by McCamman  seconded by Herman, the Planning Commission 
adopted a resolution finding that the project is exempt from environmental review, and 
Approved Variance No. 2021-008 with the recommended findings and conditions 
including the amended site plan that addressed the rock structure. 

Motion was carried by the following vote: 

RESULT:  ADOPTED [5-0] 
  AYES:  Walls, Wilmeth, Herman, Smith, McCamman 

 

B. PUBLIC HEARING: Resolution Approving Time Extension Application No. 
2021-027 for Land Division Application No. 2017-090, and Finding that No 
Further Environmental Review is Required; Lemuel Bryce Green and Alma 
Green, Applicants. APN 011-310-220.  Location: 3013, 3013A, and 2996 Trower 
Road, Catheys Valley. 2021-PCRES-8 

          Planner: Steve Engfer 

Herman questioned if he should recuse himself because of knowing the applicants.  
Discussion.  There being no financial or material interest in the matter Herman elected 
not to recuse himself. 

 

Steve Engfer, Senior Planner gave the project presentation (including a power point). 

 

There was no Public Comment received. 
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Mariposa County MINUTES of the Planning Commission 
April 23, 2021 

 

Motion was made by Herman, seconded by Smith, the Planning Commission adopted a 
resolution approving Time Extension 2021-027 with findings, including a finding that the 
previously adopted Mitigated Negative Declaration for LDA No. 2017-090 satisfies the 
requirement for environmental review pursuant to the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA) and no further environmental review is required. 

Motion was carried by the following vote: 

RESULT:  ADOPTED [5-0] 
  AYES:  Walls, Wilmeth, Herman, Smith, McCamman 

6. PLANNING COMMISSIONER INFORMATION 

Information was received by Commissioner Walls. 

7. INFORMATION ITEMS 

Information was received by Planning Director, Sarah Williams. 

8. ADJOURN 

There being no further business the meeting was adjourned at 9:41 AM 

 

 

 

Note: Full audio recordings of the minutes are available from the Planning Department 
by request or on line: 

 

http://mariposacountyca.iqm2.com/citizens/calendar.aspx?view=list. 
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  MARIPOSA COUNTY 
 

 Planning Commission ∙ 209-966-5151 

 
 

Page 1 REF ID# 11779 
 

MEETING: May 7, 2021 
 
TO:  The Mariposa County Planning Commission 
 
FROM: Sarah Williams, Planning Director 
 
RE:  Planning Commission Training-CEQA Fundamentals 
 

 
Staff will provide training on CEQA Fundamentals. 
 

 
ATTACHMENTS: 
210507 CEQA Training for Planning Commission-Packet for Agenda (PDF) 
 
 
RESULT: INFORMATION RECEIVED 
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California Environmental 
Quality Act - CEQA

Fundamentals

Planning Commission Meeting of 5/7/21
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Purpose of Presentation

 Give Planning Commission a basic overview 
of the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) 

 State law which Planning staff uses every 
day – processing of projects and permits

 Staff prepares documents and findings 
pursuant to CEQA for Planning Commission 
consideration at each meeting
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What is CEQA

California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) is California’s most important 
environmental law.

It requires state, local, and other agencies 
subject to California’s jurisdiction to evaluate 
the environmental implications of their actions.
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CEQA Foundations

 CEQA Statute
Public Resources Code (PRC) 21000-21177

 CEQA Guidelines
CA Code of Regulations (CCR) Title 14, 
§15000 et seq.

 Case law
Published Appellate Court decisions 
interpreting and applying statute and 
guidelines to specific cases

 Public Agency Implementation
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Planning Commission’s Interest

 Type of CEQA document prepared for project

 Content of CEQA document prepared for 
project

 Conclusions of CEQA document prepared for 
project 

5.A.a
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Planning Commission’s Interest

 Type of CEQA document:  
Different levels of CEQA review for projects:
 Not subject to CEQA
 Exempt from CEQA (LISTED Statutory or 

Categorical exemption)
 Initial Study – Negative Declaration (ND) or 

Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND)
 Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
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CEQA - PURPOSE
 Disclose to decision makers and public the 

potential significant environmental effects of 
proposed activities

 To inject environmental considerations into how 
public agencies consider and take action upon 
applications, permits and other approvals 

 Creates series of procedural and substantive 
obligations for lead agencies (it is easy to make 
a CEQA error)
 area for litigation – opponents of projects 
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CEQA – PURPOSE cont.

