RESOLUTION NO. 2017-117
A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ELK GROVE
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ADOPTING A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND MITIGATION AND
MONITORING REPORTING PROGRAM (MMRP) FOR THE OLD TOWN ELK GROVE
STREETSCAPE PROJECT - PHASE 2 (WTR012) AND APPROVING THE PROJECT

WHEREAS, the Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project — Phase 2 (WTR012)
(Project) will result in streetscape improvements to -an approximately 2,400-foot-long
segment of Elk Grove Boulevard between School Street to the west and Waterman
Road to the east in the City of EIk Grove, California; and

WHEREAS, the City prepared an [nitial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
pursuant to CEQA, attached hereto as Exhibit A and incorporated herein by reference,
evaluating the potential environmental effects of the Project; and

WHEREAS, the City determined that the mitigation measures identified in the
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration would rexduce environmental impacts to a
less than significant level;, and

WHEREAS, based on staff's review .of the Froject, no special circumstances
exist that would create a reasonable possibility that this Project will have a significant
effect on the environment beyond what was analyzed in the Mitigated Negative
Declaration prepared for the Project and disclosed; ard

WHEREAS, a Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program (MMRP) has. been
prepared for the proposed Project in accordance with 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 operation;
and

WHEREAS, the City distributed the Notice of Intent to Adopt the Mitigated
Negative Declaration on December 28, 2016, It was posted at the Sacramento County
Clerk's office, distributed through State Clearinghouse and at the City offices, pursuant
to Section 15072 of Chapter 3 of Title 14 of'the California Code of Regulations (State
CEQA Guidelines). A 30-day review and cornment period was opened on December 28,
2016. The document was. then recirculated for an additional 30 days on January 27,
2016 and closed on February 27, 2017. The Mitigated Negative Declaration was made
available to the public during this review period; and

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

WHEREAS, the City has considered the comments received during the public
review period, and in response to comments-regarding the concern for increased traffic
on School Street and Rancho Drive, the project will no longer be installing a traffic
signal at the intersection of Kent Street and Elk Grove Boulevard, but will instead install



a Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) to accommodate: safe pedestrian
crossings, and will also conduct volume .and speed studies before and after Project
implementation at School Street and Elk Grove Boulevard; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has considered the written comments onh the
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proposed Project and the Mitigated Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the City of Elk Grove, Development Services, Planning Department,
located at 8401 Laguna Palms Way, Elk Grove, California 95758 is the custodian of
documents and other materials that constitute the record of proceedings upon which the
decision to adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration is based; and

WHEREAS, the City Council has reviewed the Initial Study, the Mitigated
Negative: Declaration, and the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program and find
that these documents reflect their independent judgment.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Elk
Grove hereby adopts the Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Mitigation and
Monitoring Reporting Program for the proposed Project for the Old Town Elk Grove
Project — Phase 2 attached hereto as Exhibits A and B, respectively, and incorporated
herein by this reference based on the following findings:

1) On the basis of the whole record, there is no substantial evidence that the Project as
designed 'and mitigated will have a significant effect on the environment. A Mitigated
Negative Declaration has been prepared and completed in accordance with the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).The Mitigated Negative Declaration
reflects the independent judgment and analysis of the City.

2) Pursuant to Public Resources Code, Section 21081 and CEQA Guidelines, Section
15091, all of the proposed mitigation measures described in the Mitigated Negative
Declaration are feasible, and therefore shall become binding upon the City.

3) To the extent that these findings conclude that various proposed mitigation measures
outlined in the Mitigated Negative Declaration are feasible and have not been modified,
superseded or withdrawn, the City Council hereby binds itself and their assigns and
successors in interest to implement those measures. These findings are not merely
informational, but constitute a binding set of obligations that will come. into effect when
the City constructs the Project.

Evidence: Pursuant to CEQA and the CEQA guidelines, staff prepared an Initial Study
for the Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project — Phase 2 and mitigation measures
have been developed that will reduce potential environmental impacts to less than
significant levels. The Initial Study identified potentially significant adverse-effects in the
areas of aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources, greenhouse
gases, noise, hazardous waste and materials, traffic and transportation, and water
quality; mitigation measures that avoid or mitigate the potentially significant effects to a



point where no significant effects would occur were identified. in the Initial Study and
staff prepared a Mitigated Negative Declaration. PPreparation of a Mitigation and
Monitoring Reporting Program (MMRP) is required in accordance with the City of Elk
Grove regulations and is designed to ensure compliarice during project implementation.
The City distributed the Notice of Intent to Adopt the Mitigated Negative Declaration on
December 28, 2016. It was posted at the Sacramentc: County Clerk's office, distributed
through State Clearinghouse and at the City office:s, pursuant to Section 15072 of
Chapter 3 of Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations {State CEQA Guidelines). A
30-day review and comment period was opened on December 28, 2016. The MND was
then recirculated on January 27, 2017 and closed on lFebruary 27, 2017. The Mitigated
Negative Declaration was made available to the public during this review period. The
City received written comment letters within the two 30-day public review periods. In
response to comments regarding the concern for increased traffic on School Street and
Rancho Drive, the project will no longer be installing a traffic signal at the intersection of
Kent Street and Elk Grove Boulevard. Instead the project will install a rectangular Rapid
Flashing Beacon (RRFB) and conduct volume and speed studies before and after

Project implementation.

On the basis of the Mitigated Negative Declaration, environmental analysis, and the
whole record, there is no substantial evidence that the project will have a significant
adverse impact on the environment above those addressed within the adopted
Mitigated Negative Declaration. A Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program
(MMRP), which is incorporated herein by this reference, has been prepared to ensure
compliance during project implementation. The City of Elk Grove, Development
Services Planning Department, located at 8401 Laguna Palms Way, Elk Grove,
California 95758 is the custodian of documents and other materials that constitute the
record of proceedings upon which the decision 1o adopt the Mitigated Negative
Declaration is based.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the City Council hereby approves the Project.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Elk Grove this 24"

day of May 2017.

STEVE LY, MAYOR oflthe
CITY OF ELK GROVE

ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
JASON LINDGREN CITY CLERK JONK I H”AfNrF’/ HGBBS,

bT’YAsTTORNEY
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 INTRODUCTION AND REGULATORY GUIDANCE

This document is an Initial Study (IS} with supporting environmental studies, which provides
justification for a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) pursuant to-the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) for the Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 {proposed Project;
Project).

The IS/MND is a’public document to be used by the City of Elk Grove (City), acting-as the CEQA
lead agency, to determine whether the proposed Project may have a significant effect on-the
‘environment pursuant to CEQA. If the lead agency finds substantial.evidence that any aspect of
the propesed Project, -either individually or cumuiatively, may have a significant effect on the
environment that cannoet be mitigated, regardless of whether the overall effect of the propoesed
Project is adverse or beneficial, the lead.agency is required fo prepare an Environmental Impact
Report (EIR), use-a previously prepared EIR and supplement that EIR,.or prepare a subsequent EIR.
to analyze the project at hand {Public Resources Code Sections 21080{d) and 21082.2(d}).

If the agency finds no substantial evidence that the proposed Project-or any of its‘aspects may
cause a significant impact on the environment with mitigation, an MND s prepadred with @
written statement describing the reasons why the proposed Project, which is nof exempt from
CEQA. would not have a significant effect on the envirenment, and therefore why it does. not
require the preparation of an EIR {State CEQA Guidelines Section 15371).

According to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, a Negative Declardtion (ND) will be
prepared for a project subject to-EEQA when either:

1) The IS shows there is.no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the
agency, that the project may-have a.significant effect on the. environment, or

2) The initial s’tu‘dy“iaenﬁﬁes.pj'otenﬁcﬂy‘si“gniﬁcome’ffecfs, but:

al Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by, or agreed to by the
applicant before the proposed MND- and inifial study are released for public
review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects toa point where clearly no
sighificant effects would occur, and

b) There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency;
that the proposed project as revised may have a significant effect on the
envirohment.

This IS/MND has been prepared in accordance with CEQA., Public Resources Code Secﬁon
21000 et seq.. and the State CEQA Guidelines Title 14 Ealifornia Code of Regulations {CCR)
Section 15000 et seq.

1.2 LEAD AGENCY

The lead agency is the public agency with primary responsibility over a proposed project. Where
two. or more. public agencies will be involved with a project, CEQA Guidelines Section 15051
provides criteria for identifying the lead agency. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section.
15051(b) (1}, "the lead agency will normally be the agency with-general governmental powers.”
The City of Elk Grove Public Works. Départment has initiated preliminary design of the proposed
Project and it requires approval from the Elk Grove City Council. Therefore, based on the criteria
described above: the lead agency for the propoesed Project is the:City of Elk Grove.

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
December 2016 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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1.3 PURPOSE AND DOCUMENT ORGANIZATION
The purpose of this IS/MND is to evaluate: the potential environmental impacts of the proposed

Old Town Ek Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2. Mitigation measures have also been
established that reduce or eliminate any identified significant and/or potentially significant
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This section provides an introduction and describes the purpose and organization of this
document.

2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This section provides the Project background, a detailed description of the propesed Project,
and the process used for notifying and involving the public during Project plahning, dand
describes coordination with relevant agencies and-organiziitions.

3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

This section describes the environmental setting for each of the environmental subject areas;
évaluates arange of impacts classified as "no impact,” "less than significant impact,” "less than
significant impact with mitigdtion incorporated,” or "potentially significant impact" in response
to the .environmental checklist; provides mitigation measures, where appropriate; to mitigate.
potentially significant impacts to a less' than significant level; and provides an environmental
determination of the proposed Project.

4.0  SUMMARY OF MITIGATION MEASURES

This section provides a summary of mitigation- measures for the proposed Project,

5.0 LIST OF PREPARERS

This.section identifies staff and consultants responsible for preparation of this document.

