RESOLUTION NO. 2014-14

A RESOLUTION OF THE CiTY COUNCIL OF THE CiTY OF ELK GROVE
APPROVING A SUBSEQUENT MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE
FIELDSTONE NORTH PROJECT (EG-13-004);

ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBER 134-0110-154

WHEREAS, the Planning Department of the City of Elk Grove received an
application on January 31, 2013 from LVP & Pappas Arizona LP & ETAL (the
“Applicant™) requesting a General Plan Amendment, Specific Plan Amendment,
Rezone, Large Lot Tenlative Subdivision W Map, Smail Lot Tentative Subdivision viap,
and Design Review for the Large Lot Tentative Subdivision Map and Small Lot

Tentative Subdivision Map layouts for the Fieldstone North Project (the “Project”); and

WHEREAS, the proposed Project is located on real property in the incorporated
portions of the City of Elk Grove, more particularly described as APN: 134-0110-154;
and
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WHEREAS, the State CEQA Guidelines (Title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations) Section 15162(a) identifies that when an environmental impact report
(EIR) has been certified or a mitigated negative declaration (MND) has been adopted
for a project, the CEQA Guidelines allow a subsequent environmental document to be

prepared in the event that changes are made to the previously approved project and
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WHEREAS, the City prepared an Initial Study and Subsequent Mitigated
Negative Declaration, attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by
reference, pursuant to Section 15162(a) of CEQA,; and

WHEREAS, based on staff's review of the Project, no special circumstances
exist that would create a reasonable possibility that granting a General Plan
Amendment, Specific Plan Amendment, Rezone, Large Lot Tentative Subdivision Map,
Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map, and Design Review for Large Lot Tentative
Subdivision Map and Small Lot Subdivision Map Layouts for this Project will have a

significant effect on the environment beyond what was anaiyzed in the Subsequent
Mitigated Negative Declaration prepared for the Project and disclosed; and

WHEREAS, the City distributed the Notice of Intent to Adopt a Subsequent
Mitigated Negative Declaration on October 25, 2013, which started the 30-day public

review period, ending on November 25 2013; and

WHEREAS, the City received three written comment letters within the 30-day
public review period and responded to tﬁose comments in the Project staff report; and



WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the written comments received
during the public review period and determined that the comments do not alter the
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WHEREAS, a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) has been
prepared in accordance to CEQA, attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated herein

by reference, which is designed to ensure compliance with the identified mitigation
measures during Project implementation and construction.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Elk
Grove hereby adopis the Subseguent Miligaied Negaiive Deciaration and the Mitigation
Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Fieldstone North Project attached hereto and

incorporated herein by this reference based on the following finding:

Finding: The proposal will not have a significant adverse impact on the environment and
all potentially significant effects have been adequately analvzed in a Subsequent
Mitigated Negative Declaration that was prepared for the Fieldstone North Project by
the City. The Subsequent Mitigated Negative Declaration adequately addresses all
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Evidence: Staff prepared an Initial Study for the Fieldstone North Project and mitigation
measures have been developed that will reduce potential environmental impacts to less
than significant levels. The mitigation measures established in the SMND are to
supplement the mitigation measures that were established in the EEGSP EIR. All
mitigation measures identified in the EIR will still apply for the Project.
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Declaration on October 25, 2013. It was posted at the Sacramento County Clerk’s
office, distributed through State Clearinghouse and at the City offices, pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines 15072. A 30-day review and comment period was opened on October
25, 2013 and closed November 25, 2013. The Subsequent Mitigated Negative
Declaration was made available to the public during this review period. The City
received three written comment letters within the 30-day public review period. These
comments do not alter the conclusions of the Initial Study/Subsequent Mitigated
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The City prepared a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP), as required
by CEQA. The MMRP includes: (a) all significant or potentiaily significant impacts, level
of significance without mitigation, proposed mitigation measures and the resulting level
of significance.

On the basis of the Subsequent Mitigated Negative Declaration, environmental analysis
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substantial evidence that the Project will have a significant adverse impact on the
environment above those addressed within the Subsequent Mitigated Negative
Declaration, nor would any previously identified environment impact increase in severity
from what was originally documented in the EIR, and the Mitigated Negative Declaration
reflects the City Council's independent judgment and analysis.
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INITIAL STUDY

1.0 INTRODUCTION
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Amendment, Specific Plon Amendment, Rezone, Large-Lot Tentative Subdivision Mop, and
entitlerments would dgllow for the development of 391
h f
! ]

A. PURPOSE AND BACKGROUND OF THE INITIAL STUDY

When an environmental impact report (EIR) has been certified or a mitigated negative
declaration (MND) has been adopted for a project, the Cadilifornia Environmental Quality Act
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that changes are made to the previously approved project and only minor changes are
needed to the MND or EIR to address the changed project. CEQA Section 15162(a) sets forth the
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of further agency action on the project:

() When an EIR has been certified or neagative declaration adonted for g
g wnen an ik n pecn cerined or negailive qgec:arglion agopreg ol

project, no subsequem EIR shall be prepared for that project unless the lead
agency determines, on the basis of substantial evidence in the light of the

whole record ona or more of the followino:
Wnole record, one or more of the tollowing:

{1) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require maijor

revisions of the previous EIR or negative declaration due to the

involvement of new significant enwronmentol effects or a substantial
increase in the severity of previously identified significant effects;

{2} Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which
the project is undertaken which will require maijor revisions of the previous
FIR or negative declaration due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously
identified significant effects; or

(3) New information of substaniial imporiance, which was not known and
could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable diigence at
the time the previous EIR was cerfified as complete or the negative
declaration was adopted, shows any of the following:

{A) The project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in
the previous EIR or negative declaration;

(B) Significant effects previously examined will be substantially more
severe than shown in the previous EIR;

(C]) Mitigation measures or alternctives previously found not fo be feasible
would in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more
significant effects of the project, but the project proponents decline to
adopt the mitigation measure or altemaiive; or

{D) Mitigation measures or alternatives which are considerably different
from those analyzed in the previous EIR would substantially reduce one

City of Fik Grove Fieldstone North
October 20713 Draft Initiai Study/Mitigated Negative Deciaration



INITIAL STUDY

or more significant effects on the environment, but the project
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alterative.

As discussed in this subsequent MND, the modifications to the project approved as part of the
East Elk Grove Specific Plan {EEGSP) proposed as part of the Fieldstone North Project require

revisions to the East Elk Grove Specific Plan EIR [SCH#94112053} and would result in an increase

in previously identified mgmﬁcon’r effects requiring the addition of new mitigation measures. As
revisions to the original EIR would be necessary for it to adequately address the impacts of the

proposed Project, the City has prepared a subseguent MND pursuant CEQA Guidelines Section

15162(a). All of the mitigation measures idenfified in the EIR will apply to the proposed Project.
As discussed in the following checklist, with implementation of applicable EEGSP EIR mitigation

manecirac rndd naw mitiootion identified as nart of thic c||nh]mmmn+ tA the FIR tha mromsesd
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Project would not result in any new significant impacts, nor would any previously identified
environmental impact increase in severity from what was originally documented in the EIR. The

oroiact orononent has accepted all mitiaation measures adonted with the Eaoct Flk Grove
Proe prope aeeepied an Minigangn meQsines o

Specific Plan EIR and the additional measures contained in this supplement to the East Elk Grove
Specific Plan EIR {SCH#94112053}. The City of Elk Grove has determined that only minor

modification of the nnglnnl FIR would he necessary for it 1o Qdeqn |‘_‘fe! s address the lmpGCJfS of

the proposed Project.

LEAD AGENCY

The lead agency is the public agency with primary responsibility over a proposed project. In
accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15051(b] {1}, "the lead agency will normally be the
agency with general governmental powers, such as a city or counTy, rafher than an agency
with a single or limited purpose..." In this case, the City of Elk Grove (City) will serve as the lead
agency for the Fieldstone North Project.

B. TECHNICAL STUDIES

Technical studies prepared for the proposed Project and referenced in this IS/MND are listed
below. The technical studies are avaiable at the City of Bk Grove Development Services
Department at 8401 Laguna Palms Way, Bk Grove, CA 95758,

+ Biological Resources Assessment, August 29, 2013 — Foothill Associates
s Environmental Noise Assessment, August 2013 - J.C. Brennan & Associates

» Transportation Impact Study. July 2013 — Fehr & Peers

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013



INITIAL STUDY

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed Project is located in the City of Elk Grove in Sacramento County, California {Figure
1, Regional Location). Within the City, the Project site is located in the East Elk Grove Specific
Plan (EEGSP). a Policy Area within the Elk Grove General Plan Land Use Policy Map. This area of
the City encompasses approximately 1,439 acres and is bounded by Bond Road on the north,
Bradshaw Road on the east, Grant Line Road on the south, and Waterman Road on the west,
The EEGSP area is planned for development with residential, commercial, industrial, schools,
parks, open space, and rights-of-way, and portions have already been developed with some of
these uses.

The proposed Project site is located west of the intersection of Bradshaw Road and Grant Line
Road with developed residential uses to the north and on the northwest corner. The existing Derr-
Okamoto Park is located directly to the north of the Project site. Undeveloped residential
subdivisions are located directly to the west and the south, and another developed subdivision is
located beyond the southwest corner of the Project site. The site is contained within Assessor's
Parcel Number (APN) 134-0110-154 (Figure 2, Project Site).

The Project site is cumently undeveloped. It has historically been used as grazing land tor livestock
and is currently dry farmland. A wetland delineation performed in 2013 on the Project site
determined the following features are on-site: vernal pools, depressional seasonal wetlands,
riverine seasonal wetland, riverine seasonal marsh, and a reach of Elk Grove Creek, which is
located in the southernmost portion of the site. No structures exist on-site, and no known cultural,
historic, or scenic aspects exist on-site.

B. PROJECT BACKGROUND AND HISTORY

The site was previously approved fo adllow the development of 178 residential units with
residential densities ranging from 1 dwelling unit per 5 acres {1 du/5 ac) to 4 du/ac. The site had
previcusly been constrained by the flight pafterns (arrival/departure zone] of Sunset Skyranch
Airport, located directly across Grant Line Road to the west, which limited the types of uses and
densities which could be developed in the Project areqa. While an increase in density on the
project site was not analyzed in the Environmental Impact Report for the EEGSP, the EEGSP
considered the potential for the removal of the arrival/departure zone and assumed rezoning of
the property at densities consistent with surrounding development (EEGSP p. 4-47). The proposed
Project is consistent with the direction of the EEGSP regarding the subsequent rezone of the

property,

In 2006, the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors denied renewal of the Sunset Skyranch
Airport's use permit, and as a result, airport operations have ceased.

The Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the original EEGSP EIR has been
recorded on the title of the property and is applicable to this revised Project (see Appendix A to
this IS/MND). This IS/MND proposes additional mitigation applicable to the Project. as necessary
to mitigate additional environmental impacts not previously addressed in the EEGSP EIR.

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft initiai Study/Mitigated Negative Deciaration
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INITIAL STUDY

C. PROPOSED ACTIONS ADDRESSED IN THE IS/MND

iect is requesting the following entitlements:

1. General Plan Amendment (GPA] changing the General Plan land use designations of the
Project site fram Rural Residential (RR, 0.1-05 dweling using per gross acre) and Estate
Residential (ER, 0.51-4.0 dwelling units per gross acre}, Low Density Residential (LDR, 4.1-7.0
units per acre), Public Park (PP}, and Public Open Space/Recreation {PubOS/Rec)

2. Specific Plan Amendment (SPA) amending the East Elk Grove Specific Plan to change the
land use designations on-site from Residential 5-acre lots, Residential 2-4 du/ac,
Residential 4 du/ac, Parks and Open Space to Residential 5 du/ac. Parks, and Open
Space/Drainage (see Figure 3, Specific Flan Amendment).

3. Rezoning of the 107.1-acre site from AR-10 to RD-5 and O.

4. Large-ot tentative subdivision map {TSM) of seven large residential parcels ranging in size
from 9.3 to 14.4 acres and 21 smaller parcels for landscaping, rights-of-way, parks, drainage,
etc. [see Figure 4, Tentative Subdivision Map).

5. Small-lot TSM of 321 single-family residential Iots, ranging in size from 5,440 to 6,600 square feet
{see Figure 4).

Subdivision Map(s)

As seen in Figure 4, the proposed Project would result in the potential for 391 residential lots,
which is 213 more parcels than currently approved for the Project area. The residential parcels
would be arranged along public roadways with sidewalk, curb, gutter, streetlights, and other
improvements consistent with Section 23.16.080 of the Elk Grove Municipal Code (Design
Review), which establishes an expanded design review process for all development requiring
additional site and design consideration beyond conformance with minimum standards of the
Zoning Code. Section 23.16.080(E)(1} requires applicable development to comply with the
Citywide Design Guidelines, which include design provisions for site planning. architecture,
lighting, and landscaping. The guidelines also include provisions regarding the preservation of
significant natural features and compatibility with surrounding property. Because the Project site
is flat, minimal grading would occur, and the application materials indicate there will be no soil
export from the site. A riverine seasonal wetland on the site would be modified by redirecting
seasonal flows into the linear drainage ot (Large Lot & shown in Figure 4) to accommodate
development of the Project. Utilities exist in the surrounding roadways, and no new transmission
fines, pump stations, or off-site utility improvements would be needed 1o support the Project.

The analysis assumes compliance with all applicable state, federal, and local codes and
regulations. including, but not limited to. City of Elk Grove improvement Standards, the California
Building Code, the Sacramento County Water Agency Code, the Guidance Manual of On-site
Storm Water Quality Control Measures, the State Health and Safety Code, and the State Public
Resources Code.

As the proposed Project is located within the EEGSP, the Project is required o be in compliance
with ail appropriaie poiicies, condifions, and requiremenis and «qil appropriate mitigation
measures contained in the EEGSP and EEGSP EIR. Furthermore, the EEGSP was included in the Elk
Grove General Plan {20030}, and the environmental impacts of urbanization of the EEGSP areq,
inciuding the proposed Project site, were programmaiically anaiyzed in the Eik Grove Generdi

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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INITIAL STUDY

Plan Volume 1: Draft Environmental Impact Report {2003b). This IS/MND assumes compliance
with the applicable policies, conditions, and requirements in these documents and hereby

incorporates them in the Proiect descrintion, Mitigotion meaoasures added to this Proiect are
consistent with changes in development standards in the City of Elk Grove since cerdification of
the EEGSP EIR.

Copies of the EEGSP, EEGSP EIR, Elk Grove General Plan, and Elk Grove General Plan EIR can be
viewed at the City offices at the following address Monday through Friday. during normal

business hours:

Development Services Department
8401 Laguna Palms an

Elk Grove, CA 95758
D RECULATORY R
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Additional subsequent approvais and permits that may be required from local, regional, state,

ond federal agencies in the processing of the proposed Project that this Mitigated Negative
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Declaration may be used 1o support include, but are not limited to, the following:
+ United States Army Corps of Engineers {LISACE]
» Cdlifornia Department of Fish and Wildlife {CDFW)
« Central Vadlley Regional Water Quality Control Board (CVRWQCB)
» Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD)
s Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (SRCSD)
¢ Sacramento County Water Agency

¢« Cosumnes Community Services District Park and Recreation

s Cosumnes Community Services District Fire Department

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
12
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RESIDENTIAL 5 RESIDENTIAL § DU/AG 83.2 +932
PARKS PARKS 8.0 67 -1.3
OPEN SPACE-DRAINAGE |DRAINAGE CORRIDOR 186 0 -5
OPEN SPACE-WETLANDS |WE TLAND CORRIDOR 32 7.2 + 4.0
107.1 107.1 0
AG AG
Seurca: Wood Rodgerns 2013
o %0 50 ‘\ Figure 3
el N Specific Plon Amendment
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INITIAL STUDY

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST
A. BACKGROUND
1. Project Title:
Fieldstone North
2 lamd Amancuy Mamua andd AdAcrase
1) L= " L Hycl Me F IS W AW a9
City of Elk Grove
Development Services Department
8401 Laguna Palms Way
Elk Grove, CA 95758
3 Contact Person and Phone Number:
Gerald Park, Senior Planner
8401 Laguna Paims Way
Elk Grove, CA 95758
(916) 478-3471
4. Project Location:
The Project site is located west of the intersection of Bradshaw Road and Grant
Line Road in the eastern portion of the City of Elk Grove. The site is identified by
Assessor’s Parcel Number [APN) 134-0110-154 and is located within the East Elk
Grove Specific Plan (EEGSP) area. which was approved in 1995,
5. Project Sponsor's Name and Address:
Thad Johnson
Pappas Investments
2020 L Street, 5 Hoor
Sacramento, CA 95814
é. General Plan Designation:
Rural Residential, Estate Residential, and Low Density Residential
7. Description of Project:
The proposed Project is requesting entitlements for a General Plan Amendment,
Specitic Plon Amendment, Rezone, Large-Lot Tentative Subdivision Map, and
Small-Lot Tentative Subdivision Map. The entilements would dilow for the
development of 391 residential units on 107.1 acres.
8. Surrounding Land Uses and Sefting:
The Project site is surrounded by land designated for suburban residential uses to
the north, west, and south. Lands at the northwest corner of the Project site have
aready been developed. Lands to the north, west, and south have been
City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North

October 2073

17
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INITIAL STUDY

approved for residential development. Lands east of the Project site are
occupied by rural residential and agricultural uses. The former Sunset Skyranch
Airport is located directly adiacent to the Project site on the east side of Grant

line Road.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially offected by this project
involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact,” as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages. Potentially significant impacts that are mitigated to *Less Than
Significant” are not shown here.

Agriculture and Forestry

(] Aesthetics ] ResoUrCas L1 Air Quaiity
[J Biological Resources [] Cultural Resources [0 Geology and Soils
. Hazards/Hazardous Hydrology/Water

(0 Greenhouse Gas Emissions [ ] Materials ] Quality

[ Land Use/Planning [l Mineral Resources L] Noise

[0 Population/Housing [0 Public Services [l Recreation

O Transportation/Traffic [] Utiities/service Systems [  Mandatory Findings

H Jlul LUl IS

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
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C.

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

g

X

| find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the
environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because of the incorporated
mifigation measures and revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the
project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

1 find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and
an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “"potentially significant impact” or
“potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one
effect (1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable
legal standards, and {2) has been addressed by mifigation measures based on the
earlier analysis as described on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects [a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and {b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed
upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

K A(Dh

5ol Yande fzs1\s
Signature Date !

Gerald Park Senior Planner

Printed Name Title

Clty of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft Initiol Study/Mitigoted Negotive Declaration
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D. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

l‘._.-\.lﬁ ok Bl rnE o s PR Py | PR ) ....n .u-n.-u-n.nlu—ul N g I o e .._1. .y o LI_._ | PR [ R,
cGCn o5 me TSIHRIUTINGD lrl IIIt:' TQUUWIT Y SHIVITUTHTICT T UGG RIS FLIRT CLUUTNTT G TR WIS UG U
involved, including projectlevel, cumulative, on-site, off-site, indirect, construction, ond

operational impacts. A brief explanation is provuded for all answers and supported by the
information sources cited. As noted above, this is a supplement 10 the East Bk Grove Specific

Plan EIR that evaluates the extent to which the analysis in that EIR adequately analyzes potential
effects of the Project as currently proposed.

1. A "No Impact” answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources
show that the impact simply does not apply to projects like the one involved {e.g., the

e P T R lat B aNrlatar=

reimet Falle ~a el
Pluj\t\.—l TAID WU TR A AW TU R TV LT I ).

2. A 'Less Than Significant Impact” applies when the preposed project would not result in a
l‘llhl‘“ rntiml A A ares ~Alcnos i tha anviranrmmoant Thic imemeset laval Aoase o nsd reveanires
SUSSTANTIGE QNG aoverse onay QT Wi s COiveOninniG i, g ol iSvor Qo NioH SQuin

mitigation measures.

w

A "lace Thaoan Si
A Less InQ Y

nificant Impact With Miti

proposed project would not result in a substantial and adverse
environment after additional mitigation measures are applied.

4, “Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an

effect is significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when
the determination is made, an EIR is requ lired,

5. "New Impact or Increase Severity of Previous Significant Impact2” This column states
whether the proposed Project would result in any of the conditions described in CEQA

Guidelines Section 15162 requiring preparation of a subsequent EIR.

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
20
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4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

New Impact

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than No g::fi:ea;:
Significant Impact with Significant Imnact pmwz.e
Impact Mitigation Impact L .
Incorporated s'ﬁ:::é?:‘ t
1 ACCTHETIOC Wianld tha aeniadst
t MALJITFIL T IJ:, FFUMIU LIIC Pl\l]“l
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on D o ] < No

a scenic vista?

by Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 4 ] O] ™ No
historic buildings within a state
scenic highway?

¢}  Substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of the site
and its surroundings?

O
0
<
O
Z

d) Create a new source of substantial
light or glare that would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the [ [ U [ No
area?

EXISTING SETTING

Crry OF ELK GROVE

Dominant visual features within the City of Elk Grove include urbanized land uses, open sections
of the valley floor, agricultural land uses, rivers and creeks, and various species of frees. Because
the City is topographically flat, views of these resources are available from roadways throughout
the City. Oak trees, streams, creeks, and rivers are among the maost significant natural visual
features in Elk Grove. In addition, the Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge, the Sacramento
River, and the Cosumnes River are located just outside of the City in unincorporated
Sacramento County, Distant views of the Sierra Nevada and Coastal ranges can be visible from

the City under clear conditions (Eik Grove 2003b, p. 4.13-1).
PROIECT SITE

The Project site is undeveloped. Vegetation on-site is mostly non-native grass remaining from the
rlrvlnnr-i fnrm|nn A riverine seasonal wetland hisects the Pl’ﬁIP{"f cite into the eastern and western

sides. Elk Grove Creek is located at the southern portion of Ihe Project site, along with a stand of
less than a dozen trees and sparse riparian vegetation.

AESTHETIC CHARACTER OF THE SURROUNDING ARFA

mant ayxicte to the narth and northwect of the Prhlnr‘! site, and the Sonoma

™
™ LR} ¥ TR TS S S e S

subdivision has been developed to the southwest. Sonoma Creek is not directly adjacent
roject site but can be seen from the site. Areas to the west and south, while not yet

de\'feloped ore hlnnnnr{ ond mnhrnvnr’l for resiclential dnvnlnnmnn‘f Two lots near the northeast

porfion of the Prolec’r site, but no’r located within the Project snte, are currently developed with
City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 . Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

21



INITIAL STUDY

rural residential uses. Another rural residential lof is located west of Grant Line Road and is
entirely surrounded by the Project site. As such, the visual character of the surroundlng area to

n tha Aracsses

o ek H o ~ ok
I RS P AILAL DD G UNoGNIZIN 'U

o vasmet nA et e AeanciAdAaraA Drban
TG s, VVG.)I, ui'u JuUI 2 A RIuAr

~
(BN R LWL o] LW Loy owry wi AT E M4l F

East of Grant Line Road are rural residential and agricultural uses in unincorporated Sacramento

CAatinty e wall e tha farmar CQoaineat Slhurmmerbh Airmsrt Tha Praioct eita ic the lIncatian whoares tha
LUy, e WO WS oS TUNIIGT SUNiauil ORy s A, i T oupond suio o s dOLUNRUHT WORsTD 1S

visual character of the surrounding area begins to transition from urban and residential uses to
the west of Grant Line Road to agricultural and rural to the east of Grant Line Road. The

aesthetic character of Grant Line Road, which provides the main arterial access to the areq,

includes a mix of urban development close 1o State Route (SR} 99 and a transition to agricultural
and rural residential uses as one fravels east from the Project site.

SCENIC VISTAS AND STATE SCENIC HIGHWAYS

~ s o ~F Tl It h »MA
I Ty Wi L IOVE | LIR \JIUVU AUUOU’ FINGi

TL‘\I\-"\ J-err\ inn T -t

Inmcic i ic Gs in th Oig, neie Giig No
officially designated state scenic highways in the City orin the surroundmg a (Catltrans 2013).
Ali~ g ris ar L moarier— anrmy ThoawsTs [ Y 1

INTGA T LIME LI TING ANLY LAY 1IME ULAKRE

unoeve@pea The only source of nighitiime lighiing in ihe vicinily of the Project site is The singie-
family residential development located to the north and southwest within the EEGSP. Areas east
of the Projecf site are characterized by agricultural uses and rural development, which produce
iow levels of nighitime iighting. The undeveioped iand 10 the south and west currenily inciudes
no sources of nighttime lighting.

The areas surrounding the Project site do not contain s ylime gidre, which generaily
results from commercial and industrial developments that use reflective building materials.

MBew v ar—e B I [ ¥} a - v AA

rROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MIEASURES

a-b) No Impact. There are no scenic vistas or designated state scenic highways in the vicinity
of the Project sife. Therefore, there is no impact. There is no new or subsianiiaily more
severe significant impact.

[

Less Than Significani impdci. The EiR 2C EEGSFP

E R assessed the pOTenTIGI for the EEGSP to affect
the aesthetic character of Th e surrounding areqs, in particular the Old Town Elk Grove
Special Planning Area (SPA). The EIR disclosed that due to the large nature of the EEGSP
agred, it wouid be very appareni inal ine addiiional aciliviiy resuiting from ihe EEGSP Could
affect the Special Planning Area's character. The EEGSP EIR provided mitigation that
required developmen'r within the EEGSP Town Center to keep with the "“old downtown"
character found in Oid Town Bik Grove. The EIR did not require miligation for changes in
visual character that would result from the large-scale development of residential uses

throughout the remainder of the EEGSP areaq.

EGSP E

(2]
—

The Project is surrounded by existing and planned residential development to the north,
west, and southwest. These homes can be described generolly as one- and two- siory
structures with slopeu roofs, garagess, ana |unuSCGpihg in the front and dlong pubiic
streets. The public sfreet improvements include sidewalks, planting areas, and streetlights.
The low density residential currently approved for the Project site is less than that of the
surrounding development and was onginally approveda due to the lond use restrictions

associated with operation of the former Sunset Skyranch Airport. The proposed density and

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
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d)

intensity of development is consistent with the other development in the EEGSP. The
proposed Project would not result in substantial changes to visual character compared to
those previously disclosed in the adopted EIR.