 Disclose to the public reasons for agency 
approval of projects with significant 
environmental effects

 Foster interagency coordination in review of 
projects

 Enhance public participation in planning 
process

5.A.a
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CEQA – Goals

 Identify significant environmental effects of 
actions

 Avoid those significant environmental effects 
where feasible or

 Mitigate those significant environmental 
effects where feasible
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CEQA does NOT

 Does NOT address policy aspects of project 
– does not address whether the project is 
“good or bad” for the community

 Does NOT dictate whether a project should 
be approved or denied

 Disclosure document
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CEQA Directives (Authority)

CEQA authorizes agencies (Planning 
Commission) to:

 Require changes in a project to lessen or avoid 
significant effects, when feasible (mitigation 
measures)

 Disapprove a project to avoid significant effects

 Approve a project with unavoidable significant 
effects if a project’s public benefits outweigh those 
effects (only through EIR process)
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CEQA Directives (Authority)

CEQA authorizes agencies to:
 Comment on CEQA documents prepared by 

other agencies
 County DPW comment on project processed in 

Tuolumne County, if project would create 
significant traffic impacts on road maintained by 
Mariposa County

 Impose fees from project applicants for 
CEQA implementation
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Key Participants in the CEQA Process

Courts

Lead 
Agency 

Concerned 
Citizens & 

Organizations

Environmental 
Consultants

Project 
Applicants

Trustee 
Agencies

Responsible 
Agencies
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Lead Agency
 Means the public agency which has the 

principal responsibility for carrying out or 
approving a project:
 Private projects requiring governmental approval, 

the lead agency is the agency with general 
governmental powers (for example, the county)
 PC is lead agency for a land division application, a 

variance application, a conditional use permit application
 BOS is lead agency for a GP/Zoning amendment

 Public Projects – the public agency is the lead 
agency for its own projects ( BOS approving 
construction of a new fire station or a skate park)
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Lead Agency

 Responsible for implementing CEQA
 Subject to litigation for error related to 

implementing CEQA
 Example:
 Board of Supervisor approved SilverTip Lodge 

project - certified an EIR for CEQA 
implementation

 Mariposa County was sued for various issues 
related to the EIR
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Key Participants in the CEQA Process

Courts

Lead 
Agency 

Concerned 
Citizens & 

Organizations

Environmental 
Consultants

Project 
Applicants

Trustee 
Agencies

Responsible 
Agencies
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Responsible Agency 
 Means a Public Agency that also has to approve 

a project for which a Lead Agency is preparing a 
CEQA document

 Includes all state or local agencies other than 
the Lead Agency with a discretionary approval 
power over a project 
 (Caltrans is Responsible Agency for a Land Division project 

accessing a State Highway – Caltrans would issue an 
encroachment permit for the project)

 Responsible Agency – serve in advisory 
capacity to lead agency for preparing CEQA 
document
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Key Participants in the CEQA Process

Courts

Lead 
Agency 

Concerned 
Citizens & 

Organizations

Environmental 
Consultants

Project 
Applicants

Trustee 
Agencies

Responsible 
Agencies
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Trustee Agency 

Means a state agency having jurisdiction by law over 
natural resources held in trust for people of California

 Trustee Agency:
 Department of Fish and Wildlife (has jurisdiction over fish and 

wildlife of the state, rare and endangered plants)
 Trustee Agency – serve in advisory capacity to lead 

agency for preparing CEQA document
 DFW would review and comment on biological resources 

study prepared for land division application
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Preliminary Review – what does staff 
do when project submitted?