6.0 LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

This section is an alphabeticat list of abbrevidtions used threughout this document.

7:0  REFERENGES

This.section identifies resources used in the preparation of this document:

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016
1.0-2



2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION




2.1 PROJECT LOCATION

The Old Town Bk Grove $treetscape Project Phase 2 (proposed Project; Project) is located in Elk
Grove; Sacramento County, Cdlifornia. Specifically, the Project site is lecated on Elk Grove
Boulevard between School Street at the western end and Wdterman Road at the eastern end.

Referto Figure 2.0-1 and Figure 2.0-2 for the regiondal vicinily and.Project location maps.

2.2 PROJECT PURPOSE AND OBJECTIVES

The Project implements the community's vision expressed in the Old Town Eik Grove Special
Pldnhing Area (SPA) Design Standards and Guidelines. These proposed improvements are
coensistent with. the Sacramento. Area Council of Governmeants' Blueprint principles by improving
pedestrian and bicycle features in a mixed-use corrider that is alse a bus-route. The goals:of the
Project are to make the area more pedestrian-friendly; improve streetflight consistency and
appedrance; enhance landscaping throughout; and pirovide more formalized fraffic lanes.
consisting of one through lane in-each direction with bike lches, as well as a center two-way left-
turn lane.

2.3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION
EXISTING SETTING'

The first phase of the Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project currently extends along an
approximately 2,400-foot-long segment of Elk Grove Boulevard in Old Town Elk Grove between
School Street to the west and Waterman Road to the east. Existing land uses surrounding the.
proposed Project include mostly commercidl properties with' a few residential properties to the
west of Webb Street ancl one residential property on the scuth side of Elk Grove Boulevard near
the Waterman Road/Elk Grove: Boulevard intersection. There is an open lot on the:south side of
Elk Grove Boulevard between Webb Streetand Waterman Road. Elk Grove Boulevard is a major
connecter that runs from 1-5 on the west, over Highway 9%, through the Project area, to Grant
Line Read to the east. Refer to Figure 2.0-3 for the Project design.

PROPOSED PROJECT

The City of Elk Grove is proposing streetscape and infrastructure improvements to an
approximately 2,400-foot-long segment of Elk Grove Boulevard between School Street to the
west and Waterman Road to the east. The existing alignment extends east-west and serves as
one of the main travel corridors in the City (Figure 2.0-3).

The existing roadway provides.one traffic lane in each direction with varying'shoulder widths.and.
intermittent curb, gutter, and sidewalk. Existing on-street parking is limited to areas with wider
shoulders and sporadic throughout the Project limits. The existing intersections within the
improvement limits are unsignalized. The Project will make the site more pedestrian-friendly by
providing continuous siclewalks on both the north and south sides of the road, along with
crosswalks across Elk Grove Boulevard and the various side streets. A rectangular Rapid Flash
Beacon (RRFB} will be added at the intersection of Porte Rosa Drive and Elk Grove Boulevard to
enhance pedestrian crossing safety. The RRFB contains four pedestrian signs, each with2 smaill
yellow rectangular sources of light which flash when a pedestrian triggers the crosswalk. The light
is produced in a direction parallel tfo Elk Grove Boulevard to warn vehicles of crossing
pedestrians. A 4-way tratfic signal will be placed at the.intersection of Kent Street and Elk Grove
Boulevard. Existing sstreet lighting will be improved with more decorative. streetlights consistent

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk-Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
December 2016 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

with the streetlightsin‘the existing section of Oid Town Elk Grove. A few trees along the roadway
may be removed 1o construct improvements, but improvements to iandscaping throughout the
Project site will also include-tree and shrub planting along sidewalks.. The Project will provide.one
through traffic lane in ‘each:direction with bike lanes, as well as.a center two-way left-turn lane.
The proposed Project would reaiign driveways. in the Project area to conform to the new
sidewalks and streetscape design. '

Existing overhead utilities are proposed to be placed underground in a new joint trench. Existing
utility manholes dnd vaults, ds well as City storm drain inlets and manholes, will need to be
adjusted/relocated to match the revised surface grade. Low impact stormwater improvements
will be included to improve water quality before discharging runoff to the City storm drain
system.

A welcome sign has been designed as anwoptien for the proposed project. The.sign would span
the roadway between Porte Rosa Drive. and Waterman Road marking Old Town Elk Grove and
would sit approximately 20 feet above the street. The sign would not be lit, but would offer the
same aesthetic characteristic as the existing signage within Old Town Elk Grove. Construction
may be:phased due to-funding limitations.

RIGHT-OF:WAY.
The proposed Project will require minor right-of-way acquisition.
FUNDING

Federal and local funds have been received for Phase 2 of the Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape
Project. The Federal grarit hds been received from 'the Sacramento Area Council of
Governments Community Design Funding Program. Additional federal and local funding is.
currently available for right-of-way capital and right-of:way support once the Categorical
the Project will receive federal funding as part of the Sacramento Aréa Council of Governments
Community Design Grant Program Round 8 (2017-2019) in early 2018. Local funds are available
forthe required 11.47% match.

2.4  PrROJECT CONSTRUCTION

Analysis. in this IS/MND has taken into consideration activities within the entire Project area,
including propesed contractor staging areas. All mitigation. measures included as part the
Project would be'implemented throughout these:areas.

2.5  REQUIRED PROJECT APPROVALS

In order-for the Project to be implemented, a series of actions.and approvals would be required
from -agencies. Anticipated approvals/actions would include, but are not limited to, the

following:

e Elk Grove City Council - adoption of the MND, Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program, and other-actions associated with Project approval

+ Cdlifornia Department of Transportation (Calitans) ~ issuance of' National Environmental
Policy Act {NEPA) Categorical Exclusion

Old Town Elk:Grove Streetscape Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.6 OTHER PROJECT ASSUMPTIONS

This IS/MND requires compliance with all applicable State, federal, and local codes and
regulations, and, as such, relies on these requirements being in place to mitigate potential
impacts in;some instances.

2.7 TECHNICAL STUDIES

The following technical studies were conducted as part of this IS/MND and are .available. in
Appendices A through C:

« Biological Assessment Memordndum, Caltrans, Septeriber 2015 {Appendix A)
« Historic Property Survey Report, Cogstone, March 2016 (Appendix B)

» Initial Site Assessment, Kleinfelder, October2015 {Appendix C)
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST




The environmental factors checked below would be pcientially affected by this Project as
indicated by the checklist-on the following pages.

LS 3 Lo )

D Aesthetics I:] Greenhouse Gas Emissions [:] Population and Housing
At s man o Hawarde anAd darard e
Hyl ILUILUI canug riacaru P TTIALGII AU 3 . .
Forestry Resources Material L1 Public Services
[]  AirQuality ] Hydrology/Water Quality [] Recreation
X] Biological Resources [] Land Use and Planning (]  Transportation/Traffic
X]  Cultural Resources ]  Mineral Resources ] utilities and Service Systems
[[] Geology and Soils Noise X Mandatory Findings of

Significance

DETERMINATION

On behalf 'of this initial evaluation:

[] 1find 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 Proj_ect:couléi have a significant effect on the environment, there
will not be- a significant effect in this case because 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.

] 1 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 docuiment pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been
addressed by mitigation 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.

[] 1 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 earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards; and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to the earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures
that are imposed upon the proposed Project, nothing'further is required.

T Gt 1227 o

Slgnc:’fure | Date

Darcy Goulart Planning Manager City of Elk Greve Planning Department
Printed Name: For
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKUIST

Less Than
Potentially Significant. Less Than. No.
Significant Impact With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
3.1. AESTHETICS. Would the project:
a) Havea substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?, M O O X
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including,, but ,
not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic il ] X (1
buildings within a state’scenic highway?
©) ‘Substantially degrade the existing visual -character or
quality of the site.and |ts'surround|ngs? O U E O
d) Create a new source of substantial light or-glare that ‘
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the O ' X O

area?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The proposed Project is located along Elk Grove Boulevard in the Historic Old Town Elk Grove
District. Where Elk Grove Boulevard runs through Old Town Elk Grove, it narrows to one traffic
lane in each direction with varying shoulder widths and intermittent curbs, gutters, and
sidewalks. Existing land uses surrounding the proposed Project include mostly commercial
properties with a few residential properties to the west of Webb Street and one residential
property on the south side of Elk Grove Boulevard near the Waterman Road/Ek Grove Boulevard
intersection. It is a highly urbomzed/buulf environment with both business and residential uses
along Elk Grove Boulevard. Old Town Elk Grove has an established pedestrian corrider along
shopfronts that offers established sidewalks, crosswalks, decorativer medians, and lighting.
However, this pedestrian corridor tapers and disappears toward the eastern end of the Project
areaq. Existing on-street parking is limited te areas with wider shoulders and is'sporadic throughout
the Project limits. The proposed Project will make the-site more pedestriansfriendly by providing
continuous sidewalks on both the north and south sides.of the road, along with crosswalks. across
Elk Grove Boulevard:and various side streets. A few trees along the roadway may be removed to
construct improvements. Existing lighting will be improved with more aesthetically pleasing
fixtures that reflect the historic feel of Old Town Elk Grove. Also, the existing overhead utilities will
be placed underground, thereby improving the views.of the:area.