The proposed Project would dllow for future residential development in an established
residential area, and development of the Project site would be required to comply with
the City’s Zoning Code and Design Guidlelines as well as mitigation measures established
in the MMRP for the adopted EEGSP EIR. While the proposed Project would increase the
density and intensity of residenfial development above that in the EEGSP. the EEGSP EIR
has already considered the initial change of the Project site from rural agriculture to
suburban uses. In addition, while an increase in density on the project site was not
analyzed in the EEGSP EIR, the EEGSP considered the potential for the removal of the
arrival/departure zone, assuming development of the property at densities consistent
with surrounding development. The proposed change wil result in development
consistent with the existing development in the EEGSP adjacent to or near the proposed
Project. The increase in densily is considered a minor incremental change to the EEGSP.
Therefore, because the proposed Project would not result in a substantial increase in the
severity of this impact, the previous EIR adequately addresses this impact. There is no new
or substantially more severe significant impact.

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the proposed Project will introduce new
light sources onto the currently undeveloped Project site. Nighttime lighting levels on the
Project site will increase over cument nonexistent lighting levels and could result in
adverse efftects to adjacent land uses through the “spiling over" of light into these areas
and "“sky glow" conditions. Although the proposed Project includes more residential units
per acre than assumed in the EEGSP EIR, the Project would be consistent with all of the
other land uses envisioned by the EEGSP, which anticipated residential development in
this peortion of the EEGSP area. Residential development of the Project site was also
assumed in the Elk Grove General Plan {2003a}, and the environmental impacts of
urbanization of the EEGSP area were analyzed in the Elk Grove General Plan Volume 1:
Draft Environmental Impact Report {2003b). Development on the Project site will be
subject to the City's Zoning Code, which contains ocutdoor lighting standards that include
shielding regquirements, maximum level of illumination, and height of outdoor light fixtures.
Bk Grove Municipal Code (Design Review) establishes an expanded design review
process for all development requiring additional site and design consideration beyond
conformance with minimum standards of the Zoning Code. Section 23.16.080(E)(1)
requires applicable development to comply with the Citywide Design Guidelines, which
include design provisions for site planning, architecture, lighting, and landscaping. The
following guideline for residential development for lighting would apply to the Project:

"23) Street lighting along local residential streets shall be designed at a
pedestrian scale with a maximum height of 14 feet."

In addition, the following guidelines for nonresidential development would apply to the
park, roadways. and landscaping located within the Project site, which would aid in
reducing adverse impacts associated with ighting:

"'37) Exterior site lighting shall be designed so that light is not directed off the
site and the light source is shieided downward from direct off-site viewing.

"39) Light features shall be located and designed with cut-off lenses to
avoid light spili and giare on adjaceni properties. in order fo minimize iigni

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Diraii initial Siudy/Miiigated Negaiive Declaration
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trespass on residential structures directly abutting a nonresidential site,
ilumination measured at the nearest residential structure or rear yard/side
vard setback line shall not exceed the moon's potential ambient
illumination of one-tenth {0.1) foot-candle. This measurement is not taken at
the preperty line, but at the nearest location of a residential structure
{reauired rear vard or side vard sethack line).

“40) Except as otherwise exempt, all outdoor lighting for nonresidential
development shall be constructed with full shielding. Where the light source
from an outdoor light fixture is visible beyond the property line, shielding shall
be required to reduce glare so that the light source is not visible from within
any existing or future residential dwelling unit.

"41} Qutdoor light fixtures used to illuminate architectural or landscape
features should use a narrow cone of light for the purpose of confining the
light fo the object of interest and minimize light trespass and glare.
Appropriate level of illumination will be determined during the required
design review.”

Compliance with applicable City regulations would ensure that lighting impacts would
remain less than significant even with the increase in density and intensity on the Project
site. Therelore, because the proposed Project would not result in ¢ substantial increase in
the severity of this impact, the EEGSP EIR adeguately addresses this impact. There is no
new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No new mifigation required.

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
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New
Less Than Impact or
Potentially Significant Less Than . Increase
Significant Impact With Significant I o t Severity of
Impact Mitigation Empact mpac Previous
Incorporated Significant
Impact?

2. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997), prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmiand, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the
farmland Mapping and Monitoring
Program of the California Resources
Agency, to nonagricultural use?

o
[
[
X
3

b} Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act ] ] M X No

contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or
cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code
Section 12220(g), timberland ({(as
defined by Public Resources Code
Section 4526 and by Government O U O X No
Code Section 51104{f)), or timberland
zoned Timberland Production (as
defined by Government Code Section
51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forestiand or
conversion of forestland to non-forest ] ] O X No

e ?

uses

e} Involve other changes in the existing
environment, which due to their
focation or nature, could resuit in

. No
conversion of Farmland to D D E] D
nonagricultural use or conversion of
forestland to non-forest use?

EXISTING SETTING

As of 2010, Sacramento County contained approximately 211,744 acres of agricultural land
designhated as Important Farmland by the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMF}.
FMMP is a non-regulatory program within the California Department of Conservation (DOC) that
produces Important Farmland maps ond stotistical data used for analyzing impacts on
California's agricultural rescurces. The Important Farmland maps identify five agriculture-related
categories—Prime Farmiand, Farmiand of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmiand, Farmiand of
Local Importance, and Grazing Land—rated according to soil quality and irrigation status. The
FMMP also includes categories from Urban and Built-Up Land and Other Land (DOC 2013).

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North

October 2013 Dirafit initial Study/viitigaied Negaiive Declaraiion
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The maijority of agricultural land uses in the City are considered fallow (vacant or underutilized).
Few crops are grown in the City itself, and no major commercial agricultural operations occur
within the City limits, though small family farms do exist. Much of the remaining agricultural land
uses are expected to be converted to urban land uses as the City continues to develop.

Although the City's General Plan designates a large area of the City {generally east of Bradshaw
I?nn('l\ for rural uses, the small nnrm:l sizes in this area will most hkplv limit nnnrnlh woll uses to

“hobby" farming. the raising of onlmols either for personal enjoyment or on g smoll commercial
scale, or the growing of specialty crops such as nursery plants.

The 2009 Important Farmland Map for Sacramento County designates the proposed Project site as
Other Land and the mgjority of the surrounding sites to the north, west, and south as either Other Land
or Urhan and Built-lny Lond. The man alse confirms that the Proiect site is not under Wiliamson Act

confract (DOC 2009).

PROIECT IMPACTS AND MITICATION MEASLIRES

q) No Impact. The proposed Project site is designated by the FMMP as Other Land.

Therefore, implementation of the nroposed Project would not result in the conversion of

R AR L B S L] e T TS ¥ i

Prime Formlond, Unique Fcnrmlond or Farmiand of Statewide Importance to a
nonagricultural use, and no impact would occur. There is no new or substantially more

severe significant imnact,

b) No Impact. The Project site is not under a Wiliamson Act contract. There are lands to the
eqast of the Project site that are under Williamson Act contracts. While the increased
density associated with the proposed Project would result in 213 more homes than
assumed in the EEGSP EIR, the additional housing is not expected to interfere with nearby
zoning for aagricultural vses or Williamson Act contracts. In addition, lands to the east of
Grant Line Road are outside of Sacramente County's Urban Services Boundary and are
theretore expected to remain in agricultural production, enabling those lands to
maintain their Willicmson Act contract status. The EEGSP FIR considered the conversion of

the Project site to nonagricultural use. Because housing is approved for the Project area

as part of the EEGSP, and the proposed Project only increases the density of the housing
analyzed in the EEGSP EIR, the proposed Project would not result in conflicts with existing
zoning for agricultural uses or a Wiliamson Act contract that were not previously
considered. Because the proposed Project would not result in a substantial increase in
the severity of this impact. the previous EIR adeaquately addresses this impact. There is no

new or substantially more severe significant impact. o

c) No Impact. Neither the City of Ek Grove nor Sacramento County contains any land zoned
for foresttand, timberond, or timberand production. Therefore, no impact would occur.
There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

d) No Impact. Neither the City of Elk Grove nor Sacramento County contains any forestland
other than urban forest. Therefore, no impact would occur, There is no new or
substantially more severe significant impact.

e) Less Than Significant Impact. The placement of nonagricultural uses adjacent to
agricuitural uses can result in conflicts that inadvertently place growth pressure on
agricuitural lands to convert to urban uses. Although the Project site is defined as Other
Land and does not include any farmland, tands to the east of the Project site are in
unincorporated Sacramento County and are designated by the FMMP as Prime
Farmiand. Even so, implementation of the proposed Project would not be expected to

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Dratt Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
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place pressure on this farmland o convert to nonagricultural uses, as the proposed
Project is consistent with the development of land as identified within the EEGSP, which
anticinated a conversion of agricultural land uses to urban development, In addition,
lands to the east of Grant Line Road are outside of Sacramento County's Urban Service

Boundary. so the County, which has jurisdiction over those areqs, is unlikely to allow for
urban growth east of Grant Line Road. Therefore, the proposed Proiect would not involve
changes in the existing environment that could indirectly result in the conversion of
farmland to nonagricultural use. The previous EIR adequately addresses this impact, and

there is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Diraft initiai Stody/Mitigated Negative Deciaration
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New
Less Than Impact or
Patentially Significant Less Than N Increase
Significant Impact With Significant I ° t Severity of
Impact Mitigation Impact mpac Previous
Incorporated Significant
Impact?

3. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or
air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project;

a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air ] ] X ] No

auality plan?

b) Violate any air quality standard or
contribute substantially to an existing ] ) ] ] No

o o Alibu il abian?
or pluj\:\.tcu air Quadiiily vidiauond

¢} Result in a cumulatively considerable
net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the project is nonattainment
under applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standards?

d} Expose  sensitive  receptors  to
substantial pollutant concentrations{ ] O I O No

No

]
]
X
O]

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people?

]
£l
]
D

REGIONAL SETTING

The proposed Project is located in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin {SVAB), which is under the
jurisdiction of the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District [SMAQMD). The
SVAB is relatively fial, bordered by mouniains 1o the east, west, and north and by the San
Joaquin Valley to the south. Air flows into the SYAB through the Carguinez Strait, moving across
the Sacramento Delta, and bringing with it pollutants from the heavily populated San Francisco
Bay Area. The climate s chnaracierized by hol, diy summers and cooi, rainy winiers,
Characteristic of SVAB winter weather are periods of dense and persistent low-level fog, which
are most prevalent between storm systems. From May to October, the region's intense heat and
UM mgm iead 1o IIIUH ozone poilutant conceniralions. Summer inversions are strong and frequent,
but are less troublesome than those that occur in the fall. Autumn inversions, formed by warm air
subsiding in a region of high pressure, have accompanying light winds that do not provide

adeqguate dispersion of air poliutants,

Winds across Elk Grove, which encomposses the Project site, are an ]mpor’rc:m‘ me’reoroiogicol
parameter because they confrol the dilution of locally generated air poilutant ernissions and
their regional trgjectory. Based on data obtained from the Sacramento Executive Airport, the

closest station to the City that measures wind speed and direction, southwest winds are the most

predominant {CARB 1992).
Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013

28



INITIAL STUDY

Meteorological Influences on Air Quality

Ranminnal flow nottarnce Aaffect air auality natterns by diracting nollitante downwind of sourcec
regiona Tow patiermns aiteC! air quaiity paiternsg Dy aireciing potuianis cownwing Of sources,

Localized meteorological conditions, such as moderate winds, disperse pollutanis and reduce
poliutant concentrations. However, the mountains surrounding the Sacramento Valley can

cregte a barrier to qirflow, which can trap air pollutants in the valley when metecrological
conditions are right and a temperature inversion exists, The highest frequency of air stagnation
occurs in the autumn and early winter when large high-pressure cells lie over the valley. The lack
heating reduces the influx of outside air and allows air pollutants to become concentrated in a
stable volume of air. The surface concentrations of pollutants are highest when these conditions
are combined with smoke from agricultural burming or when temperature inversions tran cool air,

fog, and pollutants near the ground [SMAGQMD 201 1q).

or light winds, with the delta sea breeze arriving in the afterncon out of the southwest. Usually the
evening breeze transports the airborne pollutants to the north out of the valley. During about
half of the days from July to Seplember, however, a phenomenon called the Schultz Eddy
prevents this from occurring. Instead of allowing for the prevailing wind patterns to move north
and carry the pollutants cut of the valley, the Schuliz Eddy causes the wind pattern to circle
back south. Essentially. this phenomenon causes the air pollutants to be blown south toward the
Sacramento area, which exacerbates the pollution levels in the area and increases the
likelihood of violating federal or state standards {SMAQMD 2011a]).

The ozone season {May through QOctober} in the valley is characterized by stagnant morning air

LOCAL SETTING

Criteria air pollutants are defined as those pollutants for which the federal and state
governments have established qir qudlity standards for outdoor or ambient concentrations to
protect public health. The national and Cdlifornia ambient air quality standards have been set
at levels to protect human health with a determined margin of safety. For some pollutants, there
are also secondary standards to protect the envircnment. Ozone and particulate matter [PM)
are generally considered to be regional pollutants because they or their precursors affect air
quality on a regional scale. Pollutants such as carbon monoxide (CQ), nifrogen dioxide (NO2),
sulfur dioxide (SO2). and lead are considered to be local pollutants because they tend to
accumulate in the air locally. In addition to being considered a regional pollutant, PM is
considered a Jocal pollutant. In the Btk Grove region, ozone and PM are of particular concern
(PM equal to or less than 10 microns is referred fo as PMig, and PM less than 2.5 microns in
diameter is known as PMas).

Ambient air qudlity in the City, and thus at the Project site, can be inferred from ambient air
qudlity measurements conducted at air qualily monitoring stations. There is one air quality
menitoring station in the City located at Elk Grove-Bruceville Road, which monitors ambient
concentrations of ozone. Concenirations of ozone, PMig, and PMas were obtained from a
nearby monitoring station located in the City of Sacramento {Sacramento-T Street air monitoring
station) [see Table 1). Ambient emission concentrations will vary due to locdlized variations in
emission sources and climate and should be considered "“generally" representative of ambient
concentrations affecting the Project site.

Table 1 summarizes the last three years of published data from the Elk Grove-Bruceville Road
monitoring station and the Sacramento-T Street air monitoring station. As depicted in Table 1,
state and federal ozone and PM standards have been exceeded on several occasions during
the last three years of available data.
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TABLE 1

AMBIENT AIR QUALITY MONITORING DATA FOR THE CITY OF ELK GROVE

Pollutant Standards 2010 2011 2012
Elk Grove-Bruceville Road Air Quality Monitoring Station
Ozone
Max 1-hour concentration (ppm) 0.106 0.097 0.093
Max 8-hour concentration (ppm) (stateffederal} 0.089/0.089 0.081/0.080 0.087/0.086
Number of days above state 1-hr standard 1 1 0
Number of days above state/federal 8-hour standard 6/2 6/ 1175
Sacramento-T Street Air Quality Monitoring Station
Ozone
Max 1-hour concentration (ppm) 0.092 0.100 0.104
Max B-hour concentration (ppm) (state/federal) 0.74/0.74 0.87/0.87 0.93/0.92
Number of days above state 1-hr standard 0 1 1
Number of days above siaie/federal 8-hour standard 1/0 5/1 5/4
Respirable Particulate Matter (PM )
Max 24-hour concentration (ug/m3) (stateffederal) 53.9/53.5 42.2/38.8 36,7/736.2
Number of days above stateffederal standard 6.1/0 0/0 0/0
Fine Particulate Matter (PMzs)
Max 24-hour concentration (ug/m3) (state/federal) 37.0/306 50.5/ 50.5 40.8/27.1
Number of days above state/federal standard -{0 ~-/18.4 -/0

Source: CARB 2013a

ugim’ = micrograms per cubic meter; ppm = parts per million

— Insufficient or no data currently available to determine the value

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a)

Less Than Significant Impact. The SMAQMD coordinates the work of government
agencies, businesses, and private citizens to achieve and maintain healthy air quality for
the Sacramento area. The SMAQMD develops market-based programs to reduce
emissions associated with mobile sources, processes permits, ensures compliance with
permit conditions and with SMAGMD rules and regulations, and conducts long-term
planning related to air quality.

Sacramentoe County, and thus Elk Grove, is classified as a nonattainment region for both
federal and state ozone, PMio, and PMas standards {CARB 2013b). Since Sacramento
County is ciassified a nonattainment area, the SMAQMD is required to submit air quaiity
plans and rate-of-progress milestone evaluations in accordance with the federal Clean Air
Act, The SMAQMD air quality attainment plans and reports, which include the Sacramento
Regionai 8-Hour Qzone 2011 Reasonable Furfther Progress Pian (2008) and PMg
Implementation/Maintenance Plan and Re-Designation Request for Sacramento County
{2010), present comprehensive strategies to reduce the ozone precursor poliutants,

reactive organic gases [ROG) and nitrous oxides {NOxj, as well as PM emissions from

Fieldstone North
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

30

City of Elk Grove
October 2013



INITIAL STUDY

b)

stationary, areq, mobile, and indirect scurces. The Sacramenfo Regional 8-Hour Ozone
2011 Reasonable Further Progress Plan includes the information and analyses to fulfill
Clean Air Act reqguirements for demonstrating reasonable further progress toward
attaining the 8-hour ozone natfional ambient air gqudlity standards [NAAQS) for the
Sacramento region. In addition, this plan establishes an updated emissions inventory and
maintains existing motar vehicle emission budaets for transportation conformity purposes.
The PM1o Implementation/Maintenance Plan and Re-Designation Request for Sacramento
County attempts to fulfill the requirements for the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
to redesignate Sacramento County from nonattainment to attainment of the PMio national

ambient air quality standards.

According to SMAQMD guidance {2011a), if the Project results in a change in a
designated land use and comresponding substantial increases in vehicle miles traveled
{VMT}, the resultant increase in VMT may be unaccounted for in regional emissions
inventories contained in the regional air quality control plans described above, which
are based on local planning documents and general plans. Substantial increases in VMT
that are not accounted for in the emissions inventary of these air quaility plans may
conflict with these air quality plans and therefore result in a contribution to the region's
existing air quality nonattainment status.

The proposed Project is requesting a General Plan Amendment, Specific Plan
Amendment, and Rezone. These proposad entitiements will allow for the development of
391 residential uses on 107.1 acres, a 213-unit increase over the 178 units that were
approved in the EEGSP,

According to the trip generation rates identified in the transportation impact study (Fehr
& Peers 2013} prepared for the Project, the additional 213 units will generate an
additionai 2,025 daily traffic trips. The SMAQMD {2008) estimates a total of 6% million VMT
in Sacramento County in 2015 and 75 million VMT in Sacramento County in 2020. If each
of the 2,025 daily traffic frips spanned 20 miles, the result would be 40,511 VMT, which is
an increase of 0.06 percent of the estimated VMT in 2015.

Although the Project would result in an increase in trips compared to that analyzed in the
EEGSP EIR, the resultant VMT from trips generated by the Project would not constitute @
substantial increase in VMT from that anticipated in the applicable air quality control
plans and the Project would not conflict with the Sacramento Regional 8-Hour Ozone
2011 Reasonable Further Progress Plan or the PMy Implementation/Maintenance Plan and
Re-Designafion Request for Sacramento County. This impact is less than significant. There is
no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. State and federal air quality
standards are often exceeded in many parts of the SVAB. A discussion of the Project’s
potential short-term construction-period and long-term operational-period air gquality
impacts is provided below.

CONSTRUCTION EMISSIONS

Three basic sources of short-term emissions would be generated by the proposed Project:
the cperation of construction vehicles (i.e., excavators, trenchers, dump trucks), the
creation of fugitive dust during clearing and grading, and the use of asphalt or other oil-
based substances during paving activities. Construction activities such as excavation
and grading operations, and construction vehicle traffic, as well as wind blowing over
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exposed saoils, would generate exhaust emissions and fugitive parficulate matter
emissions that would affect local air quality at various times during construction. Effects
would be variable depending on the weather, soil conditions, the amount of activity
taking place. and the nature of dust conirol efforts. The dry climate of the area during
the summer months creates a high potential for dust generation.

Construction activities would be subject to SMAQMD Rule 403, which requires taking
reasonable precautions to prevent the emissions of fugitive dust, such as using water or
chemicals for contral of dust during construction operations, the construction of
roadways, or the clearing of land where possible and applying asphalt, oil, water, or
suitable chemicals on dirf roads, materials, stockpiles, and other surfaces, which can give
rise to airborne dust.

In addition, the City's Land Grading and Erosion Control Code requires projects in Ek
Grove disturbing 350 cubic vards or more of soil or 1 or more acres of land to prepare an
erosion and sediment control plan specifying best management practices (BMPs) for
erosion and sediment confrol, and provides legal authority to Elk Grove for inspections
and enforcement needed to ensure compliance with the ordinance.

The SMAQMD has established methods to guantity air emissions associated with
construction activities. Emissions would vary from day to day, depending on the level of
activity, the specific type of construction activity occurring, and, for fugitive dust,
prevailing weather conditions. The construction air quality emissions are summarized in
Table 2.

TABLE 2
CONSTRUCTION-RELATED CRITERIA POLLUTANT AND PRECURSOR EMISSIONS
(POUNDS PER DAY)

Reaciive Carbon Suifur Coarse Fine
Construction Phases Organic l\!ltrogen Monoxide Dioxide Particulate Padlcglate
Gases (ROG) Oxide (NOx) (CO) (SO2) Matter Matter
(PMag) (PM2.5)
Construction of 391 Units 80.5 80.8 52.9 0.0 11.4 7.3
SMAQMD Potentially 85
Cigrifirant lnnmart Theaekh ol - Uy X - - - -
JISIIIIILC‘IIL IIII'JG.LI. Trncanuid PUUIIU fUﬂy
Exceed SMAQMD _ No _ _ _
Threshold? -

Source: CalEEMod version 2013.2. Emissions quantification accounts for SMAQMD Rule 403 requirement to apply water for dust
control as well as SMAQMD Rule 442, which limits ROG content in architectural coatings. The Project development footprint
accounts for 22 acres of proposed open space. Refer to Appendix A for model data outputs.

As shown in Table 2, Project emissions resulting from construction would not exceed the
SMAQMD significance criterion of 85 pounds per day of NOx.

The proposed Project has the potential 1o exceed the PMie standard. While construction
impacts are temporary and would cease once construction is completed, they
nevertheless would have an effect on particulate matter emissions while such activities
occur. The SMAGQMD provides screening criteria that can also be used for the evaluation
of construction-generated PMio, based on the overall maximum daily area of disturbance
associated with proposed proiects. While the Project would be reauired to prepare an

erosion and sediment control plan pursuant to the City's Land Grading and Erosion Control
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Code if Project construction would disturic 350 or more cubic yards of scil or more than 1
acre, in accordance with the SMAGMD criteria described above, areas of daily
disturbance in excess of SMAQMD screening criteria {15 acres) would be considered
potentially significant. Mitigation measure AIR-1 ensures that the area of disturbance for
future construction does not exceed 15 acres per day.

OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS

The SMAQMD hoas qlso established significance thresholds to evu!uu e the potential
impacts associated with long-term Project operations (SMAQMD 2011q). Regional air

Project operations mclude area source emissions,

Arﬁﬁ CALIrrE nmmmr\nc r‘r\mnrrca

S T ey

pollutant emissions associated with

energy-use emissions, and maobile source emissions,

emissions from fuel combustion from space and water heating, landscape maintenance
equipment, evaporative emissions from architectural coatings and consumer products,
and ||nnn=rm|+h=d emissions from d’nhnnnr\/ sources. Energy-use emissions
emismons from on-site natural gas usage, ond mobile source emissions comprise emissions

from automobiles.

comnrice
comprnse

Operational area source emissions, energy-use emissions, and mobile source emissions
{e.g.. frucks, cars, parking lot sweepers) for the proposed Project were calculated using
the CalEEMed air quality model [Appendix A). As shown in Table 3. the Project's net
emissions would not exceed SMAQMD thresholds for NOx and ROG. Note that emissions
rates differ from summer to winter, because weather factors are dependent on the
season, and these factors affect pollutant mixing/dispersion. ozone formation, etc.
Regional operations emissions would not result in a significant long-term regional air
quality impact.

TABLE 3
LONG-TERM UNMITIGATED OPERATIONAL EMISSIONS (POUNDS PER DAY)

Reactive . Carbeon Sulfur C(farse Fine
. . Nitrogen . .. Particulate Particulate
Operations Organic . Monoxide Dioxide
Gases (ROG) Oxide (NOx) (€O S0 Matter Matter
(PM10) (PMzs)
Summer Emissions — Pounds per Day (Unmitigated)
391 Single-ramily
Residential Units 52.5 27.7 162.8 0.3 21.0 6.1
Winter Emissions — Pounds per Day (Unmitigated)
391 Single-Family
Residential Units 55.6 31a 167.3 0.2 21.0 6.1
SMAQMD Potentially 65 65 _ B a a
Significant Impact Threshold | pounds/day pounds/day
Exceed SMAQMD ai N _ - - -
Threshold? " g

Source: CalEEMod version 2013.2. Trip Generation rates per the Transportation Impact Study (Fehr & Peers 2013) prepared for the

Project. Refer to Appendix A for model data outputs.

Also as shown in Table 3, Project emissions resulting from long-term operations would not
exceed the SMAQMD significance criteria of é5 pounds per day of either ROG or NOx.
Mitigaiion measure AiR-1 iimifs construction ground disturbance to 15 acres per day,

Fieldstone North

City of Elk Grove
October 2013

33

Dirait initiai Study/Mitigated Negative Deciaration



INITIAL STUDY

which would ensure the Project would not exceed SMAQMD's criterion for PMia.