 Review application for completeness
 Determine whether project is subject to CEQA
 Determine if we need additional information for

the CEQA review
 Biological study
 Cultural resources study
 Traffic study
 Greenhouse gas study
 Hydrogeologic study (well production and impacts)
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Planning Commission’s Interest

 Different levels of CEQA review for projects:
 Not subject to CEQA
 Exempt from CEQA (Statutory or Categorical 

exemption)
 Initial Study – Negative Declaration or Mitigated 

Negative Declaration
 Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
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Screening for CEQA Applicability
5.A.a
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CEQA Definition of PROJECT

 Activity involving public agency issuance of 
lease, permit, license, or other entitlement

 Activity directly undertaken by public agency 
(construction project or general plan / 
ordinance adoption)

 Activity supported through public agency 
contracts, grants, loans or other assistance
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PROJECT continued
 Means the “whole of an action”, which has 

potential to result in either direct physical 
change in the environment or a reasonably 
foreseeable indirect physical change in the 
environment 
 Example - land division - the “whole of an action” 

would include all potential impacts resulting from 
the “project” including road construction, new 
encroachments, drainage crossings, oak tree 
removal, new grading, increased traffic, new 
residences, new septic systems and wells, etc.
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PROJECT continued

 The “whole of the project” includes both on-
site and off-site impacts
 A major traffic generating project may be required 

to study its impacts on an off-site intersection
 Example:  When Rite Aide in Mariposa was 

proposed (Joe Howard Street), Caltrans 
requested that the project’s impacts to the 
intersection of Highway 49 N and Highway 140 be 
evaluated

5.A.a

Packet Pg. 31

A
tt

ac
h

m
en

t:
 2

10
50

7 
C

E
Q

A
 T

ra
in

in
g

 f
o

r 
P

la
n

n
in

g
 C

o
m

m
is

si
o

n
-P

ac
ke

t 
fo

r 
A

g
en

d
a 

 (
11

77
9 

:



Examples of Activities not subject to CEQA 

 Activities for which “it can be seen with 
certainty” that no environmental effect will 
occur
 Example:  Ordinance changing the membership

numbers for the Historic Sites and Records
Preservation Commission (from 9 to 7) 

 Activities specifically exempt by State Law
 Proposals for state legislation
 Certain continuing administrative or 

maintenance activities
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Planning Commission’s Interest

 Different levels of CEQA review for projects:
 Not subject to CEQA
 Exempt from CEQA (listed Statutory or 

Categorical exemption)
 Initial Study – Negative Declaration or Mitigated 

Negative Declaration
 Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
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Screening for CEQA Applicability
5.A.a

Packet Pg. 34

A
tt

ac
h

m
en

t:
 2

10
50

7 
C

E
Q

A
 T

ra
in

in
g

 f
o

r 
P

la
n

n
in

g
 C

o
m

m
is

si
o

n
-P

ac
ke

t 
fo

r 
A

g
en

d
a 

 (
11

77
9 

:



Statutory Exemptions (CEQA lists 
statutory exemptions

 Ministerial projects government decision involving little or no 
personal judgment by the public official carrying out the project 
 Example: issuing dog license or residential building permit or vacation 

rental permit
 If project meets specific listed requirements, the permit is issued 

 Emergency projects – flood repair or fire repair work 
 After 3/2018 Floods – DPW work to repair roads
 After Detwiler Fire – PG&E work to repair lines

 Disapproved projects – Project is denied, no CEQA
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Screening for CEQA Applicability
5.A.a
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Categorical Exemptions (CEQA lists 
categorical exemptions)

 Operation, repair, or maintenance of existing structures 
(Class 1)
 Maintenance work on county roads

 Replacement or reconstruction of existing structures 
(Class 2)
 Reconstruction of JCF hospital to make it earthquake resistant

 Construction or conversion of small new facilities (Class 3)
 MPUD water main extension
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Categorical Exemptions (CEQA lists 
categorical exemptions)

 Minor alterations to Land (Class 4)
 Grading on land with slope of less than 10%

 Minor alternations in land use limitations (Class 5)
 Lot Line Adjustment or Setback Variance Application 

 Minor land divisions (Class 15)
 4 or fewer parcels in urbanized area with available services
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When does a Categorical Exemption not apply?