DISCUSSION OF IMPAGETS
fo]} Would the project have a substantial adverse effect-on a scenic vistag

No Impact. There are no desighdted scenic vistas'in Elk Grove (City of Elk Grove 2003b).
The Project is located in Old Town Elk Grove along Eik Grove Boulevard, which-is not part
of a scenic vista or scenic cormidor. Therefore, no impact would occur.

b) Would the project substantially damage scenic. resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project requires the removal of some frees
due to their location or the quality ‘of their health. The removal of established trees and
vegetation will be minimized and avoided ‘where feasible. Environmentally sensitive
fencing will be installed to demarcate where vegetation is being preserved. Decorative
landscaping and evenly spaced trees will be planted along the corridor. The nearest

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016
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c)

d)

State highway is State Roeute 99, which'is approximately 2 miles west of the Project area:;
however; the highway does nof have a secenic designation in Sderamento County. No

FINVY Y O AT S T AR LWL

rock ouicroppunqs are present in or nearithe PI’OJeP’r area. Several histeric buildings are
present in the Project area; however, they will.be unobstructed and visually consistent
with the proposed changes. Therefore, impacts.are considered less than: significant.

Would the project.substantially-degrade' the existing visual character or quality of‘the sife.
and its.surroundings?

less than Significant Impact. The Project will be consistent with the. existing visual
character of the.surrounding areas. The proposed Froject will add aesthetically pleasing
landscaping and lighting treatments.with more decorative streetlights consistent with the
streetlights in the. existing section of Old Town Elk Grove, and would relocate overhead
utilities to underground. Sidewalks: will enhance the visual character along the. streets
and provide a confinuous pedestrian access 1oute. A point of inferest sign was
recommended by the Old Town Founddtion 'to help travelers recognize Otd Town Elk
Grove and improved recognition of Old Town as a destination. The sign is currently
designed to possrbly be added between Porto Resa Drive.and Waterman Road marking
Old Town Elk Grove. The sign will be roughly 20 feet above the street and span the
roadway. The sign would noet be lit, but would offer the same aesthetic characteristic as

the existing, signage within Old Town Elk Grove. The: sign is not expected to impact any

long-range 'views or visual resources, -or create a visual barrier. The wnlit sign would. be
congruous with the surrounding visual character and existing signage. Two standard City
bus turnouts will be added, which will mateh exisiing bus stop designs in the area and
have the same minimal visual footprint. The current Project .area is visually inconsistent
with the -adjacent portion of Elk Grove Boulevard in Old Town Elk Grove which contains
historic visual infrastructure frecdtments. The propcv,ed Project will improve the existing
character of the Project area by adding more cecorative streetlights, sidewalks, and
landscaping o mctch the. neighbering portion of Old Town Elk: Grove. In addition the
proposed PrOJect would remove existing utility lin2s and large power poles from the
skyline views andt replace the visual dominance of the .existing streetlights with smaller,
more consistent street lamps. Thérefore, impacts are considered less, than significant.

Would the project create a.new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely
affect day or nighttime views in the area?.

Less:than Significant Impact. The new signalized intersection at Kent Street and Bk Grove
Boulevard would not create a substantial new source of Ilght The intersection currently
contains several‘overhead cobra streetlights which provide a substantial source of light
in the ared and are noticeable by the residences at the northeast and.southeast corner
of the infersection. The structure on the southwest corner is-a business and would not be
impacted by nighttime light operation. The existing cobra lights provide a stronger source
of light in the area and less focused thanithe light that would be generated by the new
traffic signal, which would be focused strictly alecng the roadways by the cylindrical
shielding areund.each color of the signal.

The addition of a Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) at the intersection of Porto
Rosa Drive and Elk Grove Boulevard would not create substantiat light for the.surrounding
area. The RRFB contains four pedestrian signs, each with 2 small yellow rectangular
sources: of light which flash when a pedestrian triggers the crosswalk. The light is
produced in a direction parallel to Elk Grove Beulevard to warn vehicles of crossing
pedesttians. There are no residences near the infersection of the proposed RRFB. There is
one. business at the northeast corner of the intersection, and a residence at the far
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‘ 3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

northwest corner'which contains large trees that effectively screens out -any light that
may be produced by the RRFB. Simiiar fo the infersection at Kent Sireet, existing cobra
lights provide a substantial source of light over the entire area which would not disrupt
the.effectiveness of the RRFB for pedestrian safety, but would diffuse the light outside of

the roadway to surrounding areas. Therefore; impacts are considered less than

sighificant.
Old Town Elk.Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016
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:r- Less Than
g ‘Potentially Significant Less.Than No
N Significant Impact With Significant tmpact
W Impact ‘Mitigation Impact . P
n ] Incorporated i
3.2. AGRICULTUREAND FORESTRY RESOURCES. Wouid the project:
a) Convert Prifne Farmland Unique Farmiand or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland) as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the J il O =
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural tse?
b) Conflict with"existing zoning-for agricultural use, or a
Williamson Act contract? [:l 0 O X
¢) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning,
of, forestland (as defined in Public Resources Code
Section 12220(g)), timberland (as. defined by Public [ O O <
Resources Code Section 45260), or ti mbe_clar)d zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code Section 51104(g))?
d) Result in the loss of forestland or conversion of <
forestland to non-forest use? M [ O 2
e) Involve other changes. in the existing environment
which, dué to their location or'nature, could,result'in H 0 ] ]

conversion -of Farmland, to nonagrlcultural use or
conversion of forestland to non-forest use?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Agriculture has histerically been an important part of Bk Grove's land use and economy.
However, the majority of existing land zoned for agricultural uses within City limits is considered
fallow (vacant or underutilized). Few crops are grown in the City itself, and there are no major
intensive agricultural operations that occur within City limits, though small family farm activities
do exist. There. is no land within or adjacent o the Project area enrolled in a Williamson Act
contract (DOC 2013). Furthermore, there are no forestlands, timberlands, -or timberiands zoned
Timberand Production’in the vicinity of the Project area.

DISCUSSION OF IMPAGTS

al

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

No Impact. Land with Farmland of State Importancs is not located within the proposed
Project area and the Project improvements will take place entirely within the existing
roadway right-of-way. Therefore, the Project would not convert Farmland ‘to
nonagricultural use, and no impdct would oceur.

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

b)

d)

e)

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contracte

No Impact. According to the.Sacramento County 'Williamsen Act Map for the 2011-2012
fiscal year, no parcels of Iond in 1he Prolec’r areq ore enrolled in a Williamson Act

contract (DOC 2013). There

Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forestland,
timberland, -or timberland zoned Timberland Production?

No Impact. There are no forestlands, timberlands, or timberlands .zoned Timberland
Production in the vicinity of the Project area. Thus, noiimpact would occur.

Would the project result in the loss of forestland. or conversion of forestland to non-forest
use?

No Impact. No forestlands, timberiands,. or timberlands zoned Timberland Production are-
present in the vicinity of the Project area. No impactwould eccur.

Would the project involve other changes.in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland to nonagricultural use or
conversion of ferestland té non-forest use?

No Impact. The proposed Project would create a more pedestrian-friendly corridor in Old
Town Elk Grove. by providing continuous sidewalks. on both.sides of Ek Grove Boulevard
and various side streets. Other improvements include tree/shrub landscaping, sidewalks,
bike lanes dlongd Elk Grove Boulevard, as well as an upgrade of 'the existing lighting. The
majority of the Project elements will be included within the existing right-of-way .
Therefore, the Project will not result in land. use changes that would convert Farmland te
nonagricultural use or forestland to non-forest use. No impact would occur.

Old Town Eitk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City.of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Décember. 2016
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST
Less Than '
Potentially Significant Less Than No
" Significant Impact With: Significant " Impact
|. Impact Mitigation Impact P
i . Incorporated "
3.3. AIR QUALITY. Wouid the project:
d) Conflict with or obstruct implementation. of the O] 0 [ =
applicable air quality plan? »
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially'to an existing or projected air quality O O X O

violation?

¢ Result in a cumulatively ‘considerable net increase
of any criteria pollutant for which the project
region is. in nonattainment under an applicable
federal .or state ambient air quality standard U O & O
(including releasing emissions: that .exceed
quantitative thresholds for.ozone precursors}?

d) Expose.sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? 0 L X O

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of pecplé? O a X (]

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Air quality in a region is determined by its topography, meteorology. and existing air pollutant
sources. These factors are discussed in this section, together with the current regulatery structure
that .applies to the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB) pursuant to the regulatory authority of the
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District [SMAQMD).

REGULATORY SETTING

Air quality in the SVAB is regulated by several jurisdictions including the US Environmental
Protection Agency (EPA), the California Air Resources Board (CARB), and.the SMAQMD. Each of
these agencies develops rules, regulations, and policies to attain the goais or directives |mposed
upon them through legisliation. State: and local regulations must be as stringent as EPA
regulations and may be-mare stringent.

Pollutants subject to federal ambient standards are referred to as “criteria” pollutants because
the EPA publishes criteria documents to justify the choice of standards. One of the most
important reasons for air quality standards is the protectior of those members of the population
who are most sensitive to the adverse health effects of air pollution. The term "sensitive
receptors” refers to-specific population groups as well as the land'uses where they would reside
for long periods. Commonly identified sensitive population groups-are: ehildren, the elderly, the
acutely'ill, and the chronically ll. Commonly identified sensitive land uses are residences, schools,
playgrounds, child care centfers, retirement homes.or convalescent hemes, hospitals, and clinics.

The federal and State ambient standards were developed independently with differing
purposes and methods, although both processes attempted to avoid health-related effects. As
a result, the federal and State standards differ in some cases. In general, the California state
standards are more stringent. This is particularly true for ezene, PMas, and PMio.

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk-Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

Federal Air Quality Regulations

‘At the federal level, the ERA has been charged with implementing national air quality programs.
The EPA’s air quality mandates.are drawn primarily from' the federal Clean Air.Act (CAA), which
was signed into law in 1970. Congress substantially amended the CAA'In' 1977 and again in 1990.

The Clean Air Act required the EPA to establish. national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS)
and also set deadlines for their attainment. Two types of NAAQS have been established: primary
standards, which protect” pubhc health, and secondary standards, which protect public welfare
from non-health-related adverse éffects, such as visibility restrictions.