Therefore, operational-related air quality impacts will be considered less than significant.
There is no new or substantially more severe significant imnact,

Mitigation Measures

AIR-1

)
—

d)

To ensure generation of PMio does not exceed standards, ground-disturbing
activities during construction shall not exceed the SMAQMD's screening criterion

ot 15 acres on any day.
Timing/implementation: During construction acfivities
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Eik Grove Planning Department

Less Than Significant Impact. Due to the region’s nonattainment status for ozone and
PMio, the SMAQMD considers projects that are both consistent with all applicable air
guality plans, which are intended to bring the basin into attainment for all critena
pollutants, and below SMAQMD significance thresholds of the ozone precursor poilutants
(i.e.. ROG and Ny}, to have less than significant cumulative impacts. As discussed in ltem
a), the proposed Project would not conflict with either the Sacramento Regional 8-Hour
Ozone 2011 Reasonable Further Progress Plan or the PMin Implementation/Maintenance
Plan and Re-Designation Request for Sacramento County since the incregse in VMT by the
Project represents a small fraction of the estimated VMT. As discussed in ltem b},
predicted long-term operational emissions attributable to the proposed Project will not
exceed SMAQMD significance thresholds. As such, cumulative impacts would be less than
significant per the SMAQMD significance threshold since the Project would not conflict with
applicable air guality plans or exceed SMAQMD significance thresholds. Therefore, the
Project's contribution would not be cumulatively considerable, and the impact would be
considered less than significant. There is no new or substantially meore severe significant
impact.

Less Than Significant Impact. Sensitive land uses are generally defined as locations where
people reside or where the presence of air emissions couid adversely affect the use of
the land. Typical sensitive receptors include residents, schoolchildren, hospital patients,
and the elderly. The Elk Grove General Plan considers residences to be "sensitive
receptors” in relation to air quality issues. The Project site is located within the EEGSP areq,
which anticipated residential, commercial, and industrial land uses. There are currently
residential land uses to the north of the Project site.

Air Toxics

The Project would not be a source of air toxics as it proposes residential development,
which does not generate air toxics. However, construction activities would involve the
use of a variety of gasoline- or diesel-powered equipment that emits exhaust fumes.
Residents to the north could be exposed to nuisance dust and heavy equipment
emission odors {i.e., diesel exhaust) during construction. However, the duration of
exposure would be short and exhaust from construction equipment dissipates rapidly. In
addition, construction activities would be subject to SMAQMD Rule 403 described
above, which requires taking reasonable precautions, such as using water or chemicals
for control of dust during construction operations, the construction of roadways, or the
clearing of land, to prevent the emissions of the air foxic fine particulate matter.
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implementation of Rule 403 would ensure the Project would result in less than significant
air toxic—related impacts during construction.

According tfo the SMAQMD, when a project includes development of new sensitive
recepitors, such as residential development, all sources of air toxics that could potentially
affect the pronosed development within a half mile {2,440 feet) of the proposed project
site should be analyzed. According to CARB's (2004) Community Health Air Pollution
Information System, there are no sources of toxic air contaminants with a half mile of the
proposed Project site. This search was augmented by the EPA's (2010) National Air Toxic
Program Release Chemical Report, which identifies the source of air toxics nearest to the
Project site at Dwight Road over 6.5 miles to the northwest. Therefore, the Project would
not locate a residential neighborhoaod in the vicinity of a stationary air toxic source.

Freeways and major roadways are another source of air toxics. These roadways are
sources of diesel particulate matter (OPM). which has been listed as a toxic air
contaminant by CARB. The SMAQMD (2011b) has prepared the Recommended Protocol
for Evaluating the Location of Sensitive Land Uses Adjacent to Major Roadways, which
was updated in March 2011. This protocol sets a screening threshold to determing if a
proposed sensitive land use would be negatively affected by its location adjacent to a
freeway and/or major roadway. The protocol recommends that sensitive land uses be
sited no closer than 500 feet from a high traffic roadway, defined as a freeway with
greater than 100,000 vehicles per day or roadway with greater than 50,000 vehicles per
day. The Project site is approximately 9.500 feet east of State Route 99 and therefore
areater than the SMAQMD 500-foot screening distance. Whiie the Project proposes to
locate a sensitive land use adjacent to Grant Line Road, that roadway is not considered
a major roadway, as it only experiences an average of 32,928 vehicle trips per day
between Calvine Road and the proposed Project site (Elk Grove 2013a). Therefore, future
receptors would not be negatively affected by air toxics generated on freeways or
major roadways,

Carbon Monoxide Hotspots

- Carbon monoxide {CO) concentrations close to congested intersections that experience
high levels of traffic and elevated background concentrations may reach unhealthy
levels. affecting nearby sensitive receptars. Given the high traffic volume potential, areas
of high CQ concentrations, or "hotspots,” are typically associated with intersections that
are projected to operate at unacceptable levels of service during the peak commute
hours. Modeling is therefore typically conducted for intersections that are projected to
operate at unacceptable levels of service during peak commute hours.

The SMAQMD (2011q) provides a project-level screening procedure to determine
whether detailed CO hotspot modeling is required for a proposed development project.
This preliminary screening methodology provides lead agencies with a conservative
indication of whether project-generated vehicle trips would result in the generation of
CO emissions that contribute to an exceedance of the thresholds of significance.
According to the SMAQMD, the proposed Project would result in a less than significant
impact to air quality for local CO if:

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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e)

« Traffic generated by the proposed Project would not result in deterioration of
intersection level of service {LOS} to LOSEor F;! or

» The Project would not contribute additional traffic to an intersection that already
operates at LOS of Eor F.

As stated in subsection 16, Transportation/Traffic, the proposed Project would not result in
any level of service at E or lower at the traffic facilities analyzed [see Issue g} in
significant since the proposed Project would not result in traffic facilities operating at
pocr levels of service.

The proposed Project would result in less than significant impacts concerning the
exposure of people to substantial amounts of air pollutant concentrations. There is no
new or substantially more severe significant impact.

No Impact. According to the SMAQMD, land uses commonly considered o be potential
sources of odorous emissions include wastewater treatment plants, sanitary landfils,
composting/green waste facilities. recycling facilities, petroleum refineries, chemical
manufacturing plants, painting/coating operations, rendering plants, and food packaging
plants. No major sources of odors were identified in the vicinity of the Project site that
could potentially affect proposed on-site residential land wuses, In  addition,
implementation of the proposed Project would not result in the development or long-
term operation of any on-site sources of odors due to its nature as a residential land use.
No impact wouid occur. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

' Llevel of service (LOS) is a measure used by traffic engineers to determine the effectiveness of transportation
infrastructure. LOS is most commonly used fo analyze intersections by categorizing fraffic flow with coresponding safe
driving conditions. LOS A is considered the most efficient level of service and LOS F the least efficient.
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New

Less Than Impact or

Potentialty Significant Less Than N Increage
Significant | Impact With | Significant © | Severity of

e Impaci .

Impact Mitigation Impact Previous
Incorporated Significant

Impact?

4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect,
either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any  species
identified as a candidate sensitive, or

special-status  species in local or ] 4 ] | No
regional plans, policies, or regulations,

or by the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife or US Fish and
Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on
any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local
or regional plans, policies, or ] < ] ] No
regulaitons, or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife or US
Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on
federally protected wetlands, as
defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act {including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal
wetlands, etc.), through  direct
removal, fitling, hydrological
interruption, or other means?

No

0
X
L
Ll

d} Interfere  substantially with  the
movement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildlife species or N
with established native resident or O O ] X o
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede
the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or
ordinances  protecting  biological
resources, such as a tree preservation
policy or ordinance?

[
[
]
X
5

fi  Conflict with the provisions of an
adopted habitat conservation plan,
natural community conservation plan, OJ ] ] Bd No
or other approved local, regional, or
state habitat conservation plan?

As of January 1, 2013, the agency formerly known as the California Department of Fish and
Game [CDFG) changed its name to the Calitornia Department of Fish and Wildlife {CDFW).
Some publications written prior to the change refer to the CDFG; therefore, this document refers
to the CDFG and the CDFW, as appropriate, refering to the same state agency.
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This section descrices the existing biological resources including special-status species and
sensitive habitat known to cccur and/or have the potential to occur in the Project study area

HDCA\ In ndﬁh*hnn o cummany n'F iha racilotions oand programs thot nrr\\ur‘ln nrotective mansures
...... Ty ooV [8l8 4 e medsy

To specml -status species, an analysis of impacts to blolog|col resources that could result from
Project implementation, and a discussion of mitigation measures necessary to reduce impacts to

o less thon sionificant In\n:\I whera feasible, is nrovided in this section,
LIS Sig! al ere TeAsiie, 1S P 1GeQ 15 521

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Several steps were taken to characterize the environmental setting in the Project vicinity. First,
Project-related documentation was reviewed to collect site-specific data regarding habitat

n 4 e | +1§7 [ H ¥ + 41 1 ~d
suitability for special-status species, as well as the identification of potentially jurisdictional waters.

Additional information was obtained from a variety of outside data sources as listed in the
references section. Lastly, preliminary database searches were performed to identify special-

ettt Nt s et b s e L W ]
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Database searches were performed on the following websifes:
» US Fish and Wildlife Service's (USFWS} Sacramento Office Species List (2013a)
o USFWS's Critical Habitat Portal {2013b)

= Cudlifornia Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database
{CNDDB) (2013)

» Cadlifornia Native Plant Society's (CNPS) Inventory of Rare, Threatened, and Endangered
Plants of California (2013)

A search of the USFWS's Critical Habitat Portal database and Sacramento Office Species List's
for the Elk Grove, Cdlifornia, US Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-minute quadrangle and the eight
surrounding quads (Sloughhouse, Clay, Florin, Bruceville, Galt, Buffalo Creek, Sacramento East,
and Carmichael} was performed for the Project area to identify federally protected species and
their habitats that may be affected by the proposed Project. In addition, a query of the CNDDB
database was conducted to identify known occurrences for special-status species within a 1-
and 5-mite radius of the proposed project. Lastly, the CNPS database was queried to identify
special-status plant species with the potential to occur within the quadrangles mentioned
above.

A biological resources assessment was conducted by Foothill Associates' biologists on August 8,
2013 (Appendix B}, The 107.1-acre Project areq is composed of agricultural land with disturbed
annual grassland along the field perimeters. The site is relatively flat and the topography has
been altered by repeated leveling and regular discing. Surrounding land uses include Grant Line
Road to the east, agricultural fields and residential areas to the south and east, and residential
areas to the north and west. A wetland delineation performed in 2013 {SPK-2011-00351; see
Appendix C) determined the foliowing features are on-site: vernal pools, depressional seasonal
wetiands, riverine seasonal wetland, riverine seasonal marsh, and a reach of Elk Grove Creek.

SPECIAL-STATUS SPECIES
Candidate, sensitive, or special-status species are commonly characterized as species that are

at potential risk, or actual risk to their persistence in a given areaq, or across their range. These
species have been identified and assigned a status ranking by governmental agencies such as
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the CDFW, the USFWS, and nongovernmental organizations such as the CNPS. The degree 1o
which a species is at risk of extinction is the determining factor in the assignment of a status
ranking. Some common threats to a species’ or population’s persistence include habitat loss,
degradation, and fragmentation, as well as human conflict and intrusion. For the purposes of this
biological review, special-status species are defined by the following codes:

1. Llisted, proposed, or candidates for fisting under the federal Endangered Species Act (50
Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] 17.11 - listed: 61 Federal Register [FR] 7591,
February 28, 1996 candidates)

2. Listed or proposed for listing under the California Endangered Species Act (Fish and
Game Code [FGCJ] 1992 Section 2050 et seq.; 14 California Code of Regulations [CCR]
Section 670.1 ef seq.)

3. Designated as Species of Special Concern by the CDFW
4. Designated as Fully Protected by the CDFW (FGC Sections 3511, 4700, 5050, 5515}

5. Species that meet the definition of rare or endangered under CEQA {14 CCR Section
15380) including CNPS List Rank 1B and 2

The query of the USFWS, CNPS, and CNDDB databases revealed 8 sensitive plant species and 17
special-status wildlife species, a total of 25 species, with the potential to occur in the Project
vicinity, Table 1 in Appendix D summarizes each species identified in the database results, a
description of the habitat requirements for each species, and conclusions regarding the
potential for each species to be impacted by the proposed Project. Raw database results can
also be found in Appendix D.

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Q) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. The species or species groups
identified below were determined to have the potential to be substanticlly adversely
affected by Project-related activities. either directly or through habitat modifications.
Impacts to these species would be considered a potentially significant impact. However,
mitigation measures are presented below to reduce potential impacts tc a less than
significant level.

SPECIAL-STATUS PLANT SPECIES

Suitable habitat within the Project area may provide conditions suvitable for special-status
plant species, including dwarf downingia {Downingia pusilia), Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop
{Gratiola heterosepala), legenere (Legenere limosa), and Sanford's arrowhead
(Sagittaria sanfordii); therefore, the Project may result in adverse impacts to special-siatus
plant species should they be present in areas proposed for disturbance. Due to the
highly disturbed state of the Project site, it is unlikely that these special-status species
persist; however, in order to ensure potential impacts are at a less than significant level,
mitigation measure BIO-1 shall be implemented.

Mitigation Measures

BIO-1 Special-Status Plant Surveys. The Project proponent shail retain a qualified

biclogist to perform focused surveys to determine the presence/absence of
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special-status plant species with potential to occur in and adjacent to {within 25
feet, where appropriate} the proposed impact areq, including construction
access routes, These surveys shall be conducted In accordance with CDFW
Guidelines for Assessing Effects of Proposed Developments on Rare Plants and
Plant Communities [Nelson 1994). These guidelines require that rare plant surveys
be conducted at the proper time of year, May-June, when rare or endangered
species are both evident and identifiable. Field surveys shall be scheduled to
coincide with known flowering pericds, andfor during appropriate
developmental periods that are necessary to identify the plant species of

concern.

if the survevs do not find anv state or federal listed plant species in or adiacent to
{within 25 feet) the proposed impacts area, no further action is required. If any
state- or federally listed, CNPS List 1, or CNPS List 2 plant species are found in or
adiacent fo [within 25 feet] the proposed impact area during the surveys, these
plant species shall be avoided and the following mitigation measures shall be
implemented:

1. In some cases involving state-listed planis, it may be necessary to ocbtain an
incidental take permit under Section 2081 of the FGC {2081 permit}. The
Project proponent shall consult with the CDFW to determine whether a 2081
permit is required, and obtdin all required authorizations prior to initiation of
construction activities.

2. Before the approval of grading plans or any ground-breaking activity within
the Project areq, the Project proponent shall submit a mitigation plan
concurrently to the CDFW and the USFWS (it appropriate) for review and
comment. The plan shall include mitigation measures for the population(s) to
be directly affected. Possible mitigation for impacts to special-status plant
species can include implementation of a program to transplant, salvage,
cultivate, or re-establish the species at suitable sites (if feasitole) or through the
purchase of credits from an approved mitigation bank, if available. The
actual level of mitigation may vary depending on the sensitivity of the
species, its prevalence in the areq, and the current state of knowledge about
overall population trends and threats to its survival. The final mitigation
strategy for directly impacted plant species shall be determined by the CDFW
and the USFWS [if appropriate) through the mitigation plan approval process.

3. Any special-status plant species that are idenfified adiocent to the Project
areq, but not proposed to be disturbed by the Project, shall be protected by
barrier fencing to ensure construction activities and material stockpiles do not
impact any special-status plant species. These avoidance areas shall be
identified on Project plans.

Timing/implementation: Prior to the initiation of construction activities

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

SPECIAL-STATUS INVERTEBRATES

Implementation of Project-related activities could result in the loss of vernal pool fairy
shrimp (Branchinecta fynchi) and vemnal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardi).

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
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{(NOTE:  As acknowiedged in the 1S, this is a highly disturbed site.) These would be
considered potentially significant impacts.

Potentially suitable vernal pool habitat for special-status tadpole shrimp and fairy shrimp
species occurs on a small portion of the Project area. Wet and dry season surveys for
invertebrates were conducted in 2005 using methods that generally follow the USFWS
[1996) Interim Survey Guidelines to Permittees for Recovery Permits under Section 10
{al{1}{A) of the Endangered Species Act for the Listed Vernal Pool Branchiopods. No
listed invertebrates were observed during surveys; however, these surveys are only valid
for five years, making them out of date {Helm Biclogical Consulting 2005; see Appendix
E}. (NOTE: best available scientific information is that there are no shrimp.)

Implementation of Project-related activities may result in adverse impacts to these
special-status invertebrate species should they be present in the small vernal pool area
proposed for disturbance. In order to reduce potential impacts to a less than significant
level, mitigation measure BIO-2 shaill be: implemented. There is ho new or substantiaily
more severe significant impact.

[ P,

Mitigation Measures

BIO-2

Consultation with US Fish and Wildlife Service

The Project proponent shall either assume presence of special-status vernal pool
invertebrates or have a qualified biologist conduct a survey for Federally-listed
Large Branchiopods (vernal pocl fairy shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp). If
the survey concludes absence of vernal pool fairy shrimp and vernal pool
tadpole shrimp, no further mitigation is required.

If special-status invertebrates are determined to be present, or if presence is
assumed, the Project proponent shall mitigate consistent with the future Biological
Opinion, mitigating with 1 acre of vernal pool preservation for every 1 acre of
directly affected special-status shrimp habitat {1:1 ratio)., as well as 1 acre of
vernal pool creation for every 1 acre of directly affected special-status shrimp
habitat {1:1 rafio). The preliminary jurisdictional determination identified 0.453
acre of vernal pools in the project footprint; therefore 0.453 acre of preservation
and .0453 acre of creation. ([NOTE: There is no City-adopted policy supporting
the higher mitigation ratio, this is not critical habitat, this is not within the Mather
Core recovery areq, it is a highly disturbed site and there is no evidence of
shrimp.)

Provided that the mifigaiion iand satisfies the criteria sef forth in both mitigation
measure BIO-7 and this mitigation measure, land acquired to meet the habitat
mitigation requirements of this mitigation measure, and/or any additional habitat
mifigation that is required by any governmeniai agency for any deveiopmenti
project undertaken pursuant o the proposed Project, may occur within and also
be counted toward the required waters of the United States obligation set forth in
mitigation measure Bil-7.

Timing/implementation: Prior to the initiation of construction activities

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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SPECIAL-STATUS BIRDS

Imnlemantation of Proiectraelated octivities could result in the logs of nonulatione or
mplemenianon of rroeci-reigted activiies could resull 1in The 1058 oF popuiations of

essential nesting or foraging habitat for special-status birds. This would be considered a
potentidlly significant impact.

Based on the results of database searches and historic records, as well as known regional
occurrences, four special-status bird species have the potential to occur on the Project
site: bumowing owl [Athene cunicularia), Swainson's hawk [Buteo swainsoni), tricolored
blackbird (Agelaius fricolor), and white-tailed kite (Elanus leucerus). No sign of these
species was found during the August 8, 2013, site visit.

The biological assessment determined that the density of vegetation along the margins
of the riverine wetland areas on the Project site is enough to support a nesting
population of blackbirds (Foothill Assaciates 2013). In addition, there are 17 records of
tricolored blackbirds within 5 miles of the site, one of which is on-site. Therefore, Project
activities could result in impacts to blackbird populations and habitat.

The entire Project site provides foraging habitat for special-status raptors such as
Swainson's hawk and white-tailed kite. In addition, large trees on-site provide potential
nesting habitat for these species. There are 31 records of Swainson's hawk and one
record of white-tailed kite within 5 miles of the Project site {CDFW 2013}. Implementation
of Project activities will result in loss of foraging habitat for special-status raptors and may
result in indirect impacts to potential nesting habitat. Though no records of burmrowing owl
occur within 5 miles of the Project site, Project implementation may result in the loss of
western burrowing owls through destruction of active nesting sites and/or incidental
burial of adults, young. and eggs. should they become established on-site.

Habitats on and adjacent to the Project site may provide suitable nesting habitat for
birds protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and Sections 3503, 3503.5 and 3800-
38046 of the California Fish and Game Code. The removal of trees/vegetation during
construction activities could result in noise, dust, human disturbance and other
direct/indirect impacts that could result in the take of individuals or eggs on or in the
vicinity of the project site.

Implementation of Project-related activities may result in adverse impacts to special-
status bird species should they be present in areas proposed for disturbance. In order fo
reduce potential impacts to a less than significant level, mitigation measures MM BIO-3
through MM BIO-$é shall be implemented. There is no new or substantially mare severe
significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

BIO-3

Swainson's Hawk Foraging Habitat. The Project applicant shall acquire
conservation easements or other instruments to preserve suitable foraging habitat
for Swainson’s hawk, as determined by the CDFW. The location of mitigation
parcels as well as the conservation instruments protecting them shall be
acceptable to the City. The amount of land preserved shall be governed by a 1:)
mitigation ratio for each acre developed at the Project site. The preservation of
land shall be done prior fo any site disturbance, such as clearing or grubbing, or
the issuance of any permits for grading, building, or other site improvements,

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
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BIO-4

whichever occurs first. In addition, the City may impose the following
conservation easement content standards:

o)

o)

1]

—

‘_.(P

f)

@

h)

)

The iand fo be preserved shail conform with CDFW guideiines on suifabie
Swainson's hawk foraging halkitat.

Ali owners of the mifigafion iand shaii execuie the document encumbering
the land.

The document shaii be recordabie and contain an accurate iegal description
of the mitigation land.

e document shall prohibit any aclivity that substantiaily impdirs o diminishes
the land's capacity as suitable Swainson's hawk foraging habitat.

HIILUIIUIUI UsS&Es
hts neceassary to

3 [V
"<
1]
=
Z
3
<
£
Q
—1
@@

The Opplicont sholl pay to Th@ City a mitigation monitoring fee fo cover the

oot AF ol Fag 2a it nA Aamfarmina Hhe AAaciimmant Tn Al e nd
CO57T5 OF Qaminisienn IH, Moninann |3, ang eniorc 'H e GCCuUMment in Gn Gmouni

determined by the receiving enfity, not to exceed 10 percent of the
easement price paid by the applicant, or a different amount approved by

tHhae Citvy CAainel nat tn aveand TS marcant f tha agseme nt nrica noid by 1
TS Sl U el 1V 1 CALDG G = (4 n [R '

applicant.

-+~

g
5
]
5
]
Qo
wy
!
(o2
44
=y
i
- (L
<3
5
5
8]

mteresT in mitigation land whlch i
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sha ll acquire without the prior written

The City shall be named a beneficiary under any document conveying the
interest in the mlhnnhnn laond to an entity acceptable to the City.

If any gualifying entity owning an interest in mitigation land ceases to exist,
the duty to hold, administer, monitar, and enforce the interest shall be
transferred to the City or to another entity acceptable to the City.

Land used for Swainson's Hawk mitigation may also be used for other types of
compaliibie mifigation {vernai pooi, species, wetiands, eic.]

Before committing to the preservation of any particular land pursuant to this
measure, the Project applicant shall obtain the City's approval of the land
proposed for preservation.

Timingfimplementation: Prior to construction activities

Enforcement/Mgonitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

Burrowing Owl Preconstruction Surveys. If clearing and construction activities
would occur during the nesting period for burrowing owls (February 1-August 31),
a qualified biologist shall conduct focused surveys for burrowing owls on the
Project site within 30 days prior to construction inifiation. Surveys shall be

City of Elk Grove
October 20713
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BIO-5

BIO-6

conducted in accordance with the CDFG's Staff Report on Bumrowing Owl!
Mitigation, published March 7, 2012. Surveys shall be repeated if Project activities

are suspended or delayed for more than 15 days during nesting seqson.

ff no burrowing owls are detected, no further mitigation is required. If active
burrowing owls nest sites are detected, the Project proponent shallimplement the
avoidance, minimization, and mitigation methodoiogies outlined in the CDFW's
Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation prior to initiating Project-related aciivities

that may impact burrowing owils.
Timing/Implementatiorn. Prior to consfruction activities
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

Migratory Bird Surveys. If clearing and/or construction activities would occur
during the migratory bird nesting season {April 15-August 13}, preconstruction
surveys to identify active migratory bird nests shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist within 14 days prior to construction initiation, Focused surveys must be
performed by a qualified biologist for the purposes of determining
presence/absence of active nest sites within the proposed impact area.
including construction access routes and a 200-foot buffer (if feasible).

if active nest sites are identified within 200 feet of Project activities, the applicant
shall impose a limited operating period [LOP) for all active nest sites prior to
commencement of any Project construction activities to avoid construction- or
access-related disturbances to migratory bird nesting activities. An LOP
constitutes a pericd during which Project-related activities (i.e., vegetation
removal, earth moving, and construction) will not occur, and will be imposed
within 100 feet of any active nest sites until the nest is deemed inactive by a
qualified biologist. Activities permitted within and the size {i.e., 100 feet) of LOPs
may be adjusted through consultation with the COFW and/or the City.

Timing/implemenfation: Prior to construction activifies
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

Raptor Surveys. If clearing and/or construction activities would occur during the
raptor nesting season {(January 15-August 15, preconstruction surveys to identify
active raptor nests shall be conducted by a qudlified biclogist within 14 days pricr
{o construction initiation. Focused surveys must be performed by a quaiified
biologist for the purposes of determining presence/absence of active nest sites
within the proposed impact areq, including construction access routes and a
S00-foot buffer (if feasible).