 A reasonable possibility exists that the activity may have a 
significant environmental impact because of unusual 
circumstances

 Cumulative impacts would be significant (consider other 
projects in area)

 Project proposed within a sensitive environment
 Grading on slopes less than 10%, but runoff is direct into significant 

wetland area  
 Project affects scenic resource within designated state scenic 

highway
 Grading on slopes less than 10%, but in Scenic Highway Overlay District 

 Project causes substantial adverse change in significant 
historic resource 
 Grading on slopes less than 10%, but in area with known historic 

resources
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Planning Commission’s Interest

 Different levels of CEQA review for projects:
 Not subject to CEQA
 Exempt from CEQA (Statutory or Categorical 

exemption)
 Initial Study – Negative Declaration or 

Mitigated Negative Declaration
 Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
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Initial Review – Determine project not exempt from CEQA
5.A.a
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Project covered by previous EIR

Examples:

 Amended conditions for Tenaya Cabins 
Project
 Applicant needed to amend highway encroachment

 Amended conditions for SilverTip Project
 Applicant needed to amend parking layout (in area 

previously identified for parking)
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Purposes of Initial Studies 

Initial Study – document which evaluates 
environmental impacts of project
 Decide whether to prepare an EIR or Negative 

Declaration (most projects in Mariposa County are processed 
with adoption of a Negative Declaration)

 Avoid unnecessary EIRs through mitigation
 Focus the EIR on significant effects
 Facilitate early environmental assessment
 Support Negative Declarations and Mitigated 

Negative Declarations
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What does CEQA require be Studied?

 Physical changes in the environment

5.A.a
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Types of Environmental Impacts

 Direct effects
 Reasonably foreseeable indirect effects
 Growth-inducing effects
 Cumulative effects
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What does CEQA require be Studied?

 Checklist of Items
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CEQA – Environmental Impacts 
“Checklist”

 Aesthetics
 Agriculture & Forestry 

Resources
 Air Quality
 Biological Resources
 Cultural Resources
 Geology / Soils
 Hazards & Hazardous 

materials
 Hydrology / Water Quality
 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

 Land Use / Planning
 Mineral Resources
 Noise
 Population / Housing
 Public Services
 Recreation
 Transportation 
 Utilities / Service Systems
 Tribal Cultural Resources
 Energy
 Wildfire
 Mandatory Findings of 

Significance
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Evaluating impacts - how to do that?

 The “Baseline” – the Environmental Setting
 The physical environmental conditions in the 

vicinity of the project as they existed at the time 
the environmental analysis is started

 The impacts of a “project” are evaluated 
against the “baseline” conditions 
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What is “Significant”, when evaluating 
impacts?

 No ironclad definition 
 CEQA Guidelines provide some criteria for 

lead agencies
 Impacts to historic resources

 Mariposa County General Plan Certified EIR 
provides thresholds staff rely on 
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Agency Thresholds of Significance

 CEQA Guidelines encourage agencies to 
adopt local thresholds of significance 

 Thresholds must be developed through public 
review process and supported by substantial 
evidence

 Thresholds are quantitative, qualitative, or 
performance level - noncompliance with 
which normally means an effect will be found 
significant
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Informal vs. Formal Thresholds

 Mariposa County does not have formally 
adopted thresholds of significance

 Mariposa County reviews each project on a 
case-by-case basis

 Rely on General Plan Certified EIR 
 Thresholds do not trump fair argument standard
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5.A.a
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How to Mitigate Identified Impacts?
 Avoid the impact (redesign or project amendment)

 Example: Proposed road goes through cultural resource
site or wetland – move proposed road to avoid the cultural 
resource site or wetland

 Minimize the impact (limit the action or magnitude of 
the action) (redesign or project amendment)
 Example: Outside amplified noise from project (wedding 

venue) would impact surrounding residential neighborhood 
– mitigation measure might establish maximum noise levels 
for amplified music a property lines and establish restriction 
for no amplified noise after 9 p.m.

 Rectify the impact by repairing or rehabilitating or 
restoring the impacted environment 
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How to Mitigate Identified Impacts?

 Pay impact fees (“mitigating” off-site)
 Mariposa County hasn’t adopted program
 Other jurisdictions – fees used to protect resource

 Defer mitigation – if to occur at later time, then must 
establish performance standards for the mitigation
 Example – Initial Study (prepared October) identifies 

potentially significant impacts to nesting raptors – mitigation
measure establishes options:
 Work occurs outside of nesting season (season limits identified) OR
 Requirements for biologist survey to locate active nests on-site –

survey occur immediately prior to site work and grading activities; if 
nest(s) found, MM establishes timeline for and boundary within which 
no work can be conducted
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Mitigation Measures

 Feasible – “able to be accomplished in 
successful manner within reasonable 
period of time, considering economic, 
environmental, legal, social and 
technological factors”
 Example – project exceeds dead end road length.  