California Air Quality Regulations

The California Clean Air Aet [CCAA), 1988, requires that all dir districts’in the State endeavor to
achieve and maintain California ambient air quality standards (CAAQS) for Os, CO, SO2, and
NO: by the earliest practical date. Plans for: attaining CAAQS were to besubmitted to GARB by
June 30, 1991. The CCAA specifies that distiicts focus particular attention on reducing the
emissions from transportation and area-wide emission sources, and the-act provides districts with
authority to regulate indirect sources.. Each district plan is. required to. either {1} achieve a 5
percent annual reduction, averaged over consecutive three-year periods, in district-wide
emissions of each nonattainment poilutant or'its precursors, or (2) provide for impiémentation of
all feasible measures. to reduce emissions. Any pldnning effort for air quality attaginment would
thus need to.consider both state and federal planning requirements.

CARB is the agency responsible for coordination and oversight of State and local air pollution
control programs in California and for'implementing the California Clean Air Act. Any additional
development in the region would impede the reduction goals of the CCAA.

Other CARB duties include monitoring air quality (in conjunction with air monitoring networks
maintained by air pollution. control districts and air quality management districts), establishing
CAAQS (which in many cases are more stringent than the NAAQS), and setting emissions
standards for new motor vehicles. The emissions standards. established for motor vehicles differ
depending on various factors including the model year, and the type of vehicle, fuel,. and
engine used.

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District

The SMAQMD, in coordination with the air quality managernent districts dnd air pollution control
districts of El Dorado.,. Placer, Solano, Sutter, and Yolo-counties, prepared and submitted the 1991
Air Quality Attainment Plan (AQAP) in compliance with the requirements set forth in“the CCAA,
which specifically addressed the nonattainment: status for. ozone and to a lesser extent, CO and
PMio. The CCAA also requires a triennial dssessmernit of the extent of air quality improvements
and emissions reductions achieved through the use of control measures. The region is currenty
holds a “severe-nonattainment designation for the national ozone: (1-hour) standard.

As a nenattainment area, the region is also required to submit rate-of-progress milestone
evaluations in accordance with the CCAA. In July 1997, the EPA promulgated a new 8-hour
ozone. standard and The region was designated as a nonattainment (serious) area for the
national (8-hour) ozone standard with an attainment deadline of June 2013; however, the EPA
reclassified the region from a'“serious” to a “severe” 8-hour ozone nonattainment area with an
extended attainment deadiine of June 15, 2019 (EPA 2015a). On January 9, 2015, the EPA
approved CARB's plan for the region to attain the 1997 8-hour ozone NAAQS by June 15, 2019
(EPA 2015a).

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City. of Elk Grove
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The SMAQMD has also adopted various rules and regulations pertaining toe the: control of

emicsions from area and cinhnnmr\/ sources, Some of the more pnrhnnni regu |Im+nn/ requ irements
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applicable to the-proposed Prolect are ||sted below.

Rule 402. Nuisance. The purpose of this rule is to limit emissions which cause injury,
detriment, nuisance, or-annoyance to any considerable number of persons orthe nub!gc,

or which endanger the comfor’r repose, health, or safety of any such persons or the
public, or which cause or have natural tendency to cause injury or damage 1o business

or property.

Rule 403. Fugitive Dust. The. purpose of this rule is to require that reasonable precautions
be taken so as not to cause or allow the emissions of fugitive dust from non-combustion
sources from being airborne beyond the property line from 'which the.emission originates.

Rule 442 Architectural Coatings. The developer or contractor is.required to use coatings
that comply with the volatile organic compound [VOC) content limits specified in the
rule.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

‘Thresholds of Significance

a)

Long-Term Emissions of Criteria Air Pollutants. Long-term regiondil criteria air pollutant or

precurser emissions exceed the SMAQMD-recommended threshold of 65 pounds per day
for ROG and NOx or substantially contribute to emissions concentrations {e.g:. PMio) that
exceed the NAAQS or CAAGS.

Local Carbon Monoxide Concentrations. Local mobile-source emissions exceed or

substantially coniribute to CO concentrations that violate the 1-hour ambient air quality
standard of 20.ppm or thei8-hour standard of 2 ppm.

Local Toxic Air Contaminant Concentrafions. Exposure of sensitive receptors to TAC
emissions exceeds 10 in one. milion for the Maximally Exposed Individual to contract
cancer and/ora Hazard Index of one forthe Maximally Exposed Individual.

Local Odor Concentrations. Freduent exposure of a1 substantial number of individuals to
odorous emissions would be considered significant,

Would the project conflict with-or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality
plan?

No Impact, A project is considered fo conflict with or obstruct implementation of regional
air quality ptans if it would be inconsistent with the emissions inventories contained in the.
regional air quality plans. Emission inventories cre developed based on projected
increases ih population growth and VMT in the region. The proposed Project involves
improvements to an-existing roadway and will make the site:more pedestrian-fiiendiy by
providing continuous sidewalks on both the north and south si'deS'of“rh_e road, dlong with
crosswalks across Elk Grove Boulevard and the various side streets. This Project is exempt
from the federal requirement to determine conformity under 40 Code of Federal
Regulations (CFR) 93.126 because it is considered a bicycle and pedestrian facilities
project. No increases in population or VMT would resuit from implementation of the
Project. Any increases in particulate matter and emissions would be construction-related
and temporary. The Project would comply with the fegiondl air quality plan thresholds..In
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY:- CHECKLIST

b}

addition, implemenfation of the proposed Project would improve the continuity of the
pedestrian system in Old Town Elk Grove and encourage the.use. of alternative modes of
transpertation. The propoesed Project could pofenhally result in a reduction of personal
moter vehicle use, as it would improve bicycle and pedestrian access between
residential and commercial areas. Long-term operdtion of the proposed Project is
anticipated to result in overail beneficial air quaiity impacts and wouid nof be
anticipated to conflict with existing or future air quality planning efforts. For these
redsons, no impact would occur.

Would the project violate any air qudlity standard or contribute substantially to an
existing-or projected gir quality violation?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project does not involve construction of a
new roadway, nor would it cause & substantial:change in local motorized vehicle traffic
patterns. The proposed Project includes @ new signalized intersection at Kent Street and
Elk Grove Boulevard. This intersection is included for pedestrian safety and will only be
activated whien a car is in the gueue on Kent Street or a pedestrian has activated ‘the
crosswalk. The Project will diso add a RRFB at the intersection of Porte Rosa Drive and Elk
Grove Boulevard. This beacon would activate te-slow or stop:tfraffic.when activated by a
crossing pedestrian. Hf the: signalized intersection or beacon is not activated, traffic will
flow as normal. The Project does not include the operation of any major stationary
sources of emissions. Implementation of the proposed Project would improve the
pedestrian and bicycle facilities in the ©ld Town Elk Grove area and encourage the use
of alternative modes of transportation, as ‘the Project would improve bicycle and
pedestrian access between residential and commercial areas. This could result in a
reduction in the use of personal motor vehicles. Therefore, long-term operation of the
Project is anticipated to result in overall beneficial air quality impacts.

Short-term increases in emissions would occur during construction. The construction
period would be limited and temporary. The Project has a footprint of approximately 3
acres and would disturb less than 35 acres. Theretore, it does not surpass the SMAGMD
screehing threshold for construction-generated NOx emissions. The Project is exempt from
a conformity determination Under 40 CFR 93.126 for bicycle dnd pedestrian projects and
so regional compliance is only required for -emissions and particulate matter thresholds:
The Project would not surpass the SMAQMD particulate: matter screening levels for
constructiofi projects, as the area -of disturbance is less than 5 acres. Therefore,
constructien-generated air pollutants associated with the proposed Project would be.less
than significant and no emissions quantification is required. Additionally, ence in
operdtion; the proposed Project would not contribute to. any statienary, mobile, or
indirect sources of dir poliution. The proposed Project would not violate an air quality
standard or contribute. to dn existing or projected air quality violation. Therefore, impacts.
would be less'than significant.

Would the project result in a cumuldtively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant-for which the project region is in nonattainment under-an applicable federal or
state ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed
quantitative thresholds for'ozone precursors)?

Less than Significant impact. For the purpose 6f this analysis, the following thresholds of
significance, as identified by the SMAQMD, have been used to determine whether
implementation of the proposed Project would result in significant air quality impacts.
implementation of the-proposed.Project would resuit in significant air quality impacts if:

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
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a)

Short-Term Emissions of Criteria Air Pollutants. Construction-generated criteria air pollutant

or precursor emissicns exceed the S.’\AAQ!\AD recommended thresheld of 85 pounds per

day for NOx- or. subsfonhclly contribute to emissions concentratfions (e.g.. PMig) that
exceed the NAAQS or CAAQS. When ermissions cf NOx can be reduced. to below 85

pounds per day with implementatien of all feasible mitigation: measures and offsets,
other construction-generated meobile-source pollutants can be considered to be less
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than significant (?MA@MD 2004).,

SMAQMD provides screening criteria that can ciso be used for the evaluation of
construction-generated PMio, based on the overall maximum daily area of disturbance
associated with proposed Project. In accordcnce with these criteria, areas of
disturbance in excess of the SMAQMD’s screening criteria would be cohsidered
potentially significant. These :screening levels are based on the maximum actively
disturbed area of a Project site. For example, assurning a maximum daily disturbance of
less than 15 acres, implementation of recommended "Level Three, M|’r:gca’r|on would
typically be considered sufficient to reduce fugitive dust-related impacts to a less than
significant level. If the maximum: daily area. of disturbance would exceed the screening
criteria or if a Project cannot undertake the mitigation measures that would be required,
a more detailed analysis, involving dispersion medeling may be required (SMAQMD
2004).