If active nest sites are identified within 500 feet of Project activities, the applicant
shall impose an LOP for all active nest sites prior fo commencement of any
Project construction activities to aveoid construction- or access-related
disturbances to nesting raptors. An LOP constitutes a period during which Project-
related activities [i.e., vegetation removal, earth moving. and construction) will
not occur, and will be imposed within 250 feet of any active nest sites until the
nest is deemed inactive by a qualified biologist. Activities permitted within and

Fieldstone North
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b)

the size (i.e.. 250 feet] of LOPs may be adjusted through consultation with the

CDFW and/or the City.
Tiring/implementation: Pricr to construction activities
Enforcement{Manitoring: City of Ellk Grove Planning Department

Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. Sensitive habitats include
those that are of special concern to resource agencies and those that are protected
under CEQA, Section 1600 of the FGC, and Section 404 of the CWA. Project-related
activities have the potential to substantially adversely affect riparian habitat, vernal
nools, or other sensitive natural communities identified in local or regional plans, policies,
or regulations or by the CDFW or the USFWS. The jurisdictional delineation identified
approximately 2.635 acres of waters within the Project site. Impacts to these resources
would be considered a potentially significant impact. However, mitigation measure BIO-
7 requires no net loss of federally protected waters, which would reduce the potential
impacts to a less than significant level. There is no new or substantially more severe
significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

BIO-7 No Net Loss of Federally Protected Waters. If federally protected waters would be
impacted by Project-related activities, the Project proponent shall ensure that the
Project will result in no net loss of federally protected waters. No net loss can be
achieved through impaoct avoidance, impact  minimization, and/or
compensatory mitigation, as determined in CWA Section 404 and 401 permits
and/or 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement. Evidence of compliance with this
mitigation measure shall be provided prior to construction and grading activities
for the proposed Project.
Provided that the mitigation land satisties the criteria set forth in both mitigation
measure BIO-2 and this mitigation measure, land acquired to meet the waters of
the United States requirements of this mitigation measure and/or any additional
habitat mitigation that is required by any governmental agency for any
development project undertaken pursuant to the proposed Project may occur
within and also be counted toward the required habitat mitigation set forth in
mitigation measure BIO-2.
Timing/implementation: Prior to construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department
c) Less Than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorporated. A total of 2.635 acres of
potential waters of the United States have been delineated within the site, including
0.453 acres of vernal pool, 0.018 acres of depressional seasonal wetland, 0.930 acres of
riverine seasonal wetland, 0.057 acres of riverine seasonal marsh, and 1.177 acres of
creek. The US Army Corps of Engineers issued a preliminary jurisdictional determination
for the aquatic features delineated on the site on April 18, 2013 (SPK-2011-00351),
concurring with the 2,635 acres of jurisdictional features on the Fieldstone North site
{Appendix C). impacts to these aquatic resources would be considered a potentially
significant impact, However, mitigation measure BIG-7 requires no net loss of federally
protected waters, which would reduce the potential impacts to a iess than significant
City of Etk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft Initiai Study/Mitigated Negative Deciaration
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level. With the proposed mitigation measure, there would be no new or substantially
more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

rlamaoant miticietinn maocore BRI T7
nEoment minganon meqsure =382-7,

d) No impact. Wildlife comidors refer to established migration routes commonly used by
resident and mioratory sneciac far noceane from nne cennraonhic lncatinn 1A finnther
resident and migratory species for passage from one geographic location to another.
Movement comridors may provide favorable locations for wildlife to travel between
different habitat areas, such as foraging sites, breeding sites, cover areas, and preferred
summer and winter range locations. They may also function os dispersal corridors
dllowing animals to move between various locations within their range. No wildiife
corridors for resident migratory wildlife species occur on or adjacent to the site. As a
result, no impact to the movements of any nalive resident or migrotory fish or wildlife
species, or established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or the use of native
wildlife nursery sites would occur as a result of the proposed Project, and no mitigation is
proposed, There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

e) No Impact. The proposed Project is subject to local policies, including the City of Elk
Grove: Municipal Code Chanter 19,12, Tree Preservation and Protection. Project activities
would not conflict with local ordinances, and there would be no impact. There is no new
or substantially more severe significant impact.

f) No impact. The PSA is located within the South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan
(SSHCP) planning area; however, this plan has not been adopted to date. As a result, no
conflict with an adopted HCP will occur, and no mitigation measures are proposed.
There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Fieldstone North City of Etk Grove
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New
Less Than Impact or
Potentially Significant Less Than Y Increase
Significant Impact With Significant I No ¢ Severity of
Impact Mitigation Impact mpac Previous
Incorporated Significant
Impact?

5. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

okt P Ty I ——

Ldubli a bUUhld”lldl dUVEDE L”dllgﬂ IH
the significance of a historical resource
as defined in Public Resources Code L] O] ] 4 No
Section 21084.1 and CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5, respectively?

o
ey

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological
resource  as defined in  Public
Resources Code Sections 21083.2 and O] O B [ No
21084.1, and CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.5, respectively?

¢} Directly or indirectly destroy a unique

paleontological resource or site or [] ] & ] No
unigue geological feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of formal D D @ D No

cemeteries?

EXISTING SETTING

The City of Elk Grove General Plan Draft EIR (2003b) identifies 23 prehistoric and historic Native
American archaeociogicai sites within the Ciity of Eik Grove Generai Fian Pianning Area, which
includes the City limits and surrounding area in unincorporated Sacramento County. The Project
site is located within this Planning Area. Many, if not most, of these archaeological sites are
village mounds located aiong rivers, creeks, and sloughs and around lakes. Some are known 1o
contain human remains, and many others have the potential to contain human remains. In
addition, there are 24 historic sites within the General Plan Planning Area, many of which are
remnants of farms and ranches. inciuded among the historic sites is the Murphy's Ranch
{Murphy's Corral] site, State Historic Landmark 680 and Califormia Inventory of Historical
Resources 182, the site of Joseph Hampton Kerr's home, California Inventory of Historical
Resources 178 and Foint of Histforical interest G01; ihe site of ithe Oid tlk Grove Hotel, Foini of
Historical Interest 004; and the site of the first free library branch in California, California Historical
Landmark No. 817 (Elk Grove 2003b}. Old Town Elk Grove became nationally recognized as a
nistofic disinct on March 1, 1988. i1 is listed as the ok Grove Hisionc District on the Nationdl
Register of Historic Places {NRHP). The only other site in the Planning Area listed in the NRHP is the
Eastern Star Hall, located clong the Sacramento River, approximately 1.5 miles north of the
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A cultural resource overview of the East Elk Grove Specific Plan area was conducted by Robert A,
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significant cultural resources were identified; structures appear to consist primarily of nondescript
barms and relatively recent residences. Nonetheless, as detailed below, performance standards

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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adopted in the EEGSP shall be applied in the event significant resources are encountered during
any development activities.

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

{3
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resources related to ethnic cultural value, or religious/sacre
are anticipated to the resources.
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Less Than Significant Impact. Archaeoclogical and historical investigations for the EEGSP
area did not identify any archaeclogical resources, cultural resources, or human remains,

tlmhrf:ﬁmni or othenyvice within the prnpr\car‘l Proiact site or currnunding oran. Reacrdlacc
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1here are known archaeological resources in the City associated with Native American
and Euro-American use and occupation of the area. Fulure construction activities
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orohoeologlcol and other cuHurci resources in the Project areaq, including human

remains, Furthermore, as the City has the potential to contain paleontological resources,
there is o nncclhnhfu of the ||nr1_nh(~|nr1if-ad dmrnvnrv of nnlpnnfnlnmr‘m] racnurcas durina
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future ground dtsfurbmg activities envisioned by 1he Project. Therefore, the Project could

affect previously undiscovered significant archaeological, paleontological, or other
cultural resources, including human remains,

General Plan Historic Resource Element Action HR-6-Acfion 1 states that in areqs
identified in the General Plan Rn(‘knrnund Report as hnvmn a qlnnlflr‘n_nf notential for

containing archaeological or poleontologlcol artifacts, complehon of a de’rolled on-site
study is required and all recommended mitigation measures shall be implemented.
Action HR-4-Action 1 addresses potential impacts to archaeological, paleontological, or
other cultural resources, including human remains. As Q proposed development project
anticipated under the City’s General Plan, this Project would have tc comply with the
policies and actions of the General Plan. Therefore, impacts to undiscovered
archaeological, paleontological, or other cultural resources, including human remains,
were considered in the EEGSP EIR and would be mifigated per Action HR-4-Action 1.
Therefore, because the propased Project would not result in a substantial increase in the
severity of this impact, and this impact is less than significant. There is no new or

substantially more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
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New
Less Than Impact or
Potentially Significant Less Than Increase
Significant Impact With Significant I No Severity of
Impact Mitigation Impact mpact Previous
Incorporated Significant
Impact?

6. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the O O X U No
environment?

b} Conflict with an applicable plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the | 0 X [] No

ruiennon of raducinoe tha amiccinne of
PUNooT O TSUuiig il Civnssiias

greenhouse gases?

EXISTING SETTING

Since the early 1990s, scientific consensus holds that the world's population is releasing
greenhouse goses (GHGs) faster than the earth's natural systems can absorb them. These gases
are released as byproducts of fossil fuel combustion, waste disposal, energy use, land use
changes. and other human activities. This release of gases, such as carbon dioxide (COa),
methane (CHa4), and nitrous oxide [N20)], creates a blanket around the earth that aillows light to
pass through but traps heat at the surface, preventing its escape into space. While this is o
naturally occurring process known as the greenhouse etfect, human activities have accelerated
the generation of GHG emissions beyond natural levels. The overabundance of GHGs in the
atmosphere has led to o warming of the earth and has the potential to severely impact the
earth's climate system.

While often used interchangeably, there is a difference between the terms “climate change”
and “global warming.” According to the National Academy of Sciences, climate change refers
to any significant, measurable change of climate lasting for an exiended period of fime thaf
can be caused by both natural factors and human activities. Global warming, on the other
hand, is an average increase in the temperature of the atmosphere caused by increased
greenhouse gas emissions. The use of ihe ferm ciimate change is becoming more prevaient
because it encompasses all changes to the climate, not just temperature.

To fuily understand giobal ciimate change, it is important fo recognize the naturaily occuring
greenhouse effect and to define the type ot GHG emissions that contribute to this phenomenon.
Various gases in the earth’s atmosphere, classified as atmospheric GHGs, play a critical role in
determining the earih's suriace temperature. Soiar radiation enters the earth's atmosphere from
space and a portion of the radiation is absorbed by the earth’s surface. The earth emits this
radiation back toward space, but the properties of the radiation change from high-frequency

1
to solar radiation, are effective in absorbing infrared radiation. As a result, this radiation that
otherwise would have escaped back into space is now retained, resulting in a warming of the
aimosphere, This phenomenon is known as the greenhouse effect. Among the prominent GHGS
contributing to the greenhouse effect are CO2 CH4 N20, hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs),
perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SFs).

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

in 2006, California gdopted AB 32, the Glooal Warnming Solutions Aci. AB 32 codifies the siale’s
goal by requiring that the state’s global warming emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020. This
reduction will be cccomplished 1hrough an enforceable statewide cap on global wormlng
emissions hat hds been phdsed in starting in 2012, in orger to cllcuwt_—:ly impiement the cap, AB 32
directs CARB to develop appropriate regulations and establish a mandatory reporting system to
track and monitor glolbal warming emissions levels.

At the present time, there are no adopted or recommended threshoids of significance established
by federal, state, or local agencies/jurisdictions for the evaluation of GHG emissions and resultant
impacts atfributable 1o proposed development projects. Preliminary guidance from the Clfice of
Planning and Research {OPR} and recent letters from the Attorney General crifical of CEQA
documents that have taken different approaches indicate that lead agencies should calculate,
or estimale, emissions from vehicular faffic, energy consumption, water conveyance and
treatment, waste generation, and construction activities.

A draesiney (SHCS canerg
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constitutes a significant impact. The ame ndmem‘s 10 'rhe CEQA Guidelines specifically allow lead
agencies to determine thresholds of significance that illustrate the extent of an impact and are o
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a project’'s GHG emissions will have a “significant” impact on the environment. The guidelines
direct that agencies are to use "careful judgment” and "make a good-faith effort, based to the
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GHG emissions (14 CCR Section 15064.4{q))}.
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In is Final Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action accompanying the CEQA Amendments
{FSCR), the Cdlifornia Natural Resources Agency {CNRA 200%) explains that quantification of

GHG emissions “is reasonably necessory to ensure an adequate analysis of GHG emissions using

available datg and toolk" and thot! qt iontification will, in manvy coses, assist in the datermination
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of significance.” However, as explained in the FSCOR, the revised Section 15064.4(b) assigns lead
agencies the discretion to determine the methodology o quantify GHG emissions. The FSOR also

notes that CEQA case low has Innn stated that “there is no iron-clad definition of 'c'g"HhCGnC" !

Accordingly, lead agencies must use their best efforts to investigate and disciose all that they
reasonably can concerning a project's patential adverse impacts."

Determining a threshold of significance for a project's climate change impacts poses a special
difficulty for lead agencies. Much of the science in this area is new and is evolving constantly, At
the same time, neither the state nor local agencies is specialized in this areqa, and there are
currently no locdal, regional, or state thresholds for determining whether the proposed project has
a significant impact on climate change. The CEQA Amendments do not prescribe specific
significance thresholds but instead leave considerable discretion o lead agencies to develop

appropriate thresholds 1o apply to projects within their jurisdiction.

As noted earlier, AB 32 is a legal mandate requiring that statewide GHG emissions be reduced
to 1990 levels by 2020. In adopting AB 32, the legislature determined the necessary GHG
reductions for the state to make in order to sufficiently offset its contribution to the cumulative
climate change problem to reach 1990 levels. AB 32 is the only legally mandated requirement
for the reducﬂon of greenhouse gases. As such, compliance erh AB 32 is the adopted basis
upon which the agency can base its significance threshold for evaluating the project’'s GHG
impacts. Therefore, for the proposed Project, consistency with the adopted Elk Grove Climate

Action Plan {CAP) {Elk Grove 2013a} is used as the significance threshold concerning Project
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generation of GHG emissions since the policy provisions contained in the CAP were prepared
with the purpose of complying with the requirements of AB 32 and achieving the goals of the AB 32
Scoping Plan. The proposed Project would be considered to have a significant impact if it
conflicts with the policies of the CAP.

PROIECT IMPACTS AND MITICATION MFEASLIRES

a-b) Less Than Significant Impact. Emissions resulting from implementation of the proposed
Project have been quantified and presented in Table 4, Construction-generated GHG
emissions were amortized over the estimated life of the Project (30 years). As shown in
Table 4, the long-term operations of the proposed 391 residential units could produce an
additional 5,585 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents {COse) annually. This would

contribute to a net increase in GHGs from the proposed Project.

TABLE4
OPERATIONAL GHG EMISSIONS — METRIC TONS PER YEAR

Source CO: CH4 N20 COze
Construction {amortized over 30 years of Project life) 127.5 0.03 £.00 128
Area 7 0.00 0.00 7
Energy 1,449 0.05 0.02 1,457
Mobile 3,754 0.15 0.00 3,757
Solid Waste 76 4.5 0.00 171
Water 58 0.03 0.02 65
Total 5,471.5 5 0.04 5,585

Source: CalEEMod version 2013.2. Trip Gencration rates per the Transportation Impact Study (Fehr & Peers 2013) prepared for the
Project. Refer to Appendix F for model data outputs.

The Elk Grove CAP is a strategic planning document that idenftifies scurces of GHG
emissions from within Elk Grove's boundary and reduces emissions through energy use,
transportation, iand use, water use, and solid waste strafegies [referred to as "measures”
in the CAP). The policy provisions contained in the CAP were prepared with the purpose
of complying with the requirements of AB 32 and achieving the goals of the AB 32 Scoping
Plan. A specific project proposal is considered consistent with the Eik Grove CAP if it
complies with the GHG reduction measures contained in the adopted CAP.

The GHG reduction measures inciuded in the Eik Grove CAF that apply to resideniiai
developmenit and are mandatory are contained in Table §, which also summarizes the
extent to which the Project would camply with the strategies. The strategies listed in
Tabie 5 are aiready required under iocai or state reguiaiions or are incivded as miligaiion
measures for the Project. With implementation of these strategies/measures, the Project's
contribution to cumulative GHG emissions would be reduced.

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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TABLE 5

ELK GROVE CAP COMPLIANCE

Strategy

Project Compliance

Built Environment Measures

BE-2 - Building Stock, New Construction

Adopt CALGreen Tier 1 standards to require all new
construction to achieve a 15 percent improvement
over minimum Title 24 CALGreen energy
requirements.

Compliant

The proposed Project will be required to comply with the
updated Title 24 standards, including the new 2010 Califarnia
Building Code (CBC), for building construction. These standards
require new buildings to reduce water consumption by 20
percent, which results in less energy consumption for pumping
water.

BE-10 - On-Site Renewable Energy Installations
Fourth Action ltem:

Require solar photovoltaic prewiring in all new
residential development.

Compliant
The Project will he required ensure the installation of solar-
ready rooftops on each residential unit.

Resource Conservation Measures

RC-T - Waste Reduction
Fourth Action ltem:

Expand the current construction and demaolition
ordinance to require 65 percent waste diversion (Tier
1 CALGreen).

Compliant

The Project will be required to achieve a 65 percent waste
diversion rate during construction activities.

Transportation Alternative and Congestion Management

TACM-9, Efficient and Alternative Vehicles

Second Action Item:

Require new commercial construction over a certain
size 10 be determined by City staff to provide an

electric vehicle charging station and new residential
construction to pre-wire for plug-in electric vehicles.

Compliant

The Project will be required to pre-wire for plug-in electric
vehicles.

In addition to compliance with the mandatory GHG reduction measures included in the Elk
Grove CAP that apply to residential development, the proposed Project also includes a multi-
use pedestian trail within an 8. 4-acre drainage parkway and the Project site itself is located
adjacent to the Demr-Okamoto Community Park, which provides recreational options for future
residents that can be accessed without the use of an automobile. Table & provides a summary
of Project GHG emissions after implementation of all of the required CAP measures shown in
Table 5§ above. As shown in Table 4. compliance with the mandatory residential GHG reduction
measures in the CAP would reduce emissions by 130 metric tons annually.

Fieldstone North
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TABLE 6
OPERATIONAL GHG EMISSIONS (AFTER COMPLIANCE WITH CAP) — METRIC TONS PER YEAR

Source CO: CH.: NzO COze
Construction {amortized over 30 years of Project life) 127.5 0.03 0.00 128
Area o 7 7 0.00 0.00 7
Energy 1,356 0.05 0.02 1,363
Mobile 3,728 0.15 0.00 3,731
Solid Waste 76 4.5 0.00 171
Water 49 0.03 0.02 55
Total 5,343.5 5 0.04 5,455

Source: CalEFMod version 2013.2. Trip Ceneration rates per the Transportation Impact Study (Fehr & Peers 2013) prepared for the

Project. Emissions estimates account for Tier 1 Title 24 Standards, indoor water conservation measures, the multi-use pedestrian trail
and proximity to adjacent parkland. Refer to Appendix F for model data outputs.

As shown in Table &, the proposed Project would comply with the GHG reduction measures
included in the Elk Grove CAP that apply to residential development. As a result, the Project
would comply with the AB 32 strategies to help California reach the emissions reduction targets.
This impact is therefore iess than significani. There is no new or subsianiicily more severe

significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation reguired.

City of Elk Grove
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Potentially
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Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
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Impact
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Impact

New Impact
or Increase
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Previous
Significant
impact?

7.

GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a)

Expose people or structures to
potential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of
loss, imjury, or death,

S .
IHYUIVITIE.

i) Rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most
recent Alquist-Priolo
Farthquake Fault Zoning
Map issued hy the State
Geologist for the area or
based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault?
Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special
Publication 42.

L

X

No

iiy Strong seismic  ground
shaking?

No

iii) Seismic-related ground
failure, including
liquefaction?

b)

Result in substantial soil
erosion or the loss of topsoil?

O (O] O | O

o oo

MO X | X

Oed) O | O

C)

Be located on a geologic unit
or sail that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a
result of the projects, and
potentially result in on- or off-
site landslide, |ateral

PP NP P
IpPICaQuniig, JULRIUCILE,

fiquefaction, or collapse?

OJ

[l

X

No

d)

Be located on expansive soil,
as defined in Tabie 18-1-B of
the Uniform Building Code
(1994), creating substantial
risks to life or property?

No

Have soils incapable of
adequately supporting the use
of septic tanks o alterative
wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not
available for the disposal of

wastewater?

No

Fieldstone North
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

54

City of Elk Grove
October 2013




INITIAL STUDY

EXISTING SETTING

The majority of Sacramenio County, including he entire City and fhe proposed Project site, lies
in the Great Valley geomorphic province. A "geomorphic province” is defined as an area with
simitar geologic: origin and erosional/depositional history. The Great Valley geomorphic province
IS an GHUVIUI pl()lrl UpplUXHHUIBIy .'.)U TTIIl(:‘b WEU{:.‘ Ui’l(.] 4UU ITIIIE'S IOI’IQ IOCGIE‘G II'"I Cel]IIUI ’\...(.]lll()”llu
({CGS 2002a}. The Great Valley province is bounded on the north by the Klamath and Cascade
mountain ranges, on the east by the Sierra Nevada, and on the west by the Cadlifornia Coast
Mouniain Rdr‘lgt—: The Great vuu&y v} nuugll in which sediments con |>|>||||g of Cenozoic non-
marine {confinental) sedimentary rocks and dlluvial deposits have been deposited almost
con‘rinuously since the Jurassic period opproximofely 160 million yeors ago. The City is in the
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drained by the Sacramento River {CGS 2002a, 2002b).
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5
(msl} to more than 1,000 feet above msl. The ground surface elevation in the vicinity of the City
ranges from approximately 10 to 150 feet above msl (Elk Grove 2003b, p. 4.9-1).

Soils underlying the Project site and in the surrounding area are primarily composed of San
Joaquin silt loam and San Joaquin-Galt Complex (USDA-NRCS 2013). The San Joaquin soil type is

P I=17at FaX 1Y) \Au:\" Hrnlr\ar*l N mr‘\ﬂlnrﬂ"'nhr Haﬁr“\ over 0 r-amar\h:nr-l hr‘\r(‘lr\ﬁh Thic P‘\f‘u‘a manl~eir
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condition does not lend to structural fculures such as sinkholes. Since ’rhese soils are located at
shallow depths, they are conducive to urban development. Properly designed foundations,

ilinee  ~nad roacde ~on hnir\ to nrevent nr\'l'r.':nhnl daomnoe caused h\.r the hlf"ih chrlnl(_c\unll
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potential and low subsoil strength (Elk Grove 2003b, p. 4.9-1).

The Project site is relatively flat and there are no distinctive geological features, such as rock
outcroppings, located within or near the Project site. The EEGSP EIR did not identify and
geological hazards that would affect the Project site for residential development.

Faults and Seismicity

ramento County and Elk Grove are less susceptible to adverse effects from seismic events

L L |

a
nd geologic hozards than other portions of CO|IfthlCl. Nevertheless, some property damage
s occurred in the region as a result of seismi¢c events in the past. The damage experienced
<

So
an

ha
has largely been the result of magjor seismic events occurring in adjocent areas, especially the
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San Fronmsco Bay Areqa and, ’ro a lesser extent, the foothills of the Sierra Nevada range.
Therefore, Sacramento County, like most of Cdlifornia, is considered a seismically active region.

There are no known active faults in the City, and no active or potentially active faults underlie
the City. The City is not located in an Alquist-Priclo Earthquake Fault Zone. The closest fault to the
City is the Foothills Fault System, which is 21 miles away (Elk Grove 2003b. p. 4.9-3).

Liquefaction and Ground Failure

The potential for liquefaction, which is the loss of soil strength due to seismic forces, is dependent
on soil types and density, the groundwater table, and the duration and intensity of ground
shaking. Based on these factors. the potential for liquefaction beneath the City. and thus the
PrOJecf site, is considered low. The potential for ground lurching, differential settlement, or lateral
spreading occurring during or after seismic events is also considered to be low (Elk Grove 2003b,

D. 4.9-4).
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Expansive Soils
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swell with changing moisture conditions. The San Jocquln soil group contains approximately 3
inches of claypan in the subsoil and contains a surface layer of brown silt loam between 11 and

23 inches inick. Thereiore, as meniioned above, ihe shrink-sweil potential is hign i this soii iype
due to the high percentage of claypan (Elk Grove 2003b, p. 4.7-4).

There is a risk for subsidence, the gradual seh‘ling or sinking of the earth's surface with litHe or no
norzonial motion, in Bik Grove and fherefore wiinin ine rijéCl areq. Five causes of subsidence
affect the City: compaction by heavy structures, erosion of peat scils, peat oxidation, fluid
withdrawal, and compaction of unconsolidated soils by earthquake shaking. The pumping of
waier from subsuriace wdaler abies for residenial, comimeiciail, and agricuiiurai uses causes the
greatest amount of subsidence in the City (Elk Grove 2003b, p. 4.9-4).

itte po he City and within ject si
no maior slopes in the area. There are also no oceans, Iorg b dies of water, or volcanoes in the
City or immediate v 'cini’ry so there is little or no possibility for seiches, tsunamis, or volcanic
eruptions 1o occur {Cik Grove 20030, p. 4.7-4}.

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a) i) No Impact. There are no known faults crossing through the Project site or in the vicinity of
the Project site. The closest fault is over 20 miles away from the City. Furthermore, the
Project site is noi iocated within an Aiguisi-Friolo Earthguake Fauit Zone. Therefore, there
would be no impact associated with surface rupture, and there is no new or substantially
more severe significant impact.

—
—
L=

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed under item i) above, the proposed Project site
is not located in the vicinity of any active fauits. In addition, the City is not located within
an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fauit Zone, and suriace evidence of fauiting has not been
observed. However, due to the proximity to the San Andreas Fault Zone and other
active faults such as those discussed above, the City may experience non-
catasirophic ground shaking during a seismic event. The City has adopted the
Cdiifornia Building Code (CBC), and all buildings constructed in the City, including those
that would be developed under the proposed Project, would be reguired to comply with
the CBC, which inciudes speciai design requiremenis for buiiding and foundaiion siress
capabilities, masonry and concrete reinforcement, and building spacing to
accommodate moderate earthquake shaking. It has been shown that compliance with
modern building codes can greatly reduce risks associaied with ground shaking. The
CBC design requirements reduce impacts associated with seismic ground shaking by
preparing structures to accommodate moderate earthquake-related ground
movement. Compiiance with these seismic design parameters wouid ensure ihat
impacts resulting from seismic ground shaking at the Project site would be less than
significant. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

iif) Less Than Significant Impact. As previously discussed, the potential for liguefaction is
dependent on soil types and density, the groundwater table, and the duration and

| 0. i £ 1 —

intensity of ground shaking. Based on these factors, the potential for liquefaction
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beneath the City, and thus the Project site, is considered low and impacts would be less
than significant. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

iv) No Impact. The Project site is topographically flat; therefore, the likelihood of landsfides is

b)

c-d)

e)

minimal. Furthermore, the City of Elk Grove General Plan Draft EIR (2003b) confirms that

thara ic itHa matantisb fa -, m
there is little potential for landslides o cccur anywhere in the City, as there are no major

slopes in the area and the maximum land surface slope within the City is 3 percent.
Therefore, no impact associated with landslides is expected to occur. There is no new or

st lhsisnﬁcuy more sevaore zlgnihcan!‘ impnr‘-l‘

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would result in the development of
291 recicdential unite on 1071 acres, Construction associated with these activities would
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require grading and compaction of Project site soils, which would result in minor
changes to the topography of the sites and surface relief features. This is particularly
true on the Project site, as it is currently vacaont, Over-covering of the soils on the Project
site would occur to the extent necessary to construct the necessary facilities.
Temporary increases in soil erosion from wind and water may be experienced during
construction activities. The City's Land Grading and Frosion Control Codes (Title 14,
Chapter 16.44 of the Municipal Code} establish procedures to minimize erosion and
sedimentation during construction activities. Compliance with this chapter would
reduce impacts associated with soil erosion during construction. After construction, the
building foundations. parking areas, and other facilities constructed at the Project sites
would serve to stabilize the soils that they cover and would effectively reduce erosion
of all types. Therefore, this impact is considered to be less than significant, and there is

no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Less Than Siagnificant Impact. The proposed Project provides for the future development
of 391 residential units, which could place development on expansive and unstable soils,
most notably, soils that may be subject to adverse impacts from subsidence. However, as
required by the City of Elkk Grove General Plan {2003a), all future development
constructed on the Project site will be required to submit a geotechnical report that
would include recommendations, design criteria, and specifications to reduce impacts
related to expansive and unstable soils. In addition, all development proposed on the
site would be required to comply with all applicable building codes, including the CBC
and commonly accepted engineering practices. which require special design and
construction methods for dealing with expansive and unstable soil behavior.