 If there is an easement – MM require improvement of easement to 
mitigate impact.  

 If there isn’t an easement, County can’t require easement (may not 
be able to be accomplished)
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Mitigation Measures
 “Nexus” – must be connection or link between the 

impacts of the “project” and the established mitigation 
(cannot require mitigation of impacts which are not a 
result of the project)
Example – Minor Subdivision Application (4 parcels)
 Proposed near end of 2-mile-long narrow county-maintained road 

(less than 2-lanes wide [14 feet wide] - not sufficient for daily 
traffic or emergency response based on County and CALFIRE 
standards).  IS identified potentially significant impact on public 
safety.

 Road already serves 62 parcels (already substandard).  
 County could not require applicant to improve (mitigate) the 

substandard 2 miles of road – not be nexus (or connection)
between the project to create 4 parcels and the mitigation
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Mitigation Measures – how do we 
ensure compliance?
 Mitigation Measure Reporting Program 

(MMRP) – each mitigation measure must 
have:
 Someone who will ensure that the measure will be 

implemented
 A certain time that measure will be implemented 

(permit issuance or map filing)
 How will be implemented (mechanism)
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Planning Commission’s Interest

 Different levels of CEQA review for projects:
 Not subject to CEQA
 Exempt from CEQA (Statutory or Categorical 

exemption)
 Initial Study – Negative Declaration or Mitigated 

Negative Declaration
 Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
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Initial Review – Determine project not exempt from CEQA
5.A.a
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Threshold for Preparing EIRs:
“**Fair Argument Standard**”

An EIR must be prepared if:
 It can be fairly argued,
 based on substantial evidence,
 in light of the whole record,
 that a project may have a significant 

environmental effect.
 “Significant” is evaluated in comparison to the 

“Baseline”.
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What is **Substantial Evidence**?
It is:
 Facts
 Reasonable assumption predicated on facts
 Expert opinion supported by facts

It is NOT:
 Argument
 Speculation
 Unsubstantiated opinion or narrative
 Clearly inaccurate or erroneous information
 Socioeconomic impact not linked to physical 

environmental impacts
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When to use Negative Declaration (result 
of initial study)?

 Appropriate when there is no substantial 
evidence of a fair argument of a potentially 
significant impact

 Can be used when implementing a plan for 
which an EIR was adopted (either program or 
master EIR)
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EIR – Environmental Impact Report

 Must be prepared if it is found that a project 
may have a significant effect on the 
environment

 Decision typically made through preparation 
of an Initial Study (mandatory findings of 
significance)

 If it is clear that EIR will be necessary at 
beginning of project processing, may skip 
Initial Study phase
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Types of EIRs

 **Project EIR (SilverTip Project)
 **Program EIR (General Plan)
 Tiered EIR
 Subsequent EIR
 Addendum EIR
 Master EIR
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Can a project be approved if it has 
significant unmitigable environmental 

impacts?

 Yes – IF:
 An EIR is prepared and certified for the project AND
 A Statement of Overriding Considerations is 

adopted for the project 
 Lead Agency finds that the economic, legal, social, 

technological or other benefits of a proposed project 
outweigh the unavoidable environmental impacts of the 
project and the adverse environmental effects are 
considered “acceptable”
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Role of Courts in CEQA Process

 CEQA is essentially enforced through litigation
 Access to courts - avenue for citizen 

enforcement of CEQA
 Judiciary plays important role in CEQA 

interpretation
 Published appellate level case – enforceable (like 

statute and guidelines)
 Potential legal challenge encourages agency 

compliance
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Typical Litigation Issues - CEQA

 Definition of the Project 
 Use of categorical exemptions
 Failure to prepare an EIR
 EIR adequacy (environmental settings, 

impact analysis, cumulative analysis, 
mitigation measures, alternatives)

 Procedural requirements of CEQA
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California Environmental 
Quality Act - CEQA

Fundamentals
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Planning Commission CEQA Training 

 

Attachment:  Excerpt from Mariposa County General Plan Certified Environmental Impact Report (EIR) 

 

This excerpt provides an example of: 

1. Program EIR analysis 
 

2. Points of Significance (in Table 4.5-1) (staff uses these to determine whether or not other 
projects will have significant impact) 
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Attachment:  Example of Appellate Level Court Cases that Affect CEQA Implementation in California  
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