SMAQMD considers projects that are consistent with the air quality plan and below
SMAQMD significance thresholds of the ozone precursor pollutants {i.e., ROG and NOy} to
have iless than significant cumuldtive impacts. As: discussed in Issue. a). the proposed
Project would not conflict with the air quality plan:since it would not result in an increase
in population or VMI. As discussed in Issue b). predicted construction emissions
oﬁnbutoble to the proposed Project would not exceed SMAQMD screening thresholds.
Therefore, cumulative impacfs would be less than significant per the SMAQMD
significance: threshold since the Project would be consistent with the applicable air
quality plan and would not exceed SMAQMD significance thresholds. Impacts are
considered less than significant.

Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant-concentrations?

Less than Significant Impact. Long-term operation of the proposed Project is anticipated
to result in overall beneficial air qudiity wnpccfs as it will improve bicycle and pedestrian
access between residential and commercial arecs, improve the safety of the bicycle:
and pedestrian system in Old Tewn Elk Grove, and encourage alternative modes of
transportation, potentially reducing the use of personal motor vehicles. Idling time  may
increase wheén the signalized intersection or RRFB is activated; however, any emissions
caused by stopped or slowed traffic .at these two locations will be minor becduse it
would only occur when -signal was activated by a pedestrian or cyclist and would be
tempeorary as the light.changes 1o allow-traffic to flew again. CARB identified particulate
exhaust emissions from diesel- fueled engines (dizsel-exhaust PM) as TACs in 1998..
Construction of the proposed Project would result in diesel PM emissions from the use of
off:road diesel equipment for site construction activities. There are homes along the
Project corridor to the west of Webb Street and one residential property on the north side
of Elk Grove: Boulevard near the Waterman Road/Elk Grove Boulevard intersection. A
privately funded and operated preschool and day caré center'is located in the Project
area between Porto Rosa Drive and Waterman Road, which operates during normal
business hours. The health risks of diesel exhaust errissions are primarily linked with long-
term exposuie dnd the associated risk of contracting cancer. Construction activities for
the proposed Project would be limited and temparary, ahd the use of diesel-powered

City of Elk Grove Oild Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
December 2016 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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e)

construction equipment would be temporary and episodic. Diesel-exhaust PM
generated by Project consiruction wouid not be expected fo create conditions where
there would be a greater probability of risks to the health-of nearby sensitive receptors.

In accordance with SMAQMD-recommended guidance for the. analysis of air quality
impacts, if ‘emissions of NOx dssociated with on-site construction equipment are
determined to be less than significant, then other pollutants from on-site:mobile sources
can also be assumed to be less than significant. As discussed in Issue b) and in
comparison to, SMAQMD recommendations, predicted construction-generated emissions
of NOx, as well as other mobile source emissions, would be c¢considered less than
significant, For these reasons, impacts.would be less than significant.

Would the project credte objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Less than Significant impact. The occUrrence and' severity of odor impacts depend on
numerous factors, including the nature; frequency; and intensity of the source; wind
speed. and direction; and the sensitivity of the receptors. While offensive odors rarely
cause any physical harm, they still can be unpleasant, ledding to considerable distress
among the public and often generating citizen complaints to local governments and
regulatory agencies. Projects: with the potential to frequently expose members of the
public to objectionable odors. would be deemed to have d significant impact:

As stated above, idling time may increase when the signalized intersection or RRFB is
activated; however, any emissions caused by stopped or slowed iraffic at these two
locations:will be minor because it would only occur when activated. Construction of the
proposed. Project would involve, the use of a variety of gasoline- or diesel-powered
equipment that would emit exhaust fumes. Exhaust fumes, particularly diesel exhaust,
may'be considered objectionable by some peopie. In addition, pavement coatings and
architectural coatings used during. Project construction would also emit temporary odors:
However, construction-generated emissions would be limited, temporary, occur
lntermlﬁenﬂy throughout' the workday, and would dissipate rapidly with increasing
distdhce from the source. As @ result, short:term construction activities would not expose
a.substdntial number of people to frequent odorous emissions. In addition, the proposed
Project would not resultin the installation of any equipment that would be considered an
odor-emission source. Therefore, potential exposure of sensitive receptors to odorous
emissions would be considered less than significant.

Old Town Elk:Grove.Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Stirdy/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016
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3.4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Have asubstantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any $pecies
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special- 0 %4 O [
status species. in local or regional plans policies,
or regulations, or by the California Departrment of
Eish 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 O (| 0, X
regulations, or by the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

¢} Have a substantial adverse effect on féderally
protected. wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not liniited to, ;
rmarsh, vernal pool coastal wetlands, etc.), through O U o 0
direct removal, fl”lﬂ],, hydrologlcal interruption, or
other means?.

d) !nterfere substantlally wnh the movemenl of any

or ‘with established native resident or migratory M ! O X
wildlife corridors, -or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

¢) Conflict with any. local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, ‘such as a tree O ] X O
preservation policy:or ordinance?

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted' habitat
conservation plan, natural ‘Ccommunity :
conservation plan, or other approved local, 0 O 0 X
regional, or'state habitat conservation plan?

This section describes the natural resources present within and immediately surrounding the
Project area and includes a discussion of the special-status species and sensitive habitats,
potentially occurring in the area. Also included is an anclysis of impacts that could occur 10
biological resources due to implementation of the proposed Project and appropriate mitigation
measures to reduce or avoid those impacts. The analysis. of biological resources in this section is
based on a review of the current Project description, biotogical technical memorandum, and
available literature, as well as gerial and-database searches.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

An associate environmental planrer with the Caltrans Department of Natural Sciences
conducted an evaluation of the Project to charaeterize: the environmental setting on and
adjacent to. the Project area (Caltrans 2015). The -evaluation involved a therough query of
available data and literature from local, State, federal, and nongovernmental agencies, and
aerial surveys to collect site-specific data regcrdlng ‘habitat suitability for special-status species

Gity of EIk Grove Ci'd Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
December 2016 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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and identify ony pow‘enﬁdlly jurisdictional waters. A technical memorandum was drafted

discussing potential impacts to biclogicdl resources.

Database:searches were performed on the following websites:

PR o § RN SR LY G SR 10 Ly
I I"IUHIIIHQ UIIU \.‘UllbﬁlVUlIUll e

"o AL

[P P [ or v
A4 v l'lbll UIIU VVIUIIIC QEIVICE [UdTYYD] ITHG

Service {2015)

= Cadlifornia Department of Fish and Wildlife {CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database
(CNDDB) {20150

« Cadlifornia Native Plant Society (CNPS) Inventory of Rare, Threatened, and Endangered
Plants of California (201.5)

A search of the USFWS IPaC database was performed for the Project area to identify federally
listed species under USFWS jurisdiction that may be affected by the proposed Project. The
CNDDB was gueried for the Elk Grove, Florin, Bruceville, and Galt-Californid, US Geological Survey
(USGS) 7.5°minute qguadrangles (quads) to provide a list of processed and unprocessed
ocecurrences ‘of special-status species idenfified within the aforementioned USGS quads. The
ENPS database was. also queried to identify special-status plant species with the potential to
occur in‘the aferementioned USGS qUads. A copy of the-envireonmental technical memo can be
‘found in Appendix A.

The Project drea was defined using a 100-foet buffer from the center of Elk Grove Boulevard
(Figure 3.4-1). The Project ared contdins atmost entirely urban land uses with a mix-of residential
and mixed commercial/industrial. It is relatively flat and ranges.in elevation between 50 and 55
feet above meanisea level.

The Project areais highly urbanized and is almost exclusively composed of developed land. The
vegetation present in the Project area is mostly ornamental trees and landscaped lawns;
however; there:are some. native oak trees present along Flk Grove Boulevard, and several small

fallow lots near Porto Rosa Drive. These lots are characterized by ruderal grassland lots with signs
of disturbance and may'provide:suitable: foraging habitat-for raptors and migratory birds..

REGULATORY. SETTING
Federal

Endangered Species. Act

The Endangered Species Act of 1973 (ESA}, as. amended, provides protective measures for
federally listed threatened and endangered species, including their habitats, from unlawful take:
(16 United States Code (USC} Sections 1531-1544). The ESA defines' “take" to mean “harass,
harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kil, trap, capture, or collect, or to attempt to ehgage in any
such conduct." Title 50, Part 222, of the Code of Federal Regulations {50 CFR-Section 222) further
defines “harm" to include "an act which actually kills or injures fish or wildlife..Such an act may
include significant habitat modification or degradation where it actually kills or injures fish or
wildlife by significantly impairing essential behavioral patterns including feeding. spawning,
rearing, migrating; feeding, or sheltering."”

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December-2016.
‘ 3.0-14



$S83IAISS ._vcmr_CQO_®>®ﬁ_ IAOUOYT #

paly joslold SA0ID YT JO AlID
L-¥'€ ANOH

BuusswiBu3 usy¥oQq 'B00Z 1453 @2INcs

¥ ‘4
ety T ; Hm Hm:uol_

OloyI= .
-\- -~ .. ...< ..- v t.—

Py ueuuéi_éM e

=
%)
]
B
m
=
@
(=]
-
@
Q
o
=2
%)
£
g
3
]
o
<
@
3
@
=2
w
»
$
(=]
2
]
o
(=%
g
=
>
@
]
2
8
g
)
=
w
L)
@
L8]




3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

ESA Section 7{a)(]} requires federal agencies to utilize their authority to further-the conservation
of iisted species. ESA Section 7{a)(2) requires consuliation wiity the USFWS or the National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) if a federal agency undertakes, funds, permits, or authorizes (termed the
federal nexus) any action that may affect endangered or threatened species, or designated
critical habitat. For projects that may result in the incidental take of threatened or- endcmgered

species, or critical habitat, and that iack a federai nexus, a Section 10{aj{. |)|U) incidgenial ioke
permit can be obtained from the USFWSiand/or the NMFS.