Compliance with recommendations included in the geotechnical reports and
applicable building codes would ensure the on-site soils would be capable of supporting
the structures resulting from approval of the proposed Project and would therefore
reduce impacts resulting from expansive and unstable soils to a less than significant level.
There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

No Impact. The Project will connect to the Sacramento Regional County Sanitation
District (SRCSD} and Sacramento Area Sewer District (SASD) sewer system. The SRCSD is
responsible for the regional interceptor collection system (sanitary wastewater facilities
that are designed tc carry flows in excess of 10 million gallons per day [mgd]) and
treatment of wastewater. The SASD is responsible for the local collection system,
including trunks {wastewater facilities that carmry flows of 1 fo 10 mgd) and laterals
fwastewater facilities that carry flows of less than 1 mgd). The SASD provides local
wastewater collection and fransport from its focilities to the regional wastewater
fransmission, freatment, and disposal facilities operated by the SRCSD. The Project does

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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not propose the use or construction of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal
systems; therefore, no impact would occur. There is no new or substantially more severe

P PRI 7 . Py W Vg
SGgHmouant nnpuast.

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.
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8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Wou

Id the project:

a)

Create a significant hazard to
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through the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous

materials?

L]

W

No

b)

Create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment
through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident
conditions  involving  the
release of hazardous materials

into the environmeni?

No

<)

Emit hazardous emissions or
handle hazardous or acutely
hazaidous materials,
substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing
or proposed school?

No

d)

Be located on a site which is
included on a list of hazardous
materials  sites  compiled
pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a
result, create a significant
hazard to the pubiic or the
environment?

No

For a project located within an
airport fand use pian area or,
where such a plan has not
been adopted, within 2 miles
of a public airport or a public
use airport, result in a safety
hazard for people residing or

working in the project area?

No

For a project within the
vicinity of a private airstrip,
result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in
the project area?

No

8

Impair implementation of, or
physically interfere with, an
adopted emergency response
plan or emergency evacuation

nlan?
P

No

h)

Expose people or structures to
a significant risk of loss, injury,
or

fires,
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City of Elk Grove
October 2013

Fieldstone North

Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

59




INITIAL STUDY

Less Than New Impact

Potentially Significant Less Than Na (::l:f::aif

Significant Impact With Significant o T T
i e Empact Previous

Impact Mitigation Impact Significant
Incorporated |§npact’

wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas or where
residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

EXISTING SETTING

The Project site is currently undeveloped and does not have any known hazards or hazardous
conditions. Residential development to the north, west, and southwest would likely use and store
househoeld hazardous materials in small quantities for personal use. Similarly, proposed homes
within the Project site would likely use small amounts of household chemicals. However, it is
unlikely that the use of household chemicals on- or off-site would result in hazardous conditions.

According to a query of the Cadilifornio Department of Toxic Substances Control's {2013q)
Envirostor database, which contains the sites listed on the Hazardous Waste and Substances Site
List {Cortese List) compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5(a), there are several
former cleanup sites where leaking underground storage tanks (USTs) were present west of
Waterman Road, approximately 0.5 mile west of the Project site, as well as several sites along Elk
Grove Boutevard, west of Waterman Road. approximately 1 mite to the northwest. Other leaking
UST sites are located in the industrial area at Grant Line Road and SR 99, approximately 1.25
miles to the southwest. However, all of the leaking UST sites mapped in the Envirostor database
located east of SR 99 are closed cases and have been cleaned up in compliance with all
applicable hazardous materials regulations.

The database also showed two school investigation locations approximately 0.5 mile northeast
of the Project site, School investigations do not necessarily indicate the presence of hazards, but
rather just investigate the site to determine if the site is safe for the future development of a
school. Both investigations, one for the Elk Grove Montessori School and the other for an
expansion of that school, are determined to require no further action and so are not considered
to pose a hazard to development of the sites or the surrounding areas, including the Project site.
No school has been constructed.

Other mapped hazard sites include a voluntary cleanup site located at the Georgia-Pacific
Chemicals facility on East Stockton Road near SR 99, approximately 1.5 miles to the southwest: a
school cleanup site at Katherine Albiani Middle School located at the intersection of Bond Road
and Bradshaw Road, approximately 1.5 miles north of the Project site; and an inactive military
investigation site alse near the intersection of Bond Road and Bradshaw Road.

Of these listed sites, the school cleanup site at Katherine Albiani Middle School was cleaned up
to remove chemicals from past agricultural uses, and the site was certified in 2003. Since then,
the school was constructed, so this site is not considered to pose a threat to surrounding areas.
The military investigation site is designated as an inactive site, but needs evaluation. The military
investigation site listed is currently developed with more than 400 homes. With the distance to
the Project site and the fact that this site is already developed with residential uses, it is assumed
that this site does not pose a threat to the proposed Project.
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The Georgia-Pacific Chemicals site is listed as being an active cleanup site. At this site, a former
resin monufocturing facility that operated between 1967 and 2010, a voluntary cleanup effort
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past uses and the presence of aboveground storage tanks. Potential contaminants of concemn
at the site include lead, TPH-diesel, azobenzene, phenol, and xylenes (DTSC 2013a). As of July

M1 +thao ctabiie AF e invactimmtin i it (28]
2013, the status of the investigation is open, but cleanup activities have been completed and

the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) is awaiting final documentation of site
cleanup (DTSC 2013b). This investigation site does not pose a threat to the proposed Project.

The closest school to the Project site is Edna Bately Elementary School, approximately 1 mile to

the north. As stated above, a possible Montessori school site is approximately 0.5 mile north. The
EEGSP land use map nlnnnad for the future develonment of a school less than 0,25 mile west of
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the Project site, in fhe area that is currently undeveloped.

The Proiect site is located just west of the former Sunset Skvranch Airpart. This private airport wes
denied a renewal for its use permit in 2006, so the facility is no longer in operation, and there are
no plans for the use permit to be renewed. Therefore, it is assumed that this facility will remain out
of operation,

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a-c) Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would develop housing in an area

that is currently undeveloped. Housing is located to the north and southwest of the
Proiect site, and nnnm tural lands are located on the eastern side of Grant Line Road.

S e s e e LAl s LA LML el ]

Occupants of the housmg that would be developed as part of the proposed Project

would not be likely to use, store, or transport large quantities of hazardous materials. It is
!!ke!u that nr—r—nnnnfc would use materials like cleansers, solvents, pGi!"\.TS,. etc. Similar
materials would be used during consfruction of housing. Because the amount of these
types of materials would be small, and because it is assumed they would be used in
complionce with all applicable reoulnhnm for the storage. use, and transportation of
such mcfenc]s it is assumed that this would not create hazardous conditions at or near
the Project site. Without the presence of hazardous conditions, the risk of upset is highly
unlikely, including for planned school sites that are within one-quarter mile of the Project
site. Therefore, this impact is considered to be less than significant. There is no new or

substantially more severe significant impact.

d) No Impact. The Project site is not located on a list of hazardous materials sites compited by
DISC {2013) pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 as of July 2013, and there are
no such sites in the nearby vicinity. so there would be no significant hazards to the public.
Therefore, there is no impact. There is no new or substantially more severe significant
impact.

e-f} No Impact. The Project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of
an active public airport or a private airstrip, so there would be no such safety hazard to
people working in the project area. A former private airport, the Sunset Skyranch Airport, is
located just east of Grant Line Road, but that facility does not have an active use permit,
and therefore airport operations are prohibited. There is no indication that the use permit
for the airport will be renewed, so it is assumed that the dirport will remain inactive.
Therefore, there is no impact, There is no new or substantially more severe significant
impact.

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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a)

h)

No Impact. The proposed Project does not include any components that would impair
implementation or physically interfere with either the Sacramento County Multi-Hazard
Plan or the Sacramento County Area Plan, both of which address plans for incidents
involving hazardous materials or conditions, including evacuation plans. Therefore, there is
no impact. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project site is located in an area that is adjacent to
agricultural lands on the eastern side of Grant Line Road, as well as lands that are currently

frllmars Fa it ey mlrmrnacdd 4 Fobiires Aavualarmmnacst 44 the woset A et AF s Peaio~t cits
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While fire on agricultural lands is a possibility, the site is not remote and is within the service
area of the Cosumnes Community Services District (CCSD) Fire Department, which is able
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agricultural lands near the Project site. Therefore, this impact is considered to be less than
significant. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

I~ nesw miiticedion racnirad
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would

the project:

Violate any water quality
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requirements?
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b)

Substantiafly deplete
groundwater  supplies  or
interfere  substantially  with
groundwater recharge such
that there would be a net
deficit in aquifer voiume or a
lowering of the local
groundwater table level (e.g.,
existing nearby wells would
drop to a level which would
not support existing land uses
or planned uses for which
permits have been granted?

No

Substantially alter the existing
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Ulﬂ!llﬂsc ’Ja.l.l.l:lll LT QNG Ui
area, including through the
alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a manner,
which  would  result in
substantial erosion or siltation

on- or off-site?

No

d)

Substantiaily aiter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or
area, including through the
alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate
or amount of surface runoff in
a manner that would result in
flooding on- or off-site?

No

Create or contribute runoff
warntar  wobkish wunnld  Avenad
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the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage
systems or provide substantial
additional sources of polluted

runoff?

No

Otherwise substantially
degrade water guality?

O

]

X

[

No

Place housing within a 100-
year flood hazard area as
manped on a federal Flood
Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other
flood hazard delineation

map?

No
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j)  Inundation by seiche, 7
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EXISTING SETTING

REGIONAL SURFACE WATER HYDROLOGY

~ o

The proposed Project site is located in the southern portion of the Sacramento River Hydrologic

Reaion, which covers annorovimately 17 4 milion qcres 127 200 sauare milesl IDWR 20041 The
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region includes all or large portions of Modoc, Siskiyou, Lassen, Shasta, Tehama, Glenn, Plumos,
Butte, Colusa, Sutter, Yubaq, Sierra, Nevada, Placer, Sacramento, El Dorado, Yolo, Solano, Lake,
and Napa counties. Gecographically, the region extends south from the Modoc Platequ and

Coscode Range at the Oregon border to the Sacramento-San Joaguin Delta. The Sacramento
Valley, which forms the core of the region, is bounded to the east by the crest of the Sierra

Nevada and southern Cascades and to the west by the crest of the Coast Range and Klgmath
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Mountains. Another significant feature is the Sacromen’ro River, which is the longest river system
in California with major tributaries the Pit, Feather, Yuba, Bear, and American rivers. The City is

also located in the Maorrison Creek Stream groun r’lrnmnnn basin, O ‘lQ’)..cnnr-urm mile watershed

tibutary to the Sacramento River Basin. The Mornson Creek Sireom Group drainage basin

consists of Elder, Elk Grove, Laguna {and tributaries). Morrison, Strawbernry, and Whitehouse
creeks, All creeks in the vicinity of the City drain into the Mormison Creek Stream Group, then
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eventudlly info the Sccromenfo River, Runoff from precipitation and snowmelt from the Sierra
Nevada are the main sources of surface water for the City.

PROJECT SITE SURFACE HYDROLOGY

Tannoranhy Aan tha cita ic ralmtivaly hove mean
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sea level. Surface runoff generally enters Elk the southern portion of the Project
site or the riverine seasonal wetland that runs north-south 1hrough the center of the site. Limited

wetland areas may alse receive some surface runoff. The riverine seasonal wetland is tributary to

bk Grove Creek and converges with it in the southern portion of the Project site. The Project site
and surrounding area are considered to be the headwaters of Elk Grove Creek. In total, the

Project site containg 2.435 acres of potential waters of the United States, including 1.177 acres of

Elk Grove Creek, 0.018 acres of depressional seasonal wetlands, 0.930 acres of riverine seasonal
wetland, 0.057 acres of riverine seascnal marsh, and 0.453 acres of vernal pools.
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The drainage area for this reach of Elk Grove Creek is identified as the Southern Drainage Shed

in the EEGSP. A combination stormwater de‘rention/wcn‘er quality basin commonly known as the

Ll e b~ aild st ¥ it ~F Clly Crmava TCranls nr-u--!- ~F Wb
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Road {west of the proposed Project site). The Hudson Basin receives direct pipe and overland
flow from the Sonoma Creek subdivision and Newton Ranch Unit 1 projects on the south side of
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through a 48-inch concrete culvert. Two 30-inch pipes were used to cross under the creek.

Creak
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projects to mitigate for Project impacts to water uoh’ry and increased runoff. According to the
EEGSP, the basin was intended to divert peak flows from an improved and redligned Elk Grove

Creek vio o weir arangement operating as an off-ine bosing However, the channel
improvements could not be constructed as originally planned due to US Army Corps of
Engineers wetlond permitting issues. Because of the permitting issues and timing of
devealooment, the basin does not function as originally intended, The basin currently functions as
an in-line detention basin receiving both piped and overland flow from the development scuth

of the creek, whereas only the piped flow from the development north of the creek enters the
basin annd Pndnnrc ’)ﬂ]'-“
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SURFACE WATER QUALITY

Elk Grove Creek is currently listed on the Clean Water Act Section 303(d) list for containing the
pollutants chlorpyrifos and diazinon (SWRCB 201 3).

GROUNDWATER
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lone 40, which includes both the City of Elk Grove and areas of Sacramento County surrounding

the proposed Project site. Zone 40, as well as water supply facilities and water supplies other
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Systems. According to the GMP, formations that constitute the water-bearing deposits
underlying Sacramento County include an upper, unconfined aquifer system consisting of the

\i~tmr Coir Ml nA L maimey oy ations (now known as the Modesto Fnrmn'l'rnn\ and a |r\\uar
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semi-confined aquifer system consisting pnmanly of the Mehrten Formation known for its fine
black sands. These formatfions are typically composed of lenses of inter-bedded sand, silt, and

~lewy intariead with camrca_Arcinad ctranm chornnal danocite (SCW A ')nnt_“ Groundwaotar in the
Ciay, imaenacea witn Coare-grained sireQim cnanne: QepOostis (2L WA 4N Frouvnawailer in me

Central Basin is generally classified as occurring in a shollow aquifer zone {Laguna or Modesto
Formation) or in an underlying deeper aquifer zone (Mehrten Formation). In Zone 40, the shallow

aguiter extends approximately 200 o 300 feet below the ground surface and, in general, the
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water gquality in this zone is consndered to be good except for the occurrence of arsenic in some
locations. The shallow aquifer is typically targeted for private domestic wells requiring no

tregtment unless high arsenic values are encountered, The deep aguifer is senarated from the
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shaltow aquifer by a discontinuous clay layer that serves as a semi-confining oner for the deep

aquifer. The base of the potable water portion of the deep aquifer averages approximately
1,400 feet below the ground surface. Water in the deep aquifer tvpically has higher

concentrations of total dissolved solids (TDS), iron, and manganese. Groundwater used in Zone
40 is supplied from both the shallow and deeper aquifer systems {SCWA 2004).

Groundwater in central Sacramento County moves from sources of recharge to areas of
discharge. Recharge to the local aquifer system occurs along active river and stream channels
where extensive sand and gravel deposits exist, particularly along the American, Cosumnes, and
Sacramento river channels. Additional recharge occurs dlong the eastern boundary of

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Sacramento County at the transition point from the consolidated rocks of the Sierra Nevada to the
alluvial deposited basin sediments. This typically occurs through fractured granitic rock that makes
up the Sierra Nevada foothills. Other sources of recharge in the areg include deep percolatfion
from applied surface water, precipitation, and small streams. Changes in the groundwater surface
elevation result from changes in groundwater recharge, dischorge, or extraction, The majority of
bk Grove has poor groundwater recharge capabiiities {Bk Grove 2003b). Additionglly, the
Sacramento County Ground Water Elevations Map dated fall of 2007 shows groundwater levels
ranging from 40 feet below mean sea level to 20 feet below mean sea level in Bk Grove (SCDWR
2007}. In the Project vicinity, groundwater depihs are estimated to be approximately 85 feet below
the ground surface. Groundwater depths are seasonally influenced by local pumping, rainfall, and
imigation patterns {EDAW 2009, p. 4.8-3).

The Sacramento County Water Agency (SCWA) meets water demands through a conjunctive use
program of groundwater, surface water, and recycled water supplies, including a maximum vield
467.900 acre-feet per year |AFY] of groundwdaier rom the groundwaler basin undenying Zone 40
(SCWA 2004). The hydrologic effects of implementing the SCWA's Waler Supply Master Plan [WSMP),
which identifies a set of water supply alternatives that provide a long-term balance between water
demands and supplies in Zone 40, were analyzed using the Sacramento County Integrated
Groundwater Surface Water Model [IGSM). The IGSM model runs performed to analyze the effects
of the Zone 40 WSMP 1o the groundwater basin under existing conditions, as well as 2030 conditions
for different combinations of sufface water and groundwater use (SCWA 2004}, The modelir‘.g

evaluated projected pumping within the groundwater basin by the SCWA as well as all other water
users, including those for agriculture. The results of the groundwater model! indicated that in 2030
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and private urban and agricultural water users for use in the Zone 40 2030 Study Area. This volume,
combined with other pumping in the Central Basin (including pumping for groundwater

remediation} would be less than the sustainable-yield recommendction of 273.000 AFY for ol

modeled scenarios that assurme some level of reuse of remediated groundwater. Stabilized
groundwater elevations at the Central Basin's cone of depression under the modeled scenarios
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all substanfially higher than the projected level of 116 feet below msl o 130 feet below msl.
Groundwater pumping associated with the Zone 40 WSMP would not cause sus?oinoble yield
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depression are projected to be higher than those determined to be acceptable to the Water
Forum.

FLOODING

Them vmrms bl CID anclvzed t 3 bl Pt = and -..._.__n
1] M UVIUUDIY UUU}JIUU LI WITiAy 230U ire rlUJ\:'L»l )IIU N TOu

.-\.- HEN|
= i il (A
portion of the Project site was in the IOO ye foodplcm as defined by FEMA at the ’nme
However, with improvements to drcnncnge and levees, the most recent flood map covering the
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known existing flooding issue exists downstream from the Project site along Elk Grove Creek west
of Wofermcn Road. To prevent further issues in this location downstream, projects upstream must

£ &
T
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STORMWATER

The City Public Works Department has jurisdiction over aspects of stormwater management in
the City. and the Sacramento County Department of Water Resources has ]unsdlchon over

areas outside the Cily in the unincorporated areas. The Water Resources division of the Elk Grove
Fieldstone North City of Flk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
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Public Works Department is responsible for drainage, flood control, stormwater quality, and long-
term water and urban runoff planning in the City,

Upon its incorporation in July 2000, the City adopted two County ordinances that provide legal
authority for the Stormwater Quality Improvement Program— Chapters 15.12 and 16.44 of the Elk

Crmus Aromi~imesl CAada CltAarmuertar AMAanAaaasmeant Aaned Nieekveroe T and = i
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Erosion Conftrol, respectively. Chapter 15,12 prohibits most non-stormwater discharges
conditionally dllowable (e.g.. water from firefighting activities) pursuant to National Pollutant

Dlschmrge Elimination § Cuc+nm H\IDF\FQ\ foderal rngnln‘hnnc It also prh\nr‘lnc Ingnl mnihnnh: to the

City for inspections and enforcemem related to control of ilegal and industrial dlschcrges fo the
City storm drainage system and local receiving waters. Chapter 14.44 requires projects in Elk

Grove disturbing 350 cubic yards or more of coil or 1 or more acres of land to prepare an erngion
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and sediment confrol plan specifying best management practices (BMPS) for erosion and
sediment control, and provides legal authority fo Elk Grove for inspections and enforcement

needed to ensure compliance with the ordinance,

The City of Elk Grove is a joint parficipant with Sacramento County's NPDES. The permit was
renewed in December 2002 and allows the City to discharge urbon runoff from Municipal

Separate Storm Sewer Systems [MS4s) in its munlc:pol junsdlchons. The permit requires that the
City impose water guality and watershed protection measures for all development projects. The
NPDES also requires every new construction project to have a permit for every new construction

project that implements the following measures:

« Fliminate or reduce non-stormwater discharges to stormwater systems and other waters
of the nation.

¢ Develop and implement a stormwater poliution prevention plan (SWPPP).
e Perform inspections of stormwater control structures and pollution prevention measures.

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a.f)  Less Than Significant Impact. The EEGSP EIR determined that individual projects within the
EEGSP area may not have a significant impact on surface water guality, but that
cumulatively impacts would be significant without implementation of mitigation. The
EEGSP was developed with this in mind, so it contained provisions for water quality
tfreatment facilities, including stormwater quality freatment basins, each of which would
also provide for flood control. Sacramento County also required that development within
the EEGSP area would need to implement ercsion and sediment control measures to
mitigate possible impacts on water qudlity. This would require that construction activities
that would disturb 5 acres or more would need to file a Notice of Intent to obtain
coverage under the State's General Construction Stormwater Permit prior 1o
construction. To obtain this coverage. the Project applicant would need to develop a
stormwater pollution prevention program (SWPPP) for the Project.

Like all development within the EEGSP, construction of the proposed Project could
potentially result in adverse impacts on water quaility during construction or occupancy
of the Project. However, implementation of the requirements of the EEGSP and the
mitigation required by the EEGSP EIR are still applicable and required for the proposed
Project. The proposed modifications to the Project would not cause additional impacts
over those that were evaluated in the EEGSP EIR. Development of the proposed Project
would be subject to the requirements of the EEGSP and mitigation from the EEGSP, which

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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b)

mitigate the impact. Therefore, this impact is less than significant, and there is no new or
substantially more severe significant impaci.

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would receive water supply from the Elk Grove
Water District (EGWD), which provides pumped groundwater and freated conjunctive
use {surface water and groundwater supplies) water purchased from the Sacramento
County Water Agency (SCWA). The EEGSP EIR identified cngoing issues regarding
declining groundwcﬂer levels in southern Sacramento Coun’ry and disclosed that
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EEGSP EIR reiterated Sacramento County General Plan policies that would aid in
ensuring ’rho'r development of the EEGSP area would not result in groundwo’rer
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SCWA, which was working on studies and water conservation programs that would
reduce demand for water supplies and therefore for groundwater, and ensure that only
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With regard to groundwater recharge, development of the Project site would convert

most of the site, with the exception of the open space areg surounding Ek Grove

Creek, to impervious surfaces, which could adversely affect groundwater recharge
potential. However, as noted above, the magjority of Btk Grove has poor groundwater

~hrroo Fﬂnnhlhhoc rechorae to the lr\r\nl acifer cucinm Qooure lanm Active rivar ool
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stream channels where extensive sand and gravel deposits exist, particularly along the
American, Cosumnes. and Sacramento river channels. While the proposed Project would

result in more ||n|'h: than assumed in the EECGSP FIP hecause the Proiect site hos moor
sl W I Ll LI b B e S Nt Pt N et Nl N ng |VJV\J IR ) INAD H\J\J|

groundwater recharge capabilities, the recharge pofenhctl on the site would not be
substantially changed from that analyzed in the EEGSP EIR.

As described in more detall in subsection 17, Utilities and Service Systems, based on an
average demand of 202 gallons per capitd per day (gpcd,} consistent with the EGWD's

2010 Urban Water Mnn(‘lnpmnnf Plon HIWMP\ r'ls:»vplnnmr:-nf of the proposed Project
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would result in g total oner demand of 271.5 acre- feef per year (AFY}. If the site were
developed as approved in the EEGSP ER, the estimated water demand for development
within the Project site would be 123 AFY (110,292 gallons per day); however, it should be
noted that this is based on current water demand rates, which have decreased since the
EEGSP EIR was approved due to improved water efficiency measures and building
materials. In Zone 41, SCWA expecits that by 2035, total water supply would be 120,498
AFY and demand would be 87,567 AFY, leaving a surplus of 3],788 AFY {29 percent).
Supply and demand are expected 1o remain the same in single dry-year and multiple
dry-vear scenarios (SCWA 2011, pp. 7-2-7-5). During dry periods, the SCWA would reduce
its surface water supplies and supplement with groundwater supplies to keep the total
water supply constant. The SCWA does not andicipate groundwater supply shortages
(SCWA 2011, p. 7-5).

The increase in water demand generated by the proposed Project wouid be minor
compared to the sustainable vield of the SCWA's groundwater supnplies, so the proiect

would not result in substantial depletion of groundwater, Therefore, this impact is less than
significant, and there is no new or substanfially more severe significant impact.

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed modifications to the Project would result in a
change from the drainage conditions previously analyzed in the EEGSP EIR. Along with
the overall increase of density proposed within the Project site, the Project applicant is
proposing to dalter the course of the riverine seasonal wetland that moves water from the

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
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g-h)

northeast portion of the site to Elk Grove Creek in the southern end of the site. The
channel would be moved from its natural course and rechannelized within a linear ocpen
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Grove Creek, Two detention basins are proposed at the southermn end of the open space
drainage areq, before flows enter Elk Grove Creek.

