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CHAPTER 5.0 
Report Preparers 

5.1 Report Authors 
5.1.1 Lead Agency 

City of Grass Valley 
125 East Main Street 
Grass Valley, CA 95945-6505 
 

Tom Last Planning Director  

5.1.2 Consultants 
Prime Consultant 

Environmental Science Associates 
225 Bush Street, Suite 1700 
San Francisco, CA 94104 
 

Douglas Cover, REA, QEP  Project Director, Introduction 
Jennifer Johnson, JD Deputy Project Manager, Project Description, Summary 
Paul Miller,  Resource Area Leader Physical Sciences, Noise 
Michele Stern Resource Area Leader Biological Sciences, Hydrology and 

Water Quality 
Heidi Vonblum Land Use and Planning, Agriculture Resources, Population and 

Housing, Recreation, Public Services, Utilities and Service Systems, 
Editorial Review 

Brad Brewster Cultural Resources, Aesthetics 
Jamie Schmidt Aesthetics 
Mike Ratte Air Quality 
Thomas Leeman Biological Resources (Terrestrial) 
Joshua Boldt Biological Resources (Botany) 
Mary Pakenham-Walsh Biological Resources (Wetlands) 
Dean Martorana, RPA  Cultural Resources 
Peter Hudson, REA, PG Geology, Soils, and Seismicity, and Mineral Resources, Hydrology 

and Water Quality, Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
Bob Vranka Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
Kelly White Hazards and Hazardous Materials 
Christal Love Public Services 
Linda Huff Recreation 
Jack Hutchinson Transportation and Traffic 
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Subconsultants 

Harvey Consulting Group, LLC 
5233 Buttterwood Circle 
Orangevale, CA 95662 
 

Jeffrey Harvey, Ph.D. Project Manager  
 
GEO ∇ SOLUTIONS 
P.O. Box 1685 
Cedar Ridge, CA 95924  
 

Thomas J. Knoch  Consulting Hydrogeologist 
 
Revey Associates, Inc. 
9250 East Morning Star Place 
Parker, CA 80134-5611 
 

Gordon F. Revey, P.E  Principal 
 
Walker & Associates, Inc. 
2618 J Street, Suite 1 
Sacramento, CA 95816  
 

William J. Walker, Ph.D.  Principal Geochemist 
Lara Pucik Christensen  Senior Scientist 

 

5.2 Public & Agency Outreach Meetings 
The City of Grass Valley conducted three meetings to introduce the proposed project and provide 
interested members of the public as well as government agencies the opportunities to comment, 
by letter, issues/concerns that should be evaluated in the environmental review process.  The 
details of these meetings are provide below: 

Date/Time/Location Purpose Forum 

January 25, 2006 
2:00 p.m. to 4:00 p.m. & 
6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. 
 
Veterans Memorial Hall, 
255 South Auburn Street, 
Grass Valley, CA 

The purpose of these two workshops 
was to solicit public comments on 
the potential impacts and benefits of 
the proposed reopening of the Idaho-
Maryland Mine.  These were issue 
identification workshops to help the 
City identify public issues that 
should be considered for evaluation 
as part of the environmental review 
process.  

City staff and the City’s environmental 
consultant provided a brief presentation of the 
proposed project and described the City’s three-
phased approach for assessing the environmental 
issues.  After the presentation, the City’s 
consultants were available at several breakout 
tables to discuss specific topics or issues of 
interest.  Comment forms were available that 
could be filled out at the meeting or submitted to 
the City after the meeting.   
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Date/Time/Location Purpose Forum 

February 28, 2006 
1:30 p.m. to 3:30 p.m 
 
Grass Valley City Hall 
Hullender Room 
125 East Main Street 
Grass Valley, CA 

The purpose of the workshop was to 
solicit agency comments on the 
potential impacts and benefits of the 
proposed reopening of the Idaho-
Maryland Mine.  This was an issue 
identification workshop to help the 
City identify agency issues that should
be considered for evaluation as part of 
the environmental review process. 

City staff and the City’s environmental 
consultant provided a brief presentation of the 
proposed project and described the City’s three-
phased approach for assessing the environmental 
issues.  After the presentation, a roundtable 
discussion allowed City, City Staff and Agency 
representatives an opportunity to provide 
comment and response to potential issues that 
should be considered in the environmental 
review process. 

 