‘Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Migratory birds are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (16 USC
Sections 703-711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy; sell, purchase, or barter any
migratory bird listed 'in 50 CFR Section 10, including feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or
products, except as allowed by implementing regulations (50 CFR Section 21). The majority of
birds found in the Project vicinity would.be protected.under the MBTA.

State

California Endangered Species Act

Under the Cadilifornia Endangered. Species Act (CESA}, the CDFW has the responsibility for
maintaining a list of endangered and threatened species (Fish and Game: Code. [FGC] Section
2070). The CDFW dlso mdintdins a list of “candidate species;” which are species formally noticed
as being under review for potential addition to. the list of endangered or threatened species,

and a list-of "species-of special concern,which serve as species “watch lists.”

Pursuant to the requifements of the CESA, an agéency reviewing a proposed Project within its
jurisdiction must determine whether any State-listed: endangered or threatened species may be
present and determine whether the propesed Project will have a potentidlly significant impact
onh such species. In addition, the CBFW encourages informal consultation on any proposed
Project that mdy impact a candidate species.

Project:related impacts to species on the CESA endangered or threatened list would be
considered significant. State-listed species. are fully protected under the mandates-of the. CESA.
Take of' protected species incidental to otherwise lawful management activities may be
avthorized under FGC Section.206.591. Authorization from the CDFW would be in the form of an
incidental take'permit.

California Fish and Game Codé-

Birds of Prey

Under FGC. Section 3503.5, it is unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any birds in the orders
Falconiformes or:Stfigiformes (birds of prey) or to-take; possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any
such bird except as otherwise provided by this code or any reguldtion adopted pursuant
thereto.

Fully Protected Species

California statutes-also afford "“fully protec’red" status to a number of specifically identified birds,
mammals, reptiles, and amphibians. These species cannot be taken; even with an incidental
take permit.

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk:Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
December 2016 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Delegated Permit Authority

California has been: delegated permit authority for the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System [NPDES) permit program including stormwater permiits for all:areas except tribal lands.
Local

City of Elk Grove Tree Preservation and Protection Chapter 113.12

Chapter 19.12 of the City: Municipal Code, Tree Preservation and Protection, protects and
preserve trees of local importance, including coast live ook (@Quercus agrifolia), valley oak (&
lobata), blue oak {Q. douglasii), inferior live ocak (Q. wislizeni), oracle oak {Q. x morehaq),
Callifornia sycamore (Platanus racemosa), and black walnut (Juglans hindsii) with.a single:trunk -6
inches-diameter at breast height or grecflter or a multi-tfrunk with a combined diameter at breast
height of 6 inches. or greater. Chapter 19.12 requires mitigation for the:-removal of trees of local
importance with the dimeénsions described above, tiees that have been selected for
preservation, dll portions. of adjacent off:site native tfrees that have driplines that extend ento a
Project site, and all offssite native trees that may be impacted by utility installation and/or
improvements associated with a Project. Current policies require that every inch lost will be
mitigated by-aninch planted or equivalent credit obtained from-atree. mitigation.bank.

City of Elk Grove General Plan

The City's General Plan identifies specific goals, objectives, and policies regarding natural
resources (City: of Elk Grove 2003a). The General Plan serves as the overall guiding policy
document for land wse, development, and environmental quality for the City. The Conservation
and Air Quality Element and the Parks, Trails, and Open Space Element include -goals and
policies to preserve, protect, enhance, and promote the City's valuable natural resources. The
General Plan identifies specific .goals and policies. regarding biological dnd nafural reseurces.
The following policies are applicable. to the proposed Project.

Policy CAQ-8: Large'trees (both native and non-nalive} are an.important aesthetic (and
in some cdases, biological) resource. Trees which {unction as an important part of the
City's or a-neighborhood's aesthetic character or s natural habitat should be retained
to the. extent possible during the development of new structures, roadways {public and
private, including roadway widening), parks, drainage channels, and other uses and
structures.

Special-Status Species

Candidate, sensitive, or special-status species are commonly characterized as species that are
at potential risk to their persistence in a given area or across their range. These species have
been identified and assigned a status ranking by governmental agencies such as the CDFW, the:
USFWS, and nongovernmentdl organizations suchtas the CNPS. The degree to which a:species is.
at risk of extinction is the determining factor in the assignment of a status ranking. Seme
common threats to a species’ or'populo}ion‘-s persistence include habitat loss, degradation, and
fragmentation, as:well as human conflict and intrision. For the purposes of this biological review,
special-status species are defined by the following codes:

1. Llisted, proposed. or candidates-for listing under the federal Endangered Species Act (50 CFR
17.11 ~listed; 61 Federal Register [FR] 7591, February 28, 1996, candidates)

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration v December 2016
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2. Llisted orproposed for listing under the. California Endangered Species Act (FGC 1992.Section

2050 et seq.; 14 CCR Section 670.1 ei seq.}

3. Designated as Species of Special Concern by the.CDFW

4. Desighated as Fully Protected by the CDFW (FGC Sections 35
5. Species that meet the definition of rare or endangered under CEQA (14 CCR Section 15380)
including CNPS List Rank 1B.and 2

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Would the project 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 regional plans, policies or regulations, or by the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife or US Fish-and Wildlife Service?

Less than Significant Impact With Mitigation Incorfporated. The query of the USFWS, CNPS, and
‘CNDDB ‘databases identified bank swallow: (Riparia riparia) and Swainson's hawk (Buteo
swdinsoni) as the only special- status species with the potential to occur in the Project area. No
other special-status species or plants have the potentidl to occur in the Project area. However,
various migratory birds and raptor species also have the potential to inhabit the Project area.
The nests of ‘all raptor species are protected under the MBTA and Section 3503.5 of the FGC. The
nests of all migratory birds are protected under'the MBTA, which makes it illegal to destroy any
active migratory bird nest. Swainson's hawks and bank swaliows are afférded additional
protection by State laws. They are both listed in California as threatened species under the
CESA. The trees, shrubs, and small grassland field in the Project area provide potential nesting
habitat for migratory-birds that-occur in the region. If nesting migratory birds and/or rapters are
present during Project construction, the proposed Project may cause direct mortality through
impacts to habitats' that contain active nests. Excessive noise, disturbance, and vibrations can
cause nesting raptors and birds to. cbondon their nests. The loss of active nests or direct mortality
is prohibited by the MBTA and FGC Section 3503.5. The proposed. Project could result’in indirect
impacts-te migratory birds and raptors through habitat degradation.and removal of’ trees/shrubs
suitable for nesting, as well as from increased human presence. Implementation of mitigation
measures MM 3.4.1 through MM 3.4.3 would reduce potential impacts to Swainson's hawk, bank:
swallow, and other raptors ahd migratory birds to a less than significant level by requiring
preconstruction surveys for nesting birds during the. -appropriate sedson and implementing
buffers for’active nestsand coordination with CDFW if necessary.

b) Would the project have: a substdntial adverse effect on any ripariah habitat or other
sensitive .natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, -or regulations,.
or by the Cdlifornia Department of Fish and Wildlife or US Fish and Wildlife Service?

No Impact. Sensitive: habitats include (@) areas of special concern to resource agencies; (o)
areas protected under CEQA; (c) dreas designated as. sensitive natural communities by the
CDFW: (d) areas outlined in FGE Section 1600; (e) areas regulated under-CWA Section 404; and
(f} areas protected under locail regulations and policies. There are no sensitive habitats; natural
communities, or other areas regulated by federal or local agencies or protected under CEQA
located in the Project area; therefore, no impacts are expected to eccur and no minimization or
mitigation measures proposed.

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk:Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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c) Would the project have a substantial adverse-effect on federally protected wetlands, as
dmﬁnnd by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act {rnr‘hrﬂlnn but not limited to, marsh

MO . SVS NS AT AN AV AV L e 310y,

vemql ,pool coastal wetlands, etc.), through d_ir,ecf removaf filling, hydrolog:col
interruption,.or other meanse
No impact. No ju urisdictional features or other Waters of the United States have been identified in

the. Prgjec'r area. Therefore, no impacts are expected to occur. No avoidance and minimization
MEeQsuUres are proposed,

d) Would the project interfere substantially with the moevement of any native resident or
migratory fish or wildiife species' or with establishec! native resident' or migratory wildlife
cormidors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact. A review of the CDFW Bibgeographic: Informiation & Observation System (BIOS)
(2015b) was performed for the Project to determine whether the Project area is located within
an Essential Connectivity Area. The review of the BIOS vicwer indicated that the Project area
does not occur within an Essential Connectivity Area. Furthermore, the Project is surrounded by
urban land uses which further impairs any cormridor functien. As such, no impact is anticipated,
and ne additional avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.

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

Less than Significant Impact The propoesed Project would comply with the Etk Grove General Plan
and Chapter 19.12 of the City of Elk Grove Municipal Gcdde: Tree Preservation and Protection
Policy. Several established trees and vegetation are plcinned to be removed due to their
location or quality of health. The removal of established trees and vegetation will be minimized
and avoided asrrequired by the General Plan and Municipal Code. A tree replacement planting
plan will be reviewed by the City and is. subject to approval by the City Arberist to mitigate for
any protected tree slated for removal. Compliance with the Elk Grove Tree Preservation Plan will
reduce impacts to a less than significant level by requiring replacement or mitigation trees fo be
planted for every protected tree removed, or by. paying a fee 1o 'a program which will result in
the plonfing of trees for every protected tree removed.

f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted. habitat conservation plan,
natural community conservation plan, or other apgroved local, regional, orstate habitat
conservation plan?

No impact. The proposed Project would not conflict with the provisions of an adoptfed habitat
conservation plan, natural community conservation plan, or other approved local, regjonal, or
State habitat conservation plan. The Project area is located within the South Sacramento
County Habitat Conservation Plan planning ared; however; this plan has not been adopted to
date. As a result, the proposed Project would not conflict with the plan, and no impact is
anticipated. No avoidance and minimization measures are proposed.