As mentioned above in the discussion of the existing sefting, aithough stormwater
drainage impacts were addressed in the EEGSP, areas west of Waterman Road
experience localized flooding due o lack of detentfion upstream in Elk Grove Creek,
Since the Project site and surrounding areas are considered to be the headwaters of Elk

Grove Creek, the proposed Project has been designed to fully detain flows from the site
and from surrou mr'hnr‘s cites that drain +hr0||r1h the Prnlpr“f site. The ﬁrnlnnnp Master Plan

{Wood Rodgers 20]3) provided an evaluation of whe’rher the modified PrOJecf design
would worsen drainage and flooding impacts downstream. The plan concluded that, as
proposed, the Proiect would not contribute to worsening localized flooding conditions
downs’rreom (Wood Rodgers 2013, p. 13) and that the PrOJect odequofely confrols its
own stormwater flows. Based on these findings, this impact is considered to be less than
significant. There is ho new or substantially more severe significant impact.

No Impact. The Project would nat place housing or any structures within @ 100-year flood
hazard area (Wood Rodgers 2013). Therefore, there is no impact. There is no new or

substantially more severe significant impact.

No Impact. The dam nearest to the Project site is the Folsom Dam. The Project site is
located outside of the Folsom Dam Failure FHood Areq, Therefore, implementation of the
Project would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving flooding as a result of a failure of a levee or dam. Therefore, there would be no
impact. There is no new ar substantially more severe significant impact.

No Impact. The Project site is not located near any large body of water or any seiche
hazard areas. Therefore, the Project would not expose people to potential impacts
involving seiche or tsunami. No potential for mudflows is anticipated. Therefore, there
wouid be no impact. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Less Than or ncremse
Potentially Significant Less Than e e
Significant Impact With Significant | No Impact Sevarity of
s e Previous
Impact Mitigation Impact < spe
Significant
Incorporated
Impact?
10. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a) Physically divide an existing M m M ~ i
community? — — = = e
b) Conflict with any applicable
land use plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project
(including, but not limited to,
N 1 1 v [ | [ [ KA N
the general plan, specific Ll L] L X No
plan, local coastal program,
or zoning ordinance) adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental
effect?
Y (‘nnﬂlr‘f \lll+!’\ any qnnlnquln
i UMY
habitat conservation plan or
natural community O O O X No
conservation plan?
EXISTING SETTING
EXISTING LAND USES

————— | PR Sy | o~ l-..-i. Il, [e—— PUSURG o RO o | WY § ol il el il o ]

The Project site is located within the East Bk Grove Specific Plan u:l:uor) ared, which consisis of
residential, commercial, industrial, park, open space, school, and right-of woy land uses. The
areas surrounding the Project site contain developed residential uses and undeveloped land
zoned for future residential uses within the EEGSP. Agricultural and rural residential uses are
located to the east in unincorporated Sacramento County, along with @ former private airport.

The General Plan Land Use Element designates land uses within the City. T:‘*e City of Elk Grove
General Plan Land Use Policy Map designates the Project ore Ru I Residential [0.1-0.5
residential dwelling units per acre [du/cc]) Estate Residential (0.51-4.0 du/ac ) Low Densn‘y

| i lim Mo Corrmima DA e bl Ti~ De ot
RU)ldGI l*f‘lcl “" 117? G duruuj, anag I Ui \.J'}Jcll \)[JULUII\C\.IUUIIUH e 1 lUj!:;'L.I )IIG |b LUIIGU I‘"\K |U

{agricultural residential, minimum 10-acre lot size), and the EEGSP desighates the Project site as
Residential 5-acre Lots, Residential 2-4 du/ac, Residential 4 du/ac, Parks and Open Space.

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a) No impaci. The Project site is iocated wiihin ihe EEGSP area, which consists of residentiai,
commercial, industrial, parks, open space, school, and right-of-way iand uses. The
Project site is designated for residential, park, and open space uses. The proposed
Project would not divide an established community. Therefore, there is no |mpocr There
is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

b) No "‘p"c—; The proposed Project proposes 1o modify the Project site's zoning, General
Plan designation, and Specific Plan designation. While this represents a change. the

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove

Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
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existing zoning and plan designations are in place to avoid potentfial conflicts with
operations at the Sunset Skyridge Airport, which s no longer in use. Now that airport
cperations are no longer a constraint to the development of the Project site, the axisting
zoning and land use designations af the Project site no longer avoid or mitigate an
environmental eftect. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with such intent. In addition,
the EEGSP and General Plan both provide flexibility in the event the designation of ¢ site
needs to change; while zoning and plan designations assist a jurisdiction in guiding land
use development, they are not intended to be permanent changes that are unable to
change. Nothing in either the Generdl Plan or the EEGSP orecludes the City from modifying
the zoning or plan designations at the site as long as the proposed zoning and plan

designations do not conflict with the existing surrounding development. The proposed
Proiect does not. Therefore, there would be no impact. There is no new ar substantially

more severe significant impact.

No Imnact. The City does not have an adopted habitat conservation plan, natural
community conservation plan, or cther approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan. The South Sacramentoc County Habitat Conservation Pian is in the
process of being prepared, but has not yet been adopted. Therefore, there would be no

impact. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.

City of EHk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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11. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of
availability of a known
mineral resource that would D ] ] 54 No
be of value to the region and
the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of
availability of a locally
important  mineral  resource 7
recovery site delineated on a O O O Jal No
local general plan, specific
plan, or other land use plan?

EXISTING SETTING

Mineral resources in Sacramento County include sand, gravel, clay, gold, silver, peat, topsail,
lignite, natural gas. and petroleum. Potential sources of quality aggregate exist within
Sacramento County. These potential sources are in areas classified by the Surface Mining and
Reclamation Act of 1975 [SMARA} Special Report 156 as MRZ-3, a classification that includes
areas “containing aggregate deposits, the significance of which cannot be evaluated from
available data” and include ignecus rocks of volcanic origin and metamorphic rocks
{Sacramento County 2007; Elk Grove 2003b). Using data contained in SMARA Special Report
156, the City of Elk Grove was classified for its mineral resource potential and is covered by the
MRZ-3 classification. However, no known significant mineral resources have been identified in the
City of Elk Grove.

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a-b) No Impact. As no known significant mineral resources have been identified in the City,
implementation of the proposed Project is not expected to result in the loss of availability
of a known mineral resource or a resource delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan, or other land use plan. No impact would occur. There is no new or substantially
more severe significant impact

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013
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Potentially
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Less Than
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12. NOISE. Would the project resu

ltin:

a)

Exposure of persons to or
generation of noise levels in
excess of standards
established in  the local
general  plan  or  noise

ordinance or of applicable
standards of other agencies?

No

Exposure of persons o o
generation of  excessive
groundborne  vibration  or

groundborne noise levels?

No

c)

A substantial  permanent
increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without
the project?

[

[

[

[

&

A ecunhetantial  tamenrare  ar
A SUDSianiay wWmporary o

periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project
vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

[

NO

e

For a project located within
an airport land use plan area
or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within 2 miles
of a public airport or a public
use airport, expose people
residing or working in the
project area to excessive

noise lavals?

No

For a project within the
vicinity of a private airstrip,

nnnnnnnnnnn ] il

EXPOSE  peEopre  1E5iGing O
working in the project area to
excessive noise levels?

[]

[]

M
L

A
AN,

&
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Information in this section is based primarily on a noise study prepared for the proposed Project
by J.C. Brennan & Associates in Sepiember 2013 (Appendix G), which also includes a

description of acoustic fundamentais and perfinent regulatory information.

EXISTING SETTING

The existing noise environment in the Project area is defined primarily by the local roadway
network. including Grant Line Road and Bradshaw Road, which are adjacent to the southeast

and east sides of the Project site, respectively.

City of Elk Grove
October 2013
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EXISTING AMBIENT NOISE LEVELS

Based on noise level measuremenis conducted for ihe City of Eik Grove Generai Pian and
General Plan EIR, the noise study determined that the typical noise levels in areas away from
major noise sources range between 50 dBA Lan and 55 dBA Lan. Typicadl noise levels adjacent to
major roadways such as Bradshaw Road and Grant Line Road range beiween 60 dBA Lan and
65 dBA Lan, as shown in the General Plan EIR (Elk Grove 2003b).

The noise study used the Federal Highway Administration Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model
(FHWA RD-77-108) to describe existing noise levels due to traffic. Traffic volumes for existing
conditions were obtained from the Project traffic consultant {Fehr & Peers). Truck usage on area

rocadways was estimated from field observations and file data.

Table 7 shows the predicted existing traffic noise levels in terms of the Day/Night Average Level
descriptor (Lan) at a standard distance of 100 feet from the centerlines of the existing Project
area roadways for exisfing conditions, as weil as distances 10 existing fraffic noise contours, The
extent 1o which existing land uses in the Project vicinity are affected by existing traffic noise
depends on their respective proximity to the roadways and their individual sensitivity to noise.

TABLE 7
EXISTING TRAFFIC NOISE LEVELS AND DISTANCE TO CONTOURS

Lan (dB) Distance to Contours (feet)
Roadway Segment @::;;0 70dBLsc | 65dB L | 60 dB Lun

Bradshaw Road Elk Grove Boulevard to Grant Line Road 59 19 41 88
Bradshaw Road Elk Grove Boulevard to Bond Road 61 24 52 112
Grant Line Road Elk Grove Boulevard to Bradshaw Road 65 47 101 218
Grant Line Road Bradshaw Road to Waterman Road 65 47 101 218
Elk Grove Blvd Grant Line Road to Bradshaw Road 62 28 61 131
Elk Grove Blvd Bradshaw Road to Waterman Road 62 28 61 131
Waterman Road Grant Line Road to Mainline Drive 59 18 40 89
Waterman Road Mainline Drive to Elk Grove Boulevard 61 25 54 17
Mainline Drive Waterman Road to Wyland Drive 45 2 5 11
Mainline Drive Wyland Drive to Elk Grove Boulevard 48 3 7 15

Source: |. C. Brennan & Associates 2013 ; Fehr & Peers 2013
Notes: Distances to traffic noise contours are measured in feet from the centerlines of the roadways.

TRAFFIC NOISE

Traffic noise levels in the noise study were predicted at the sensitive receptors located at the
closest typical setback distance along each Project area roadway segment. A conservative
adjustment of -5 dB is assumed where noise barriers are iocated adjacent to sensitive receptors.

Fieldstorie North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Stidy/Mitigated Negative Dedlaration October 2013
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In some locations, sensitive receptors may not receive full shielding from noise barriers or may be
located ot distances which vary from the assumed calculation distance. However, the traffic

noice mnnlumc ic bhaolioved to he n:prncanin‘h\.rn of the mnjlnrlf\l of teancitive rnr‘ar\inrc lncaoted

closest to 'rhe Project area roadway segments analyzed in the fraffic study.

Construction noise impacts primorily result when: [I) construction activities occur dunng noise-
cormcitiva Hmoe Af Hha Aoy [ nirh it hnl el {7 the et isBlasilala
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occurs in areas immediately adjoining noise-sensitive land uses: or (3) construction lasts over
extended periods of time,

Activities involved in construction would generate maximum noise levels, as indicated in Table 8,
ranging from 76 to 90 dB at a distance of 50 feet. Construction activities would be temporary in

ivevbeard ey e choriney norenesl Hnuhma working hours
QIS G 1C CCCuUr qunng neima g

Noise would also be generated during the construction phase by increased truck traffic on area
rnmd\umvc A nnmnru Prnuphf-nnnnrn‘rpd noise source would be truck fraffic associated with
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frcnspor’r of heovy mc’rencls cnd equipment to and from construction sites. This noise increase
would be of short duration and would occur primarily during daytime hours.

TAEBLE B
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT NOISE LEVELS

Predicted Noise Levels, Lnax dB Distances to Noise Contours (feet)
Type of Equipment | \jiice Level | Noise Level | Noise Level | Noise Level 70 dB Livax 65 dB Linax
at 50 Feet | at 100 Feet | at 200 Feet | at 400 Feet contour contour
Backhoe 78 72 66 60 126 223
Compactor 83 77 71 65 223 397
Compressor (air) 78 72 66 60 126 223
Concrete Saw 90 84 78 72 500 889
Dozer 82 76 70 64 199 354
Dump Truck 76 70 %1 58 100 177
Excavator a1 75 69 63 177 315
Generator 81 75 69 63 177 315
jackharmimer 89 83 77 71 446 752
Pneumatic Tools 85 79 73 67 28 500

CONSTRUCTION VIBRATION

The types of construction vibration impacts include human annoyance and building structural
damage. Human annoyance occurs when construction vibration rises significantly above the

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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threshold of perception. Building damage can take the form of cosmetic or structural. Table 9
shows the typical vibration levels produced by construction equipment,

TABLE9
VIBRATION LEVELS FOR VARYING CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT

Peak Particle Velocity @ 25 Feet Approximate Velocity Level @ 25 Feet
Type of Equipment (inches/second) (vdB)
Large Bulldozer 0.089 87
Loaded Trucks 0.076 86
Smaii Bulidozer 0.003 58
Auger/drill Rigs 0.089 87
Jjackhammer 0.035 79
Vibratory Hammer 0.070 85
Vibratory Compactor/rolier 0.210 94

Source: f. C. Brennan & Associates 2013

g, c)

Less Than Significant With Mitigafion Incorporated. The proposed Project could result in

incraases in troffic noice levels on thae local street ¢ c\lcfnm or exnose residences to traffic

MO A AS DD T Al I T Y Da (L LW ) A S (L9 Lorh i LRk )

noise levels that could exceed the City of Elk Grove noise level criteria for both interior
and exterior spaces. The noise study included analysis of both the Project and
Cumulative plus Project conditions, Tabkle 10 shows the results of the noise modeling, As
shown in the Table 10, the Project would result in increases in traffic noise levels between

0 dBRA and 8 dBA under the Existing + Project Conditions. The Project could contribute to

o clgmf:r-mni' incraase in traffic noise levels only along Mainline Drive between Waterman

L LIS} Pt A A s s ns VoS

Road and Wyland Drive under Existing + Pro;ecl‘ Conditions, where traffic noise levels
would increase from gpproximately 45 dB Lan to 53 dB Lan. However, the roadway traffic
volumes would not exceed the City of Elk Grove exterior noise level standard of 40 dB Lan
at residences along Mainline Drive. Based on field observations, these are fairly recently

constructed homes that have sound walls along Waterman Rood. Background noise
levels from Waterman Road, af residences mrimr*panf to Mainline Road, are pynpr-h:-d o

be higher than 53 dB Lan. but noise Ievels from the proposed Project would not
significantly increase overdll noise levels.

Enforcement/Monitoring: Cily of Elk Grove Planning Department

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2012
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TABLE 10
PREDICTED TRAFFIC NOISE LEVEL AND PROJECT-RELATED TRAFFIC NOISEE LEVEL INCREASES
Predicted Lin @ Closest Sensitive Receptors (dB)
Existing No | Existing + Cumulative | Cumulative + | General Distance to thlfr:nulati.ve
Project Project | . | No Project Project Plan Change + Project Traffic Noise
{per Fehr & | (per Fehr B | (per Fehr & | (per Fehr & | Future + 8 Contours (feet)
Roadway Segment Peers) & Peers) Peers) Peers) GP 65 di 60 dB

Elk Grove Boulevard to

Bradshaw Road Grant Line Road 59 59 0 62 62 67.9 -5.9 66 142
Elk Grove Boulevard to

Bradshaw Road Bond Road 61 61 0 63 63 67.9 49 74 159
Elk Grove Boulevard to

Crant Line Road  |Bradshaw Road 65 65 0 68 68 70.6 -2.6 160 345
Bradshaw Road to

Grant Line Road  [Waterman Road 65 65 0 68 68 70.6 -2.6 160 345
Grant Line Road to

Elk Grove Bivd Bradshaw Road 62 62 ¢! 64 64 64.4 0.4 93 199
Bradshaw Road to

tlk Grove Blvd Waterman Road 62 62 0 64 64 64.4 -0.4 93 199
Grant Line Road to

Waterman Road Mainline Drive 59 59 0 64 67 66.2 +0.8 130 280
Mainline Drive to Elk

Waterman Road Crove Boulevard 61 62 +1 64 64 66.2 -2.2 87 188
Waterman Road to

Mainline Drive Wyland Drive 45 53 +8 52 54 NA, +2* 18 38
Wyland Drive to Elk

Mainline Drive Grove Boulevard 48 52 +4 51 52 NA +1* 14 31

* Mainline Drive was not evaluated in the General Plan. The change in noise level is based on the Fehr & Peers traffic analysis.

Bold indicates a significant increase in traffic noise levels based upon the FICON criteria shown in Table 5 of the noise study.

Source: ). C. Brennan & Associates 2013 ; Fehr & Peers 2013; Elk Grove 2003b

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
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Under Cumulative + Project Conditions, the Project would result in changes in fraffic noise
levels between -59 dBA and +0.8 dBA, as compared to the anficipated traffic noise

laualc |h thao Panarn| Pl Tha Drnrar\l wint il nat ~antrinntos 1t o mnn:‘Fw—-mni n-rosc
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cumulative traffic noise levels.

s
Lo |

under Cumulative + Proiect conditions, the Proiect would be exnocad o future
aowever, uncer Lumuiaiive - SCT CoNGIons, The rrojedt 22 SXpPOiel 10 1UTUre

traffic noise levels from Grant Line Road of approximately 68 dB Lan and from Bradshaw
Road of approximately 62 dB Ldan. Both cases exceed the City of Elk Grove exterior noise
level standard of 40 dB Lun. The City has an interior noise level criterion of 45 dB Lg.. It is
expected that first-floor rooms would benefit from future sound walls and would comply
with the interior noise level standard of 45 dB Lan. However, second floors of residences

are nonprn{l\; axnntad to troffic noise levels of nhnrnvlmn’rplu 3 dR higher due 1o

P S ST LI L f

reflections and Iack of excess ground absorpticon, ond wouid not benefﬁ from sound
walls.

o]

Typical construction practices would result in an exterior to interior noise level reduction
of 25 dB with the windows and doors closed. Therefore, although traffic noise from
Bradshaow Road may be as high as 45 dB Lan at upper floors, interior noise levels are

expected to comply with the mtenor noise level s’rcndard of 45 dB Lan. However, traffic
noise from Grant Line Road is expected 1o be as high as 71 dB Lan at second-floor
residences and may exceed the interior noise level standard of 45 dB Lg,.

Traffic noise levels from Grant Line Road and Bradshaw Road could exceed both interior
and exterior noise standards. particularly on second floors. Barriers are the most practical
form of mitigation. This impact s considered to be potenticily significant, but
implementation of mitigation measures NOI-1 and NOI-2 would reduce the level of
significance to less than significant. There is no new or substantially more severe
significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

NOI-1

NOI-2

To reduce impacts of traffic noise on fulure residents of the proposed Project,
noise barriers shall be constructed along the Project frontage at Grant Line Road
and Bradshaw Road. Depending on the final grading plans and tentative maps,
barriers could range between 6 and 8 feet. Final barrier height and design shali
be determined by a quadlified acoustical professional when final grading plans
and subdivision designs are available. The barier designs shall comply with an
exterior noise level standard of 60 dB Lan at the ocutdoor activity areas.

fiming/implementation: When final grading plans and subdivision designs
are available

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

When floor plans and elevations have been completed, the Project applicant
shall have detadiled analysis of interior noise levels conducted by a qualified
acoustical professional to ensure compliance with the 45 dB Lan interior noise level
standard.

tirming/implementation: After floor plans and elevations have been
completed

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Administrative Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Lage Than Significant Impact, The Project does not include any components that would

result in vibration during occupation of the Project site. However, vibration could occur

during construction activities. The primary construction activities associated with the
Project would occur when infrastructure such as buildings and utilities are constructed.
Some construction could occur during gccupancy of existing and future residential units;
however, it is expected that they would occur at considerable distances from existing

occunied residences and would be removed from future on-site uses. Of the
construction equipment anticipated to be used on the Project site during construction
{see Table 9}, only the vibratory compacior is expected to exceed 0.1 inches per second
peak particle velocity {ppv), which is the threshold for annoyance. and is well below the
1.0 inches per second ppv that is the threshold for structural damage. These levels are
based on a reference distance of 25 feet. The primary construction activities are
anticipated to be a minimum of 100 feet from the nearest residences. Peak particle
velocities are predicted to be less than 0.001 inches per second. Therefore, it is not
expected that vibration impacts would occur which would cause any structural domage
or potential for annoyance. This impact is considered to be less than significant. There is

no new or substantially more severe significant impact,

Less Than Sianificant Impact. Constructlion of the proposed Project would temporarily
increase noise levels during construction. This would be a potentially significant impact.
Noise from construction activities would add to the noise environment in the immediate
Project vicinity. Activities involved in typical construction would generate maximum noise
levels ranging from 78 to 90 dB at a distance of 50 feet {see Table 8).

Noise would also be generated during the construction phase by increased truck traffic
on area roadways. A significant Project-generated noise source would be truck traffic
associated with fransport of heavy materials and equipment to and from construction
sites. This noise increase would be of short duration and would likely occur primarily
during daytime hours.

Chapter 6.32 [Noise Control) of the Elk Grove Municipal Code exempts construction
activities from the specified noise ordinance standards during the hours from 4:00 a.m. to
8:00 p.m. Monday through Friday and from 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. on Saturday through
Sunday. If a construction project adheres to the construction times identified in the Noise
Control Chapter, construction noise is exempied. The General Pian Noise Element has
developed action items specific to construction activities under Policy NO-3 due to the
loud nature of some construction activities. These include the following: Limit construction
activity to the hours of 7 am. to 7 p.m. whenever such activity is adjacent to residential
uses; and stationary construction equipment and construction staging areas must be set
back from existing noise-sensitive land uses. This impact is considered to be less than
significant, ond there would be no new or more severe significant effect.

No impact. The Proiect site is not within an airport land use plan or within 2 miles of a public
airport. A closed private airport, the Sunset Skyranch Airport, is located on the opposite
side of Grant Line Road from the Project site. However, the facility does not have a use
permit that allows for airport operations, and a renewal was denied. Therefore, future
residents of the Project site would not be exposed to excessive noise levels from either
public or private airport operations. Therefore, there would be no impact. There is no new
or substantially more severe significant impact.

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Deciaration
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Less Than New Impact
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13. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a) Induce substantial population
growth in an area, either
directly (e.g., by proposing
new homes and businesses) ] ] ™ Il No
or indirectly (e.g., through
exiension of roads or uther
infrastructure)?

by Displace substantial numbers

of existing housing,
necessitating the construction D I:I D & No
of  replacement  housing

elsowhere?
Wwhara

¢} Displace substantial numbers
of people, necessitating the
coistruction of replacement
housing elsewhere?

u
-
-
B

No

EXISTING SETTING
POPULATION AND POPULATION TRENDS

Elk Grove's population in the year 2000 was 72,665 persons, compared to Sacramento County's
population of 1,223,499 {US Census Bureau 2000). Prior to the City’s incorporation in 2000, the
population of Elk Grove increased at an average rate of 7 percent annually, or a 70.5 percent
increase since 1990 {Elk Grove 2003b). Sacramento County experienced a much slower rate of
growth during that time period, with population increasing only 17.5 percent from 1,041,219 in
1990 to 1,223,499 in 2000 {US Census Bureau 2000, 1990). Growth in Sacramento County declined
slightly to nearly 16 percent between 2000 and 2010.

Elk Grove experienced rapid poputation growth after its incorporation in 2000, continuing with
an average growth rate of over 7 percent until 2010, with population increasing by 210 percent
over the 2000 population. Growth declined when new housing development stalled throughout
the Sacramento region due to economic conditions.

HOUsSING

In May 2013, the California Deparfment of Finance released housing unit estimates for 2011
through 2013. In Elk Grove, it was estimated that there were 51,973 housing units in 2013, up from
50,634 in 2010, an approximately 2.4 percent increase. However, it should be noted that the
number of housing units increased by an average of 11.17 percent each year between 2001
and 2007 (BElk Grove 2008, p. 4.2-2). Since 2007, the housing market cooled significantly due to
economic conditions, and new housing development in Bk Grove dropped far below the levels
experienced between 2001 and 2007. The pericd between 2012 and 2013 saw the largest
increase in new housing in years, with a 1.5 percent increase. As of 2013, there are signs of
economic recovery. parficularly in the housing market. Several new home builders have recently

Fieldstone North
Draft tnitial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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begun new home development, and many new housing projects that became dormant after
2007 have started up again.

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Y
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increase in the total number of residential units proved in the EEGSP by 213 single-
family units. Using the City's average of 3.07 persons per household, developing
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is 654 more than assumed for the Project site in the EEGSP EIR. Therefore, the proposed
Project would directly result in growth on the Project site. The Project site was approved

for racidential develonment in the EEGSP and the General Plan, The Proiect site it
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currently served by existing roads and other infrastructure to serve existing and planned
development in the Project vicinity, so it would not result in indirect population growth

through the extension of infrastructure or roadways.

LERRT o h ™ P R L R A |

The EEGSP anticipated future residential, commercial, and industrial land uses, with over
4,300 housing units in the EEGSP area. Guidelines and standards for the EEGSP were
drafted to address all such future growth within the Specific Plan area. The EEGSP was
included in the BElk Grove General Plon {2003q), and the environmental impacts of
population growth in the FEGSP area were progrommatically analyzed in the Fik Grove
General Plan Volume 1: Draft Environmental Impact Report {2003b). As discussed in the
other sections of this Initial Study, the physical effects of developing the proposed Project
have been adeauately addressed in the previous EIR and would not result in a new or

more severe significant environmentat effect.

No Impact. The Project site does not currently coniain any residential units. The Project
would not displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere. Therefore there is no impact. There is no
new or substantially more severe significant impact

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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14. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, the need for new or physically altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any of the following public services:

a)  Fire protection? O ] = ] No
' .~ e N ot - || 1 KA i -

b) Police proiectioni L L] X L No
¢) Schools? |:| D X ] No
d)  Parks? 1 1 4 il No
e} Other public facilities? ] ] X O No

EXISTING SETTING
FIRE PROTECTION

Fire protection services in Elk Grove are provided by the Cosumnes Community Services District

f('“("(ﬁ'l The CCSD nrovides emeraency services such os fire sunnrassinn amearaancy meadical
| i RN AR SRS A B R R e P Lot R LSS =Dl S LS e R S T R L A S S b NI R PR R R R 8 Lo R L R R R L S e |

services, technical rescue, and arson and explosion investigations in a 157-sguare-mile service
area covering Elkk Grove, Galt, and a portion of unincorporated southern Sacramento

County, The CCSD has more than 150 sworn personnel in its Operations Division and operates

out of eight fire stations with eight engine companies, one fadder truck, six ambulances. and

one command vehicle, as well as other specialized apparatus for specialized emergency
circumstances !r‘r*Qr\ 2001 "4(‘1\ Thn Cosnm ¢ fires stevtiooneg are in the fnllr\\ulnn lr\r‘nhnnc

R T ] QLN FAs S T

» Fire Station 45, located at 229 5th Street in central Galt
» Fire Station 46, located at 1050 Walnut Avenue in northeast Galt
= Fire Station 71, located at 8740 Elk Grove Boulevard

» Fire Station 72, located at 10035 Atkins Drive in the East Franklin Specific Plan area

s Fire Station 73, located at 9607 Bond Road; this station provides fire and emergency
medical services

« Fire Station 74, lccoted at 6501 Laguna Park Drive
» Fire Station 75, located at 2300 Maritime Drive
» Fire Station 76, located at 8545 Sheldon Road

The nearest fire station to the Project site is Fire Station 73 approximately 1.8 street miles to the
north,

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
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POLICE PROTECTION

[ PR, IS o PN SN o Y Sy = — e e mm i i1 —
The Cily of Bk Grove Poiice Department (EGPD) was formed in conjunchion with the City's

incorporation in July 2000 and operates as a fullkservice law enforcement agency through
Sacramento Counfy 5 Sheriff's Depoﬂmem The City created its in-house pollce depcrfment on

Py e P . Al — T [ N §
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EGPD provides all law enforcement services including responding to all crime-related events,
handling all fraffic-related issues. and providing community services to the citizens of Elk Grove

I AVAL YOO
{EDAW 2009, p. 4.5-5).

The EGPD operotes primcrily out of two facilities located in the City Hall complex at 8380 and

(o I Y o T W SRR & W s e sk i loar et arned ~F Dermis ~4 cid T~ DM e

o4uu LAgUNG rGamns vvuy, u[.J}.JIU)\iIIIUIGIy 3 miles northwest of the | TGIECT e, 1IN Corw pluwuca
the {full range of public safety services for the City. Patrol personnel handte calls for service from
rasidents, businesses, and visitors. The EGPD has a total staff of 208.5 including 130.5 sworn police

N + e oI o 45 v
officers and 78 non-swom managemeni, aGaminisiraiive, ana technical pualﬂOl 5. The EGPD

responded to 100,964 emergency and nonemergency calls for service in 2012 [Davis 2013).

Criamm o
CHRO0LS
The City of Elk Grove is located within the service area of the Elk Grove Unified School District
fEGUSD). The EGUSD covers 320 square miles and is the fifth iargest school gistiict in California

£
and the largest in Northern Cdiifornia {(EGUSD 2013). The EGUSD boundaries encompass the
entire City of Elk Grove, porhons of the cities of Sacramento and Rancho Cordova, and most of

—~ e e s . wrer o am Alindm ot e e o £y b b
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and cperates 64 schools: 39 elementary schools, 9 middle schools, ¢ high schools, 4 alternative
education schools, 1 adult school, and 1 charter school (EGUSD 2013).

PARKS

The CCSD provides parks services to the Elk Grove community through its Parks and Recreafion
Department. The department plans and designs new parks; owns, cperates, and maintains parks
and community centers; manages rentals of community centers, picnic sites, and sports fields;
and offers recreation programs. Cumrently, the CCSD manages 92 parks, 18 miles of off-street
frails, 2 community centers, 4 recreation centers, and 2 aquatics complexes. The Parks and
Recreation Department has a staff of 68 full-time employees (CCSD 2013b).

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a) Less Than Significant Impact. The EEGSP was developed with consultation from the Elk
Grove Community Services District, which later merged with the Galt Fire Protection
District to form the Cosumnes Community Services District in 2006, which now provides fire
protection services to the Project site and the EEGSP area. At the fime. the district
provided input that was used to develop the EEGSP in a way that minimized the
potential for impacts associated with the provision of fire protection services or to
develop mitigation to reduce potential impacts and provide funding for new fire facilities
to serve the EEGSP areq. At the fime the EEGSP EIR was prepared, there were only two
fire stations in Elk Grove, and one was being developed. Since then, another two fire
stations have been built.

The proposed Project would not trigger the need for additional fire protection facilities,
considering that three fire stations have been constructed in Elk Grove since the EEGSP

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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b)

)

d)

EIR was adopted. Another fire stafion is also planned at Bruceville Road south of

Kammerer Road on the western side of State Route 99. With the addition of several new

firn cttin Hheo AR AF 'H"\cl EE(‘QD el {hcn hHHI+Iﬁﬁ r"nc -H-'\.m Drr‘\lah‘? Isla s t=Te ]
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already planned for residential developed would not require additional fire protection
facilities.

In addition, development impact fees would be collected and ongoing funding for
services would provided via property taxes. Fee programs are regularly evaluated and

||ndn{nr~i r\nhrlcfnnf with Elk ("rn\u:n ("c.:narnl Plon pf\hf‘\f PE- ")1 in ensure thot adenunte
CANAT A, ST I A S~ F Ml TSI B IVAD uuu\_quul\.'

service levels are maintained. Therefore, this impact is less than 5|gnificon1. There is no new
or substantially more severe significant impact.

Less Than Significant impact. The addition of 213 residential units over what was

approved for the Project site in the EEGSP EiR would result in an increase in population
within the Prn;prf site and therefare increase the demand for hﬁll("p nrnfﬂh(‘hhn sarvicas

within the sne by increasing the cadlls for service or patrols wﬁhln the sute However, the

addition of housing units within the Project site would not trigger the need for additional
nolice facilities hacause additional calls for service could be handled hv |nr‘rpmc|nm the

AT SR NIRITs, DTULARVST LT e RARs TR ST YLD LU BT AT RS FLOR R w3 ] |

number of patrols. Therefore, it is not anticipated that the demand from the Pro;ecf site
would trigger the need for additional police protection facilities.

Like funding for fire protection services, as described above, development impact fees,
which would be paid on all 391 residential units and the ongoing payment of property
taxes would provide funding to the FGPD to provide for new staff and equipment. Fee
programs are regularly evaluated and updated, consistent with Elk Grove General Plan
Policy PF-21, to ensure that adequate service levels are maintained. Therefore, this impact

is lass than significant. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project would generate additional students who would
attend schools in the EGUSD. which is one of the largest school districts in California with a
rapidly growing student population. The district is impacted, and many schools are
overcrowded, so all new development within the EGUSD service area creates a need for
additional schoaols.

The proposed Project alone would not trigger the need for additional school facilities, and
exceeding school capacity is not considered to cause a physical impact under CEQA.
California Government Code Section 65995(h) states that "the payment or satisfaction of a
fee. charge or other requirement levied or imposed... [is] deemed to be full and complete
mitigation of the impacts of any legislative or adjudicative act, or both, involving, but not
limited to. the planning, use, or development of real property, or any change in
governmental organization or reorganization as defined in Section 546021 or 56073, on the
provision of adequate school facilities." The proposed Project would be subject to the
EGUSD residential fee in place at the time an application is submitted for a building permit
and under CEQA, payment of EGUSD residential development fees is considered to
mitigate the need for school facilities generated by project implementation. Therefore,
anficipated impacts to schools would be considered less than significant. There is no new
or substantially more severe significant impact.

Less Than Significant Impact. The City requires the dedication of land or in-lieu fees
equivalent to 5 acres per 1,000 people. The EEGSP provided for 11 parks on more than 90
acres, as well as approximately 162 acres of open space located throughout the EEGSP
area. One of the parks included was planned to be partiailly located within the northeast

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
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e)

comer of the Project site. That park, the Derr-Ckamoto Park, has been partially
developed north of the Project site, and the Project would add to acreage of the park.

The EEGSP EIR determined that the overall parkland dedication in the EEGSP area would
exceed the parkland dedication requirement of 0.0138 acres per residential unit
lapproximately 5 acres per 1,000 peoplel. Based on this ratio, development of the
Project as modified would require the dedication of approximately 5.4 acres of parkland.
The modified Project would add 6.7 acres to the partially developed Derr-Okamoto Park,
which satisfies the requirement. With the acreage of parkland exceeding the
requirement, there would be no deficiency of parkland or associated recreation services
that would require residents living with the Project site to seek recreational opportunities
elsewhere. thereby increasing the use of other facilities and services to the point that
they experience accelerated deterioration and must expand or provide additional
tacilities. Therefore, this impact is less than significant. There is no new or substantially
more severe significant impact.

Less Than Significant Impact. The Project is anficipated to result in a population increase
of approximately 1,200, which is 654 persons more than assumed in the EEGSP EIR. This
increase in population would cause an associated increase in demand for library
services, Current library services that would serve the Project site include the Elk Grove
Public Library, the Sacramento Public library Elk Grove Branch, and the Franklin
Community Library. According to the EEGSP, a combined regional and community
library facility network is planned to serve the EEGSP area. The proposed Project would
not result in population growth such that new library facilities would need to be
constructed, nor would it result in deterioration of facilities, given the project population
relative to the population in the City. Therefore, impacts to library services are considered
less than significant. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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Less Than New Impact
Potentially Significant Less Than N 2' lnc‘r;eas:
Significant Impact With Significant o severity of
s et Impact Previous
Impact Mitigation Impact .
Incorporation Significant
Impact?
15. RECREATION
al Would the project increase
the use of  existing
neighborhood and regional
arks or other recreational
gci!ities such that substantial [] [ X | No
physical detericration of the
facility would occur or be
accelerated?
b) Does the project include
recreational  facilities, or
require the construction or
expansion of recreational O (] X ] No
facilities, which might have
an adverse physical effect on
Ehe envi TUHTUE"'[?

EXISTING SETTING

in addition to park facilities, the Cosumnes Community Services District {(CCSD) provides
recreation services to the Elk Grove community. The district offers recreation programs for all
ages. including special events, preschools, summer camps, teen programs, special interest
classes, before- and after-school recreation, nontraditional speorts, therapeutic recreation, youth

and adult sports, and aguatic programming [CCSD 2013b).

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a-b)

or substantially more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.

Less Than Significant Impact. See item d) in subsection 14, Public Services. There is no new

Fieldstone North
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'S'.""’.';T"""‘t’ 15'3“'?‘;,1?:“ SLF“; fT ha"t No Severity of
ignifican mpact Wi ignifican Impact Previous
Impact Mitigation Impact s
Significant
Incorporated
Impact?
16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:
a) Conflict with an applicable
plan, ordinance, or poiicy
establishing measures of
effectiveness far the
performance of the circulatian
system, taking into account all
maodes of transportation
including mass transit and non- ] J X ] No

motorized travel and relevant
components of the circulation
system, including but not

imited tn intarcactions, stroets
dmiied o imersaduons, sireats,

highways and freeways,
pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit?

b) Conflict with an applicable
congestion management
program, including, but not
limited to level of service
standards and travel demand
measures, or other standards [ O 4 [] No
established by the county
congestion management
agency for designated roads or
highways?

) Result in a change in air traffic
patterns, including either an
increase in traffic levels or a
change in location that results
in substantial safety risks?

U
[
[]
X

d) Substantially increase hazards
due to a design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous 1 ] ] X No
intersections} or incompatible
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency D D [:I @ No

arrncc?
GQULTH5S

fy  Conflict with adopted policies,
plans, or programs regarding
public  transii, bicycle, or

pedestrian facilities, or D [:| ] @ No

otherwise decrease the

performance or safety of such

facilities?
City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
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EXISTING SETTING

Roadway System

The following describes the freeway facilities and local roadways that serve the Project site:

ek 12 [« PP [ P o ok TPy Sy e PR P 1 Wy T Jrag——
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t
property line of the proposed Project site. Grant Line Road is two lanes along the Project
fronioge and prowdes direct access to State Route (SR} 99. Grant Ll Road has an at-
grade two-ldne crossing of the Union Pacific Rairoad {UPRR] just west of the proposed

Project. Grant Line Road widens from two to six lanes between the UPRR and SR 99.
Adjacent to the proposed Project, Grant Line Road carries about 12,300 vehicles a day.

Elk Grove Boulevard is an east—west arterial roadway that travels from Grant Line Road
through Elk Grove where it terminates at interstate 5. Be’rween Grant Line Road and

\A.frwi'cu'mn DA Ellr Prr\ua ﬂnldauﬂrH i husm lmae writia lmrma rag in A e e b Rl~e~le
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Swan Drive and Mainline Drive. This segment is fully improved with sidewalks, bike lanes,
raised medians, and landscaping. From the Project. Elk Grove Boulevard would be

merrmaceard bw trevvualilmess meartih oA AAAInlina Miriva A cieinea AMAAinlinas Mivive 4 ~Nersmce Rl
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Swan Drive. Between Waterman Road and Bradshaw Road, Elk Grove Boulevard carries
about 7,800 vehicles a day.

Waterman Road is a north-south arterial roadway that begins at Grant Line Road.
Waterman Road is a two- to fourlane roadway and is planned as a four-lane roadway in

the Gonergl Plan, The intersections at Elk Grove Roulevard and Graont Line Road are fulhy
e AE NS AL Th%al Be B 0%y 1 I ool e DA o d ] i WP A F W LAWY 7 WA AT Thd NS NAT T LI e IV Wl s lully

improved to accommodate their General Plan designation and have traffic signal
control. From the Project, direct access to Waterman Road would be achieved by

+rr1vnlmg west on Mainline Drive.

Bradshaw Road is a north-south arterial roadway that begins at Grant Line Road.
Bradshow Road is r"llrrf:anﬂv two lanes near the Proiect and is nlanned to be six laones in

LL A ) (AW LS | LIRS DL PR R LR A | A LR L) Ll PSR L LT )

the General Plan. The intersections at Grant Line Road and Bk Grove Boulevard have
side-street and all-way stop control, respectively.

Mainline Drive is a two-lane residential collector roadway that traverses from Waterman

Road to the west o Elk Grove Boulevard to the north. Mainiine Drive's intersection at
Waterman Road is all-way stop controlled, and it forms the south leg of a single-lane

roundabout at Elk Grove Boulevard.

Wvyland Drive is a two-lane north—south residential collector roadway that begins at

Mainline Drive and is the western boundary of the proposed Project.

Bicvcle and Pedestrian Facilities

Class [l bicycle lanes [on-street with signage and striping) and sidewalks are provided in both
directions on ali improved segments of Elk Grove Boulevard and Waterman Road. Marked

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
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crosswalks are provided at all signadiized intersections within the study area. During the collection
of traffic counts, low levels of pedestrian activity were observed.

Transit Facilities

e y '
Grove and nine commuter routes with service (o Downfown Sacramento. One loca
(Route 156 —~ Bruceville/Elk Grove Boulevard) and two commuter routes (Route 58 — Eas

Grove Exoress ond Route 70 - Brodshow Fvnrpccl nrn\nr'h:n sarvice within the stu ml\: areco

PAY R ) Al iha,

8
AN
=

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a-b} Less Than Significant Impact. The EEGSP EIR states that the urbanization of the EEGSP
area would significantly increase traffic, which would be intfroduced onto a road system

Ha it ie mertislive morml in Alormetar i the |ﬁ|r\|{u ~f thes eites hl |'|' wrhirh e oA haﬂ\nhl
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urbanized and utilized near new residential developments. The EEGSP EIR concluded 1hat
many planned road improvements would mitigate for most of the impacts of the

Crimiilative + Praiact IEECCCPY cranarin The Troancnartatinn aand Circulotinn Sactinn nf the
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EEGSP EIR anficipated substantial traffic generation upon ultimate development of the
EEGSP area. The proposed Project would result in an additional 213 single-family

racantina unite nvar thot which woe esvolhinted in the FEEGSP FIR
resientiol unirs over tnat whniCn was evaluarea in the ctlzor ok,

The traffic study for the Project evaluated the potential impacts on traffic that could
result from the nrnnnm:-d Prm@h(“f maodifications over what waQs l"ll’PVIﬁl |c!v avaluated in the

EEGSP EIR. The frofflc study determined that the entire PrOJed would be expected to
generate 293 weekday AM peak-hour tips, 391 weekday PM peak-hour trips, and 3,722

trips on o daily basis,

The increase in the number of trips would result in siight increases in level of service (LOS)
at several intersections during the AM and PM peak hour, including:

« Elk Grove Boulevard/Waterman Road
« Elk Grove Boulevard/Bradshaw Road

* [Elk Grove Boulevard/Grant Line Road
* Mainline Drive/Waterman Road

+ Mainline Drive/Wyland Drive

The following intersections would experience an increase in level of service only during
the PM peak hour:

s Grant Line Road/Bradshaw Road
s Grant Line Road/Waterman Road
while LOS would be expected to increase at these intersections, none of the study

intersections would experience increases that exceed the City threshold for acceptable
level of service.
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c)

d)

e)

f

The traffic study also concluded that daily traffic volume would increase at the following
roadway segments:

¢ Grant Line Road-Waterman Road to Bradshaw Road

« Elk

zrove Boulevard-Waterman Road to Bradshaw Road

The Grant Line Road-Waterman Road to Bradshaw Road segment would experience an
increase in the volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio from 0.48 to 0.72. The V/C ratio for the Hk

Grove Boulevard-Waterman Road to Bradshaw Road segment would remain consistent

at 0.44 under both existing conditions and Existing + Project conditions. Similar to
intersection operations, while there would be slight increases in daily traffic volumes

along these roadway segments, they would confinue to operate acceptably at LOS C or
better.

All of the study intersections and roadway segments would continue to operate at
acceptable LOS, making the Project consistent with all applicable traffic policies and
plans, congestion management programs. Therefore, this impact is considered to be less

than significant. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

No Impact. There are no public airports in the City of Bk Grove, and the only private
agirport in the vicinity of the Project site is the Sunset Skyranch Airport, located just
southeast of Grant Line Road from the Project site. However, as mentioned in the Project
Description, the airport has lost its use permit, so the Project would not interfere with air
traffic patterns. Therefore, no impact would occur. There is no new or substantially more
severe significant impact.

No Impact. The Project has been designed in accordance with City road and
improvement standards ond the street sections gpproved in the EEGSP area. The
proposed Project would not result in the development of any new hazards or potential
incompatibilities. Theretore, there are no increases in hazards that can be attributed to
transportation design features. and the Project would have no impact associated with
hazards due to roadway design features. There is no new or substantiolly more severe
significant impact.

No Impact. As described under item d} above, the Project has been designed in
accordance with City road and improvement standards. Therefore, the Project would
provide adequate emergency access, and no impact would occur. There is no new or
substantially more severe significant impact.

No Impact. The Project doses not propose any uses that would interfere with policies,
plans, or programs for public transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities. The traffic study
determined that implementation of the proposed Project would not disrupt or interfere
with existing bicycle or pedestrian facilities, and would not disrupt or interfere with the
implementation of any planned bicycle or pedestrian facilities or disrupt or interfere with
existing or plonned transit operations or facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur.
There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact,

Mitigation Measures

No new mifigation required.

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration October 2013

90



INITIAL STUDY

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Impact

New
Impact or
Increase
Severity of
Previous
Significant
Impact?

17. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTE

MS. Would the project:

aj

Exceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality
Control Board?

O]

1

No

b)

Require or result in  the
construction of new water or

4

rantrnnet fas e
L L ucs

wastewater treatment facili
or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of
which could cause significant

environmental effects?

No

)

Require or fesult in the
construction of new
stormwater drainage facilities
or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of
which couid cause significant
environmental effects?

No

d)

Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project
from existing entitlfements and
resources,
P = | ~ »
EAPG'IUCU TrILIL

needed?

No

e}

Result in a determination by
the  wastewater  treatment
provider that serves or may
serve the project that it has
adequate capacity to serve the
project’s projected demand, in
addition to the provider's
existing commitments?

No

Be served by a landfill with
sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s
solid waste disposal needs?

No

Comply with federal, state, and
local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?

[

]

X

L

No
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EXISTING SETTING
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Elk Grove Water District and Sacramento County Water Agency

The Project site is located within the service area of the Elk Grove Water District (EGWD), which
receives water supplies from the Sacramento County Water Agency (SCWA). Within the SCWA,
the Project site is located in the boundaries of SCWA service areas Zone 41 and Zone 40 {Zone 41
includes all of Zone 40). Ione 40 generates revenue for its capital program through
development fees and from special development capital fees collected bimonthly from Zone 41
refaii water service customers in Zone 40 and wholesaie waier service customers in the Eik Grove
Water Service area. In April 1999, the SCWA expanded Zone 40 boundaries and scope to
include large areas in the southern part of Sacramento County and to include the use of
recycied wdaier in conjunciion wiih groundwaier and surface water. On compietion of
construction of Zone 40 water facilities, the facilities are granted over 1o Zone 41 for long-term
operations and maintenance and eventually replacement as facilities become older [SCWA

FaTab k]

2011, p. 2-4].

The EGWD opero’res its own water supply faciliies and has prepored its own Urban Water
Management Pian (UWMP). The service dred for the EGWD is separaied into two subareas: Tariff
Area No. 1, served with water pumped from EGWD-owned wells, and Tariff Area No. 2. served
with water supplies purchased from the SCWA (EGWD 2011, p. 5). The Projec’r site is located in
Taniff Area N, 2, Because Taiiff Area No. 2 receives water supplies from the SCWA, the EGWD is

responsible only for the distribution mains in Tariff Area No. 2 (EGWD 2011, p. 5). Other relevant
water supply infrastructure is owned and operated by SCWA Zone 41.

Tariff Area No. 2 served a population of approximately 12,000 in 2010 and is expected to serve
20,160 residents by 2035. The entire EGWD service area served 34,550 people in 2010 and is

nnnnnn ~~d 4 T s ALY e | MANAC (C2AIM AT 1 - O
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The EGWD has a goal to reduce per capita water use by 20 percent by 2020. Based on the 2010
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p. 11). In Tariff Area No. 2, total water delivery was 2,935 acre-feet per year (AFY) (EGWD 2011,
p. 15). The projected water demand for Tariff Area No. 2 In 2035 is expected to be 4,560 AFY

{EGWD 2011, . 18). The contracted volume of water 1o be supplied 1o the EGWD for Tariff Area

No. 2 customers in 2035 is expected to be 4,600 AFY. The existing contracted volume {as of 2010)
was for 2,935 AFY (EGWD 2011, p. 20). The EGWD's agreement with the SCWA is to provide the

\Arﬁl‘ﬁr noacsoeerry ta coarvea Trriff Aram I\[r\ ’) AWM M o 1Y Tha Cf"'\AIA llrln.—.n A~
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Management Plan anficipates the sale of 4,600 AFY of water supplies to the EGWD in 2035
{SCWA 2011, p. 4-17), consistent with the findings of the EGWD UWMP,

In Zone 41, the SCWA expects that by 2035, total water supply would be 120,698 AFY and
demand would be 87,567 AFY, leaving a surplus of 31,788 AFY {29 percent). Supply and demand

are nvr\nr“haf‘l 1o remain the tcame in qnlglr_‘\ dr\f -yeqr and mu!hp!e Anf_\,.vanr scenarios {SC\'A'!A 2017,

pp. 7- 2—7»5) During dry periods, the SCWA would reduce its surface water supplies c:nd
supplement with groundwater supplies to keep the total water supply constant. The SCWA does

not nnhr‘lnnfn grot undwaoter SL,""“’"" chnrinneg ISCWA 2011 . B, 7- R\
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Water Supply Facilities
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No 2, the SCWA has constructed, and is planning to construct, several new wdter supply

facilities. Each of the improvements is expected to change the water supply mix. The Vineyard
wrfre~a LA 4oar
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region's reliance on groundwater supplies. it has the capacity to treat 50 million gallons per day
{mgd). A second phase of the Vineyard WTP is planned for 2033 and would provide an

additicnal 50 mgd of water treatment capacity. Some of the future SCWA-planned water supply

projects that would likely provide some benefit to the Project site include the East Elk Grove
Groundwater WTP and the Bond Groundwater WTP. The East Elk Grove Groundwater WTP is

nloannad o hanin construction in ')m_r-z with r‘rﬁmn'lahnn in 2020, Thaot 'Fnr-slrh.r wionld nrovide o

| e UL LIRS 1%r U\Jt’ ol e P R T s L e e ] TYANSIINA I T DA
maxirmum of 13 mgd. The Bond Groundwater WTP would provide 6.5 mgd and would be
constructed sometime after 2035. [SCWA 2011)

WASTEWATER COLLECTION AND TREATMENT

Wastewater treatment for the Projec:'r area is provided by the Sacramento Regional County

Sanitation District |.)|\\.,ou;, which serves upplu;\unuluiy 1.4 million pcuplr; The SRCSD owins and
operates the regional wastewater conveyance systemm and the Sacramento Regional
Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP). located at 8521 Laguna Station Road. The SRCSD's

o em dmilay i s e o C oy b A ron o Mickeim~d ICACMY el dl ~idioms mF Cmlemenn
LUTTIUInNy ugcnulca—nlc SGCIameno AFeaG \JGVVUI Il [wAaL/ ) Jdiiia e Cities OF rGisGim.,

West Sacramento, and Sacramentc—each collect wastewater, while the SRCSD is responsible
for mojor conveyance, wastewater treatment, and wastewater disposal. The SRWTP usually

treals an average of 150 million gallons per day, but in 2012 the average was 124 mgd becaouse

it was a dry year. The SRWTP is permitted to treat 181 mgd average dry weather flow [SRCSD
2012). At the Sacramento Regnonc:l Wos’rewo'rer Trectmenf Plant, the wc:s’rewofer wndergoes o
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The Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant 2020 Master Plan for the SRWTP provides
a phased program of recommended wastewater freatment facilities and management

programs to accommodate planned growth and to meet existing and anficipated regulatory
requirements in the SRCSD service area through the year 2020. The master plan uses Sacramento

Area Council of Governments (SACOG) population projections multiplied by per capita flow

and load values to determine future facilities needs (SRCSD 2008, p. 14). The current SRWTP
capacity of 185 mgd falls short of the projected 218 mgd average dry weather flow in 2020.