Mitigation Measuies

MM 3.4.1 If clearing and/or construction activilies would occur during the raptor
nesting season (February 15-September 15}, preconstruction surveys to
identify active nestssshall be: conducted by a qualified biologist within 14.days
prior to construction initiation. Surveys must be performed by a qualified
biologist for'the purpose of determining presence/absence.of active nest sites

OId Town Elk Grove Streetscape. Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016
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MM 3:4.2

MM 343

‘within the propoesed impact-area, including construction access routes and a

~ -~ DUT TR Yk SR ¢

250-foot butfer (if feasible). If no active nests are found, no further mitigation is
fequired. Surveys shdll be repeated if construction activities are delayed or
postponed for more than. 30 days.

Timing/impiementation: Prior to and during Projecit consiruci
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

If an active nest is located during preconstruction surveys, construction
activities shall be réstricted ds necessary to avoid disturbance of the nest until
it is abandoned or a qudlified biclogist deems disturbdnce potential to be

minimal. Restrictions may: include. establishment of exclusion.zones (no ingress
of personnel or equipment at'a minimum radius of 400 meters (1,320 feet) for

active Swainson's hawk nests, 60 meters (200 feeﬂ around -d non-Swainson's

hawk active rapter nest and a 30-meter (100-feot) radius around an active
migratory bird nest) or alteration of the construction schedule. Activities
permitted within exclusion zones and the size may be adjusted through
consultation with the CDFW and/or the City.

Timing/implementation: Prior to and during Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City:of Elk Grove Planning Department
Trees containing active migratory bird and/or raptor {excluding Swainsen's
hawk) nests that must be removed as a result of Project implementation shall
be removed -during the non-breeding season {September 14-February 14).
Swainson's hawks are:State listed as threatened species; therefore, impacts to
Swainson's hawk nest frees require regulatery authorization. from the CDFW
prior to removdl.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and during Project consfruction

Enforcement/Monitering: City of Elk Grove Planning-Department

City of Elk Grove
December 2016
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3:5. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Cause. a substantial adverse change in the
significance of .a historical resource as defined in d O X |
Section 15064.5%

b} Cause a substantial adverse change in the , )
significance of an archaeological resource pursuant | X Il ]
to Section 15064.5?2

¢} Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique OJ 4 O ]
geological feature?

d) Disturb any hdiman rémains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries? | B O 0

A Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR), which included ari Archaeological Survey Report (ASR),
Historical Resources Evaluation Report (HRER). and Extended Phase | Report (XPI), was approved
by Caltrans in Becember, 2016, and is included intAppendix; B.

There are two Areas of Potential Affect (APEs) for the proposed Project: the archaeological APE
defines the limits of ground disturbance and the architeciural APE defines the limits of ground
disturbance and potential indirect impacts. The vertical limit of the APE extends to a maximum
of 12 feet below the existing ground surface. Refer to Figure 3.5-1 for the APE map for the
proposed Project.

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The City of Elk Grove General Plan ER (City of Elk‘Grove 2003b) and Old Town Elk Grove Special
Planning Aréa Design Standards and Guidelines (City of Elk. Grove 2005) identify the Project area
as part of the Elk Grove Historic District, which was listed in ihe National Register of Historic Places
in March 1988. Old Town Elk Grove is subject to unigue. deveiopment regulations which serve to
enhance and protect the historic character of this section of town, which extends aleng Elk
Grove Boulevard between Elk Grove Florin Road on the west and Waterman Rodad on the east.

Cultural resources in the Sacramento Valley are often found along rivers and creeks because
the villages built by Ndtive Americans over periods .of hundreds of years were located along
waterways for the food and water benefits. Approximately eight Plains Miwok: tribetets existed
along the €osumnes River drcunoge and Sacramento River within the Elk Grove Planning Area.
The proposed Project is located 3.8 miles west of the Cosumnes River, and Laguna Creek is
roughly 0.5 miles north of the Ared-of Potential Effect (APE).

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016
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BACKGROUND
A record and information search was conducted with the North Central information Center

(NCIC) of the California Historical Resourees Information System {CHRIS) on October 23, 2015. The
following resources were consulted for the NCIC. {for a full list of resources consulted please see

Appendix B):
« Bureau of Land Management (BLM) and General Land Office (GLO) Records
e The California Historical Landmarks {State of California 1995 and supplements to 2010}
« The Califoernia Inventery of Histeric'Resources (State of California 1976-2010)
o The California Points of Historical Interest (State of Cailifornia 1992-2010)
» Caltrans Historic Highway Bridge Inventory
» Caltrans Cultural Resources Database (GCRD)
» The Elk Grove Historical Society
» Historic US Department of Agriculture Aerial Photographs
e Historic USGS topographic maps
¢ Local Histerical Register Listings

« National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and Galifornia Register of Historic Resources
listings {1979-2002 and Updates) (State of California 2010)

o The Native American Heritage Commiission
e The Sacramento Histcrical Society
¢ The Sanborn Fire.Insurance Map Library {1985,1905,1912,1926, and 1941)

e An AB 52 consultation letter was sent out to 15 Native American Tribes on October 22,
2015

The background research identified 19 cultural resources studies which were conducted within a
0.5-mile radius of the APE. Sixteen cultural resources have been previously documented outside
the APE but within a 0.5-mile radius of the APE; each is a historical architectural resource, three of
which are listed in the California Register of Historical Resources: (CRHR) but are ineligible for
inclusion into the NRHP.

One cultural resources study has been complefed within portions of the APE and six known
cultural resources have been identified within the APE, of which, five are listed in the NRHP
and/er CRHR.

City of Elk-Grove ’ Cid Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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CULTURAL RESOURCES FINDINGS

Built Environment

Buiit environment surveys were conducted during the weeks of November 2-6, 2015, and
November 9-13, 2015. A total of 19 built environment properties were surveyed for historic

sighificance in support of the proposed.Project.

Table 3.5-1 shows four resources within the APE which-were previously determined ineligible for
inclusion in the NRHP, ahd are not historical resources for'the purposes of GEQA

TABLE 3:5-1 — PROPERTIES INELIGIBLE:FOR LISTING

v Historical
Name Address NRHR Eligibility Resource for
CEQA
‘George  Foulks | 9156 Elk Grove | .. . .
House Blvd. Not Eligible No
Percy Webb | 9206-8 Elk Grove .
House.and Shop | Blvd. Not Eligible No
Gage House 9239 Elk Grove Not.Eligible No
: Bivd.
92451 Elk Grove |. .
N/A Blvd ‘Not Eligible No

Table 3.5-2 shows five properties within the APE which were previously listed in the NRHP and/er
CRHR. One property, Grange #86, was evaluated as not eligible for the: NRHP in support of this
Project. These five properties are historical resources for the purposes of CEQA.

TABLE 3.5-2 — PROPERTIES PREVIOUSLY LISTED

» o N Historical
Name. Address: NRHR Eligibility CRHR Eligibility Resource for
CEQA

Elk Grove . .

Historic District N/A Listed Listed Yes

qulrjard/Markofer- 9?12_ Elk Grove Listed Listed Yes

House Boulevard

G,e(?rge Markofer | 9120 Elk Grove Listed Listed Yes

Residence Boulevard

Methodist :?120 Elk Grove Listed Listed Yes

Parsonage Boulevard

: : ‘9125 Elk Grove: | Recommended .

Grange #86 Boulevard Not Eligible Listed ves
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Lastly, 13 properties were evaluated for listing in the NRHP -and CRHR in support of the proposed

Praiact e chown in Tahla 2.8.3 Of thace i 1 alla y
Project as shown in Table -3.5-3. Of these 13 properties, 11 properties do not appear eligible for

listing in either the NRHP or CRHR: one property does'not appear eligible for listing in the NRHP
but was previously listed in the CRHR (Grange #86), and one property appears eligible for
inclusion in the-NRHP and CRHR. Below is a table identifying evaluated. resourceswithin the APE.

TABLE 3.5-3.— PROPERTIES EVALUATED FOR LISTING

. i e Historical
Name Address: NRHR Eligibility {CRHR Eligibility Resource for
;.' __ ckQa
N/A 9124-6 £lk Grove | Recommended Recommended Not determined
) flvd Not Eligible Not Eligible
9132 Elk Grove | Recommended Recommended Not determined
N/A d i men
Blvd. Not Eigible Mot Eligible
N/A 9148-52 Elk Recomméinded Recommended' Not determined
- Grove Blvd Not Eligible Not Eligible-
N/A 9192 Elk Grove | Recommended Facommended Notidetermined
Blvd. ~Not Eligible Not Eligible
N/A 9196 Elk Grove | Recommended fecommended Notdetermined
Blvd. Not Eligible Not Eligible
Reginald  Rolfe 9248 Elk Grove iRecomnien‘ded F!écommgended Not determined
House Blvd. Not Eligible Not Eligible
N/A 9271 tik Grove ?Recqm_meh:ded F:iacomr’nen‘ded Not‘determined
Blvd. Not Eligible Mot Eligible
. 9157 Elk Grove | Recommended Fiecommended Not:determined
N/A L .
Blvd. Not Eligible Not Eligible
N/A 9153 Elk Grove 'Recommended Fiecommended Not determined.
o Blvd. ~Not Eligible Mot Eligible
N/A 9149 Elk Grove | Recommended . Recommended Not detérmined
i Blvd. “Not Eligible Mot Eligible
N/A 9143-45 Elk Re"cpmméﬁded FE1acdg1mended Not determined
' Grove Blvd. Not Eligibie Not Eligible
Earl Tribble: | 9141 Elk Grove | Recommended Fecommended Not determined
House Boulevard Eligible Eligible
9125 Elk Grove | Recommended )
Grange #86 Boulevard Not Eligible Listed Yes