Therefore, the SRWTP has been master hlmhnod to accommaodate 350 mnd average r'lr'u'

weather flow {SRCSD 2008, p. 15}). In oddttlon, the SRCSD has prepared a long-range mos’rer plcm

for the large-diameter interceptors that transport wastewater to the Sacramento Regional
Wastawater Treatment Plant, The master nlnn includes |nh:rrr'mnfnr lrnnrndp(lpynnnqnnc to

L= B LI L ¥

accommodate anticipated growth through 2035 (SRCSD 2008, p. 5).

The Sacramento Area Sewer Distiict {SASD). formerly known as County Sanitation District-1,

provides wastewater collection services in the urbanized unincorporated areq of Sacramento

TN F AT FF A I s PF WA A0 e s Bl S i et 1 Arr A i kA e e LTSl oL LA

County, in the cities of Citrus Heights, Elk Grove, and Rancho Cordova, and in a portion of the

cities of Sacramento and Folsom. The SASD owns, operates, and maintains a network of 4,400
miles of main line and lower lateral hlhpc in a 270- squ are-mile areaq NAQD 90]’)\ The collection

LR L]

system pipelines are categorized and based on size, function, ond hydraulic ccpoci’ry. Trunk
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sewers are pipes that function as conveyance facilities to transport the collected wastewater
flows to the SRCSD intercepfor system. The collection system within the Project area includes

triinke whirch ~ra deconed 1o comy flowe from 1 i 10 mnad ond Intaroic whirh ore decnnad o
TUNKS, WhiCh are gesigned 10 Ccamy nows rom L 1o U0 moa, ang iQlerqis, whiCh are gesignec 1o

camry flows of less than 1 mgd. The existing Elk Grove trunk line exfends southeast from the
Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant influent diversion structure to Laguna

Roulevard, then narallel to Sk 99 nlnnn Fast Stockion Roulevard extending close to the southern

LA SIS ¥ Al Ny N T pr LEY AR R A LRSS S LW AV L raa g T ML

City boundary.

The Project site is located with the Hudson Basin, which serves the existing development north

e Tata | b AF CIL- T ees Mecmals T dlaem COOCD vy Armemrraliriey 4 s Mesibmoieans AAmedsae Dlisee
AviRiw] Juulll L B |9 \JIUVG ATORM III [ L= W WA N Y ) ] MO, MU Y NS LTS YIS 1 it

prepared for the proposed Project (Wood Rodgers 2013}, Elk Grove Creek cannot contain 100-
year storm events west of Waterman Road. so all development upstream of Waterman Road is

o i b it sl Flevare Thio Dirimvsiees AAmctar Dl rarrae mrorsres sl Dicirmee o ~rermset Desimsoed
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assumptions.

Gin U)\L.IUZ)IVU IIUIIL.IIIbG UQIUUHIUIII [EIK \..JIUVU AUIOU} \.AJIIIHIUILIUI WU.‘)IU III EIR UIUVC, Wthh
includes waste generated by multi-family residential developments, is an “open market,”
meoning that commercial and multi- family waste in the Cify is hauled by any permitted hauler
selecied by the development and s hauied 10 G varetly of permitied iandiills chosen by the
hauler, Solid waste generated in Elkk Grove is faken to a variety of landfills. Table 11 shows landfills
used by the City of Elk Grove and the permitted and remaining copociﬂes of those landfills. As

PEIT L R wl | PR gl ) YT - R N 2T e Y = e V= i A B e =t T T =
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remaining capacity {CalRecycle 2013).
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TABLE 11
DisPOSAL FACILITIES USED BY ELK GROVE AND THEIR CAPACITIES 2005

Facility

Total Estimated
Permitted
Capacity

(in cubic yards)

Total Estimated Capacity Used

Remaining Estimated Capacity

[ PP, g
rercciragc

Altamont Landfill &
Resource Recovery

(01-AA-0009}

Hay Road Landfill,

[ Y . N B R Vo L 1Y
I, (D + ) Larniamm

{(48-AA-0002)

Bakersfield
Metropoiitan
{Bena) SLF
{15-AA-02713)

53,000,000

8,181,042

15.4%

44,818,958

84.6%

Foothill Sanitary
Landfill
{39-AA-0004)

102,000,000

4,100,000

4%

97,900,000

96%

Forward Landfill,
Inc.
(39-AA-0015)

51,040,000

11,008,942

21.6%

40,031,058

78.4%

Keller Canyon
Landfill
(07-AA-0032)

75,018,280

6,738,610

9%

68,279,670

91%

L and D Landfill
Co,
(34-AA-0020)

6,031,055

1,931,055

32%

4,100,000

68%

North County
Landfill
{39-AA-0022)

17,300,000

-300,000

-1.7%

17,600,000

101.7%

Potrero Hills
Landfill
(48-AA-0075)

13,300,000

21,500,000

61.9%

8,200,000

38.1%

Sacramento County
Landjill (Kiefer)

A A A NNNTY
[0 DTS VAtV E V]

117,400,000

4,500,000

3.8%

112,900,000

96.2%

Source: CalRecycle 2013

PROJECT IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES

a-b) and d-e) Less Than Significant Impact. The EEGSP EIR determined that new water supply
facilifies. including conveyance infrastructure and groundwater wells, would be needed to
serve the EEGSP area, including the Project site. Water delivery infrastructure has since
been developed in the EEGSP area, with the exception of the individual service
connections in the remaining undeveloped portions of the Specific Plan areq, including
the Project site. The proposed Project would increase the number of water service
connections by 213 units over what was analyzed in the EEGSP EIR.

City of Elk Grove
October 2013
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Because the proposed Project will be required to comply with the updated Title 24

standards, including standards that reguire new buildings to reduce water consumption by

M et rabome A Al rrsto AF Y Al ity ar ong e Hho I:r“\mr\ ')nn’\
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Urban Water Management Plan were used for the Project. Based on this rate, the Project
would have a water demand of approximately 271.5 AFY {242,400 gpd).

The Urban Water Management Plans for both the EGWD and the SCWA determined that

water supplies would be adequate to serve customers in their service areas through 2035.

Qnarﬂfl.ﬁml I the SCWA nrcrhﬁi A sU |rr\f| 15 n'F ’l'l 7QQ AF:V in ’){'\QR even r~| |r|nr1 mullinle r\lr\f
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years. This surplus is more than sufﬂmen’r to provide 269 AFY for use within the Project site.

radictaed waoter o |nh|\r surnliie winnild ha nravidad by imnrnvemanitc tn the
reCICTeC WQTer SURLY SUlpiUs wWoWhiG De DroviGed Dy imprevemenis 10 e

Vineyard Surface WTP and development of new groundwater WTPs, which are planned
to increase the SCWA's total water supply and fto provide reliability to its water supply.

These waoter Cllhh'\l imorovement oroiects will be Hn\lnlnhnd indenendant of the
1SS v 8] projects 2pe

proposed Project. A5|de from the water supply infrastructure tho’t would be constructed
within the Project site fo provide individual connections to the water system and to

connect to the existing water delivery lines, no gdditional infrastructure would be

i ratM il LR L] AL L)} e e

needed for water delwery or water supply. Impacts associated with the construction of

individual water connections are a part of the Project and are assumed in the analysis
throughout this Initial Study,

PIVeUL

Similarly, impacts associated with demand for wastewater treatment services and
infrastructure are analyzed in the EEGSP EIR. The EEGSP EIR found that the capacity of the

Gt Ul I L2 | - ) | AR Ser Fe. } ) R A

Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant was adequate to serve developmem
in the EEGSP areq. Based on the average household size in Ek Grove (3.07 persons per
household) and average wastewater generation rate [132.4 gallons per capita per day)
from the Elk Grove Generc:l Plan EIR, ’rhe Project would result in an increased demand of
approximately 152,000 gallons per day. The SRWITP currently has treatment capacity for
more than 30 milion galions per day during an average vear, The addifional pronosed

units would not result in the need for additional treatment capacity.

The major conveyance infrastructure for water and wastewater has already been
constructed to connect the existing development in the EEGSP area to water supply and
wastewater infrastructure. The Project would require the construction of service
connections within the Project site. The approved EEGSP EIR considered the ground
disturbance that would be necessary to construct water supply and wastewater
connections at the Project site. The addition of 213 additional units to areas where the
possible environmental effects of around disturbance has already been considered would
not result in new impacts or the need for additional mitigation. In addition, because the
SRWTP has capacity for the Project-generated wastewater, the additional unifs proposed
would not create any additional impacts associated with the wastewater treatment
requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board. Therefore, this impact is
considered to be less than significant. There is no new or substantially more severe
significant impact.

c) Less Than Significant Impact. Impacts associated with stormwater drainage are analyzed
in the EEGSP EIR, which concluded that additional stormwater capacity was needed to
accommodate increased flows from development of the EEGSP areq. As development
has occurred within the EEGSP areq. this impact has not been fully mitigated. BElk Grove
Creek currently cannot accormmodate stormwater flows from areas east of Waterman

Fieldstone North City of Elk Grove
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-g)

Road, which includes the Project site. As the area has developed. conditions in the creek
have become worse.

A Drainage Master Plan has been prepored for the proposed Project to provide
recommendations for mitigating drainage issues downstream to ensure that flows from

the Proiect site do not exacerbate conditions, The Proiect has heen desioned with the
oect she Qo QACeroTe SO oecCt NAs oeeh Qesignea

recommendations of the Drainage Master Plan. To construct the Project as it is currently
approved, pursuant to the EEGSP EIR, stormwater flows would not be mitigated based on
the existing conditions, which have become worse since the EEGSP EIR was approved.
The Project has been designed with two detention basins at the southern end of the

open space draingge cormdor bisecting the Project site to capture flows before they
recach Fk Grove Creek at the southemn pdnp of the site 1o el uc flows thot are e il to

or less than peak flows reported in the Cny s Storm Drainage Mos’rer Plan {Wood Rodgers
2013). Therefore, since the Project has been designed to mitigate flows, development of
the proposed Project would improve stormwater conditions downstream. Therefore, this
impact is less than significant. There is no new or substantially more severe significant
impact.

Less Than Significant Impact. The adopted EIR found that the built-out EEGSP would
generate approximately 7,500 tons of solid waste per year, which would not be
substantial when compared tc the available capacity of the Sacramento County
Landfill. The analysis estimated that each household would generate 9.1 pounds of solid
waste per day. Based on this generation rate, the additional units proposed by the
Proiect would generate approximately 3,560 pounds per day (650 tons per vear). The
Sacramento County Landfill is permitted to accept as much as 10,815 tons per day and
as of 2010, had more than 96 percent remaining capacity. Therefore, the sclid waste
generated by the Project would not be likely 1o result in the need for additional solid
waste facilities. In addition, the Project does not contain any uses or components that
would not be consistent with all applicable sclid waste regulations and policies. It is also
worth mentioning that since the EEGSP EIR was adopted, solid waste diversion rates for
recycling have increased throughout the state, fargely due to the California Integrated
Waste Management Act (AB 939), so it is probable that the sclid waste generation rate
has gone down since the EIR was adopted in 1995, This impact is less than significant.
There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.

Mitigation Measures

No new mitigation required.

City of Elk Grove Fieldstone North
October 2013 Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

97



INITIAL STUDY

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
impact With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

Nn

et

Impact

New Impact
or Increase
Sovarity of
Previous
Significant
Impact?

18.

MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGN

IFICANCE.

a)

Does the project have the potential
to degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife

rauca a fich or wildlifa
»»»»»»» cause a isn oF wndine

population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to
eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce
the number or restrict the range of
rare or endangered plants or

: [

oy M
cHImmiale

dlllllldils, ar
examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

No

bi

Does the project have impacts that
are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable?
"Comulatively considerahle”
means that the incremental effects
of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the
effects of past projects, the effects
of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects.

No

<)

Does the project have
environmental  effects that  will
cause substantial adverse effects on
human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

No

DiscussioN

The following are Mandatery Findings of Significance in accordance with Section 15065 of the
CEQA Guidelines.

a-c)

Less Than Significant Impact. This Initial Study determined that all potential impacts
associated with the potential to degrade the quality of the environment would be less
than significant or could be mitigated to less than significant levels with the mitigation
measures that are provided in this document. None of the less than significant impacts
were determined to be cumulatively considerable. In addition, since the Project is a part
of the EEGSP, potential impacts associated with large-scale development of the EEGSP
area were previously considered in the EEGSP EIR. While the Project represents a change
from what was analyzed on the Project site as part of the EEGSP EIR analysis, that EIR's
analysis addressed cumulative impacts, and the proposed Project would not
substantially increase the cumulative conftribution from the EEGSP or result in any new
cumulatively considerable impacts. Mitigation measures will be implemented where

Fieldstone North
Draft Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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appropriate, thereby reducing impacts resulting from this Project to a less than significant
level. There is no new or substantially more severe significant impact.
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adverse effects on the environment. In 1988, CEQA was amended to require reporting on and monitoring of
mitigation measures adopted as part of the environmental review process. This Mitigation Monitoring and

Reporting Plan {(MMRP) is designed to aid the City of Elk Grove in its implementation and monitoring of

--------- S ar iy v St e admnhs

measures adopted from the Fieldstone North Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND).

The mitigation measures are taken from the Fieldstone North MND. The mitigation measures are assigned the
same number they had in the MND. The MMRP describes the actions that must take place to implement each

mitigation measure, the timing of those actions, and the entities responsible for implementing and monitoring the
actions.

The MND was prepared as a subsequent MND, analyzing the modifications to the project approved as part of
the East Elk Grove Specific Plan (EEGSP) Environmental Impact Report (EIR), pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15162. The City determined that because the proposed Project requests changes to land uses
previously analyzed for environmental effects in the EEGSP EIR, a subsequent MND was necessary for the
proposed Project. The Fieldstone North Project is subject to the adopted mitigation measures described in the
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRPY) for the EEGSP EIR.

MMRP COMPONENTS
The components of each monitoring form are addressed briefly, below.

Mitigation Number: This is the number given the mitigation measure in the MND.

Mitigation Measure: All mitigation measures that were identified in the MND are presented.

Timing: Each action must take place prior to the time at which a threshold could be exceeded. implementation
of the action must occur prior to or during some part of approval, project design or construction, or on an
ongoing basis. The timing for each measure is identified.

Enforcement/Monitoring: This item identifies the entity that will undertake the required action. The City of Elk
Grove is responsible for ensuring that most mitigation measures are successfully implemented. Within the City,
a number of departments and divisions could have responsibility for monitoring some aspect of the overall
project.
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MM
Number

Mitigation Measure

Timing/
Implementcition

Enforcement/
Monitoring

Verification (date
and Signature)

AIR-1

To ensure generation of PMi; does not exceed standards,
ground-disturbing activities during construction shall not exceed
the SMAQMUD's screening criterion of 15 acres on any day.

During construction activities

City of Elk Grove Planning
Department

BIO-1

Special-Status Plant Surveys. The Project proponent shall

retain a qualified biologist to perform focused surveys to
determine the presencefabsence of special-status plant species
with potential to occur in and adjacent to (within 25 feet, where
appropriate) the proposed impact area, including construction
access routes. These surveys shall be conducted in accordance
with CDFW Guidelines for Assessing Effects of Proposed
Developments on Rare Planis and Plant Communities (Nelson
1994). These guidelines require that rare plant surveys be
conducted at the proper time of year, May-June, when rare or
endangered species are both evident and identifiable. Field
surveys shall be scheduled to coincide with known flowering
periods, and/or during approprizte developmental pericds that are
necessary to identify the plant species of concem.

If the surveys do not find any state or federal listed plant species
in or adjacert to (within 25 feet) the proposed impacts area, no
further action is required. If any state- or federally listed, CNPS
List 1, or CNPS List 2 plant species are found in or adjacent to
(within 25 feet) the proposed impact area during the surveys,
these plant species shall be avoided and the foilowing mitigation
measures shall be implemented:;

Prior to the initiation of
construction activities

City of Elk Grove Planning
Department
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1. In some cases involving state-listed planis, it may be
necessary to obtain an incidental take permit under Section
2081 of the FGC (2081 permit). The Project proponent shall
consult with the CDFW to determine whether a 2081 permit
is required, and obtain all required authorizations prior to
initiation of construction activities.

2. Before the approval of grading plans or any ground-breaking
activity within the Project area, the Project proponent shall
submit @ mitigation plan concurrently to the CDFW and the
USFWS (if appropriate) for review and comment. The plan
shall include mitigation measures for the population(s) to be
directly affected. Possible mitigation for impacts to special-
status plant species can include implementation of a
program to transplant, salvage, cultivate, or re-establish the
species at suitable sites (if feasible) or through the purchase
of credits from an approved mitigation bank, if available. The
actual level of mitigation may vary depending on the
sensitivity of the species, its prevalence in the area, and the
current state of knowledge about overall population trends
and threats to its survival. The final mitigation strategy for
directly impacted plant species shall be determined by the
CDFW and the USFWS (if appropriate) through the
mitigation plan approval process.

3. Any special-status plant species that are identified adjacent
to the Project area, but not proposed to be disturbed by the
Project, shall be protected by barrier fencing to ensure
construction activities and material stockpiles do not impact
any special-status plant species. These avoidance areas
shall be identified on Project plans.

BIC-2

Consultation with US Fish and Wildlife Service. The Project
proponent shall either assume presence of special-status vernal
pool invertebrates or have a qualified biologist conduct a survey
for Federally-listed Large Branchiopods (vernal pool fairy shrimp
and vernal pool tadpole shrimp). If the survey concludes absence
of vernal peool fairy shrimp and vernal pool tadpole shrimp, no
further mitigation is required.

Prior to the initiation of
construction activities

City of Elk Grove Planning
Department
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If special-status invertebrates are determined to be present, or if
presence is assumed, the Froject proponent shall mitigate
consistent with the future Biological Opinion, mitigating with 1
acre of vernal pool preservation for every 1 acre of directly
affected special-status shrimp habitat (1:1 ratio), as well as 1 acre
of vermal pool creation for every 1 acre of directly affected special-
status shrimp habitat (1:1 rativ). The preliminary jurisdictional
determination identified 0.453 acre of vernal pools in the project
footprint; therefore 0.453 acre of preservation and .0453 acre of
creation. (NOTE: There is no City-adopted policy supporting the
higher mitigation ratio, this is not critical habitat, this is not within
the Mather Core recovery area, it is a highly disturbed site and
there is no evidence of shrimp.)

Provided that the mitigation land satisfies the criteria set forth in
both mitigation measure BIO-7 and this mitigation measure, land
acquired to meet the habitat mitigation requirements of this
mitigation measure, and/or any additional habitat mitigation that is
required by any govermnmental agency for any development
project undertaken pursuant to the proposed Project, may occur
within and also be counted tcward the required waters of the
United States obligation set forth in mitigation measure BIO-7.

Bio-3

Swainson’s Hawk Foraging Habitat. The Project applicant shall
acquire conservation easements or other instruments to preserve
suitable foraging habitat for Swainson's hawk, as determined by
the CDFW. The location of mitigation parcels as well as the
conservation instruments protecting thern shall be acceptable to
the City. The amount of land preserved shall be governed by a
1:1 mitigation ratio for each acre developed at the Project site.
The preservation of land shall be done prior to any site
disturbance, such as clearing or grubbing, or the issuance of any
permits for grading, building, or other site improvements,
whichever occurs first. In addition, the City may impose the
follewing conservation easemert content standards:

a) The land to be preserved shall conforrn with CDFW
guidelines on suitable Swainson's hawk foraging habitat.

[Prior to construction activities

City of Elk Grove Planning
Department
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b) All owners of the rnitigation land shall execute the document
encumbering the land.

¢) The document shall be recordable and contain an accurate
legal description of the mitigation landl.

d) The document shall prohibit any activity that substantially
impairs or diminishes the land's capacity as suitable
Swainson's hawk foraging habitat.

e) [f the land's suitability as foraging habitat is related to existing
agricultural uses on the land, the document shall protect any
existing water rights necessary to maintain such agricultural
uses on the land covered by the document, and retain such
water rights for ongoing use on the mitigation land.

f) The applizant shall pay to the City a mitigation monitoring fee
to cover the costs of administering, monitoring, and enforcing
the document in an amount determined by the receiving
entity, not to exceed 10 percent of the easement price paid
by the applicant, or a different amount approved by the City
Council, not to exceed 15 percent of the easement price paid
by the applicant.

g) Interests in mitigation land shall be held in trust in perpetuity
by the City or an entity acceptable to the City. The entity shall
not sell, lease, or convey any interest in mitigation land which
it shall acquire without the prior written approval of the City.

hy The City shall be named a beneficiary under any document
conveying the interest in the mitigation land to an entity
acceptable to the City.

i) If any qualifying entity owning an interest in mitigation land
ceases to exist, the duty to hold, administer, monitor, and
enforce the interest shall he transferred to the City or to
another entity acceptable to the City.

i) Land used for Swainson’s Hawk mitigation may also be used
for other types of compatible mitigation (vernal pool, species,
wetlands, etc.)

Before committing to the preservation of any particular land

pursuant to this measure, the Project applicant shall obtain the

City's approval of the land proposed for preservation.
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BIO-4

Burrowing Owl Preconstruction Surveys. If clearing and
construction activities would occur during the nesting period for
burrowing owls (February 1-August 31), a qualified biologist shall
conduct focused surveys for burrowing owls on the Project site
within 30 days prior to construction initiation. Surveys shall be
conducted in accordance with the CDFG's Staff Report on
Burrowing Qwi Mitigation, pubiished March 7, 2012. Surveys shall
be repeated if Project activities are suspended or delayed for
more than 15 days during nesting season.

If no burrowing owls are detected, no further mitigation is
required. If active burrowing owls nest sites are detected, the
Project proponent shall implement the avoidance, minimization,
and mitigation methodologies cutlined in the CDF\W's Staff Report
on Burrowing Owl Mitigation prior to initiating Project-related
activities that may impact burrowing owls.

Prior to construction activities

City of Elk Grove Planning
Department

BIO-5

Migratory Bird Surveys. If clearing and/or construction activities
would occur during the migratory bird nesting seasion (March 15—
August 18), preconstruction surveys to identify active migratory
bird nests, including tricolored blackbird_ shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within 14 days prior to construction initiation.
Focused surveys must be performed by a qualified biologist for
the purposes of determining presence/absence of active nest
sites within the proposed impact area, including construction
access routes and a 200-foot buffer (if feasible).

If active nest sites are identified within 200 feet of Froject
activities, the applicant shall impose a limited operating period
(LOP) for all active nest sites prior to commencement of any
Project construction activities to avoid construction- or access-
related disturbances 10 migratory bird nesting activities. An LOP
constitutes a period during which Project-related activities (i.e.,
vegetation removal, earth moving, and construction) will not
occur, and will be imposed within 100 feet of any active nest sites
until the nest is deemed inactive by a qualified biologist. Activities
permitted within and the size (i.e., 100 feet) of LOPs may be
adjusted through consuitation with the COFW and/or the City.

Prior to canstruction activities

City of Elk Grove Planning
Department
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BIO-5

Raptor Surveys. If clearing andfor construction activities would
occur during the raptor nesting season (January 15-August 15),
preconstruction surveys to identify active raptor nests shall be
conducted by a qualified biologist within 14 days prior to
construction initiation. Focused surveys must be performed by a
qualified biologist for the purposes of determining
presence/absence of active nest sites within the proposed irmpact
area, including construction access routes and a 500-foot buffer
(if feasible).

if active nest sites are identified within 500 feet of Project
activities, the applicant shall impose an LOP for all active nest
sites prior to commencement of any Project construction activities
to avoid construction- or access-related disturbances to nesting
raptors. An LOP constifutes a period during which Project-related
activities (i.e., vegetation removal, earth moving, and
construction) will not occur, and will be imposed within 250 feet of
any active nest sites until the nest is deemed inactive by a
qualified biologist. Activities permitted within and the size (i.e.,
250 feet) of LOPs may be adjusted through consultation with the
CDFW and/or the City.

F'rior to construction activities

City of Elk Grove Planning
Department

BIO-7

No Net Loss of Federally ancl/or State Protected Waters. If
federally andfor State protectecd waters would be impacted by
Project-related activities, the Project proponent shall ensure that
the Project will result in no net loss of federally and/or State
protected waters. No net loss can be achieved through impact
avoidance, impact minimization, and/or compensatory mitigation,
as determined in CWA Section 404 and 401 permits and/or 1602
Streambed Alteration Agreement. Evidence of compliance with
this mitigation measure shall be provided prior to construction and
grading activities for the proposed Project.

Provided that the mitigation land satisfies the criteria set forth in
both mitigation measure BIO-2 and this mitigation measure, land
acqguired to meet the waters of the United States and/or waters of
the State requirements of this mitigation measure andfor any
additional habitat mitigation that is required by any governmental
agency for any development project undertaken pursuant to the
proposed Project may occur within and also be counted toward
the required habitat mitigation set forth in mitigation measure
BIO-2.

Prior to construction activities

City of Elk Grove Planning
Department
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To reduce impacts of traffic noise on future residents of the

When final grading plans and

City of Elk Grove Planning

proposed Project, noise barriers shall be constructed along the | subdivision designs are | Depariment
Project frontage at Grant Line Road and Bradshaw Road. | available
Depending on the final grading plans and tentative maps, barriers
NOI-1 | could range between 6 and 8 fest. Final barrier height and design
shall be determined by a qualified acoustical professional when
final grading plans and subdivision designs are available. The
barrier designs shall comply with an exterior noise level standard
of 60 dB La, at the outdoor activity areas.
When floor plans and elevations have been completed, the | After floor plans and | City of Elk Grove Planning
NOI-2 Project applicant shall have detailed analysis of interior noise | elevations have been | Department
levels conducted by a qualified acoustical professional to ensure | completed

compliance with the 45 dB Ly, interior noise level standard.




CERTIFICATION
ELK GROVE CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION NO. 2014-14

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO ) ss
CITY OF ELK GROVE )

1, Jason Lindgren, City Clerk of the City of Elk Grove, California, do hereby certify
that the foregoing resolution was duly introduced, approved, and adopted by the
City Council of the City of Elk Grove at a regular meeting of said Council held on

Innitars 29 20414 haw tha fallnwinm uynia:
—.’ --, N W ", B F -vl'v"l.'” v

(ST R

AYES : COUNCILMEMBERS: Davis, Cooper, Detrick, Trigg
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: Hume
ARSTAIN : COLINCHMEMBERS: None

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: None

Vi

Jasgn Lindgren, City
City of Elk Grove, California