Therefore, there are six historical resources, as clefined by CEQA, within the: APE. Table 3.5-4
shows six historical resources which eccur within the APE.
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‘TABLE 3.5-4 HISTORICAL RESOURCES WITHIN THE APE

_  Historical
Name Address NRHR Eligibility CRHR.Eligibility Resource for
CEQA
Earl Tribble 9141 EIk Grove Recommended Récommentded Not.determined
House Boulevard Eligible Eligible '
. 9125 tlk Grove Recommended
Grange. #86 Boulevard Not Eligible Listed Yes.
Elk-Grove . .
Historic Distict N/A Listed Listed Yes
Bramard/Markofer 9112 Elk Grove Listed Listed Yes
House. Boulevard
George Markofer | 9120°Elk Grove Listed Listed Yes
Residence Boulevard
Methodlgt 9120 Elk Grove Listed Listed Ves
Parsonage Boulevard

A brief description of the historic significance-of each resource is as follows:
Elk Grove Historic District

On March 1, 1988, the EIK Grove Historic Districtwas listed in the NRHP under Criterion A for its
significance in the early settlement of Elk Grove, and Criterion C for'its late nineteenth and early
twentieth century architectural significance. It has a period of significance of 1876 to 1930. The
Elk Grove Historic District consists of' 46 contributing properties and 18 noncontributing resources.
Contributing properties dated and retained integrity'to the-district's period of significance.,

Brainard/Markofer House

The Brainard/Merkofer House located at 9112 Elk Grove Boulevard is listed in the NRHP as a
contiibuter to the Elk Grove Historic District. It is a 1902-built Queen Anne residence with coach
house.

George Markofer Residence

The George Merkofer Residence locdted at 9120 Elk Grove Boulevard is listed in the NRHP as a
contributor to the Elk Grove Historic District. It is a one-and-a-half story Queen. Anne house built
between 1905 and 1912.

Methodist Parsonage

The Methodist parsonage is a two-stery Italianate house built circa 1873. It has been converfed
for commercial use. It is listed on the NRHP as a contributorto the Elk Grove Historic District.

Earl Tribble House
The Earl Tribble House, built 1885, was.recommended eligible for the NRHP under Criterion B and

CRHR Criterion’ 2 for its association with Earl Tribble and under NRHP Criterion C and CRHR
Criterion 3 as a good.example of late 19th century ltdlianate design.
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Grange #8464

Grange #86'is California Registered Historical Landmark #8&17. It is the site of the Fire County Free
Library Branch in €alifornia. The eriginal 1873 building was demolished between 1932 and 1954.
In 1954, the current building located at<9125 Elk Grove Boulevard was constructed, and in 1967

*.‘he bv.ldang was des.gnc’fed as the sste cf the F:rst Coum\' free Lendmﬂ ' abrary in California. The

Gufomoflcolly Insted
Archaeological Resources

An archaeological pedestrian survey. of the APE was conducted on Novemiber 10, 2015, and did
not identify any archaeological resources within or adjacent to the APE. The Sanborn Fire
Insurance Maps identify a potential for historic archaeociogical depesits to be discovered, but
Project-related impacts and construction activities are not expected to result in the discovery of
any archaeological resources because prior research in the Morrison Creek Stream Group Basin
and previous studies nearby indicate.a very low probability of discovering buried archaeological
deposits. However, members of Wilton Rancheriaiand the lone Band of Miwok Indians identified
cultural resources in the APE, .and because of this; the APE was coensidered sensitive for
archaeological resources. Consequently, an Extended Phase One (XPl} excavation was
completed to determine the presence/absence;of prehistoric archaeological cultural resource
in'the APE. No cultural resources were identified during the XPI.

ASSEMBLY BILL 52 CONSULTATION

On October 21, 2015, the City invited the following individuals to bedin Assembly Bill (AB) 52
consultation on the proposed Project: Mr. Randy. Yonemura of the lone Band of Miwok Indians,
Mr. Marcos Guerrero of the, United Auburn Indign Community, and Steven Hutchason of the
Wilton Rancheria. All three tribes replied with phone calls, emails and letters requesting a
meeting to discuss prehistoric archaeological resources sensitivity within the APE. On February 8,
2016, the City held an on-site tribal consultation meeting with these three tribes. On February 26,
2016, Michael Baker sent follow-up lefters requesting to close consultation, which the tribes
rejected and Caltrans did net.approve.

On June 23; 2016, consuliation efforts were continued by Nichole Jordan Davis of Michael Baker.
On June 23, 2016, Mrs. Jordan Davis and the Ci’ry (Kevin Bewsey, Gary Grunwald, and Joyce
Hunting) met with Mr. Yonemura.and Mr. Anthony Burris of the lone Band of Miwok Indians, and
Mr. Antonio Ruiz and Mr, Steven Hutchason of the Wilten Rancheria. Mr. Guerrero and Mr. Moore
of the United Aubum Ind|on Community declined the invitation te the. meeting and deferred
consultation to Wilton Ranc¢heria and the lone Band of Miwok Indians. During this meeting, the
City presented the Project to the tiibes and discussed cultural resources sensitivity within the APE.

On July 6, 2016, Mrs. Jordan Davis met with Mr. Yonemura, Mr. Burris and Mr. Steven Hutchason:
ihe tribes provided a map of cultural resources locations in the APE and described fthe resources
along with the expressed need for an ethnogrophy 1o document the resources. Ms. Davis
explained that an ethnography will not be possible given the scope of this project and what
litthe is known dbout the resources wnhm the APE. The tribas have requested that the resource
locations and descriptions be kept confidential and only bxe-shared with Caltrans-and the local
agency. The Confidential Appendix A shall not' be shared with other agencies or interested
parties..
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On August 29, 2016, Mrs. Jordan met with Gary Grunwald of the City, Ann Grava of the City,
Ryan Neves of Dokken Engineering, Mr. Yonemura, and Mr. Antonio Ruiz to discuss XPI
excavation locations and methodology. During the meeting, excavation locations were agreed
upon. Onh October 7, 2016, Mr. Yonemura and Mr. Ruiz provided the excavation methodologies
that are incorporated into the XPI Proposal.

Consultation with the lone Band of Miwok Indians and the Wilton Rancheria was closed on
November 30, 2016,.with no further cultural. resources work recommended.

DISCUSSION OF IMPAGTS

a}

b)

Would the project-cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a hisforical
resource as defined in Section 15064.52

Less than Significant Impact. The HPSR, ASR, HRER, and XP!I prepared for the propoesed
Project identified six historical resources within the APE. The proposed Project would not
significantly impact the historical significance of the resources because there is no
physical deémolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resources; and there
would be no material alterations of the resources which convey historical significance.

The proposed Project would create infrastructure and streetscape’improvements along a

2,400-foot segment of Elk Grove Boulevard from School Street to Waterman Road. The

improvements will occur mostly within the existing right-of-way. Overhead utilities would
be undergrounded into a new joint trench, and street lamps, landscaping, bike lanes,
crosswalks, sidewalks, and two ADA-compliant bus stops would be added. These
improvements would create visual characteristics which match these of the adjacent
old town section of Elk Grove. Implementation of the proposed Project will not result in
direct damage-to known historical resources and the Project would not negatively affect
the historic. context of the area. Historical resources in the APE listed or ellgible for listing

into the NRHP and CRHR will not be adversely affected by the proposed Project;

thereforeimpacts are:considered less than significant.

Would the project cause a substantial adverse’ change in the significance of an

drchdeological resource pursudnt 10.Section 15064.52

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. According to the HPSR, HRER,

ASR, and XPI| prepared for the proposed Project, there are no known orchoeologlcol

resources within the. APE. Prehistoric and ethnographic habitation sites in this part of
Sacramento County are primarily found near watercourses on high ridges, knolls,
elevated levees, or the sandy islands in the Delta; none of these features occur-on or
ddjacent to the APE..The results of the ASR show that majority of 1he APE is located in
previously disturbed areas for the. construction of Elk Grove Boulevard and nearby
development. The.Sanborn Fire:Insurance mapsindicate there.is a potential for discovery
of archaeological deposits in the APE;: however, the results of the XPI indicate there are
no historical resources’ within the: excovo’red portions of the APE. Further, the high
disturbance of the areq, tack of discovery of resources in similar projects in the vicinity,
and negative results from other research and literature searches.indicates low: potential
fordiscovery of histeric archaeological resources during construction activities..
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d)

In addition, @ majority of the Project will be consiiucted within the immediate right-of-

wins nf El (Sraove Ranillaverd which ineliicdiac myrirmesril h ¢
way O ciK Giove cCuievQrG wniCn INCIUGES primany built SU#GCGS S_Uch as rOGdWGy,

sidewalks, and driveways. Therefore, the proposecl Project would not be expected to
impact any archaeological resources. However, pursuant to Policy HR-6-Action 2 of the
City's General Plan, requirements would be included in the construction contract

requiring immediate nofification of the Planning Department if any archaeological

resource is- uncovered during .,construchon In ﬂ'.e event of this type of discovery,
construction would stop and an archaeologist that meets the Secretary of the Interior's
Professional Qudlifications Standards in prehistorie or historical archaeology would be
retained to evaluate the finds and recommend appropriate action. Adherence to the
City policy and incorporation of'mitigation measurs: MM 3.5.1, which mandates, the stop
of work if buried .archeological or paleontological rasources are-found, will further reduce
impacts, ensuring a less than significant impact.

Would the pro,ir—:fciL directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site
or unique geological feature?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorperated. There are no knewn prehistoric
or archaeological resources in the vicinity of the Project area; therefore, the proposed
Project would not be expected to impact paleontological resources and a
Paleontological Identification Report was not campleted. for the proposed Project.
However, the ASR states that the surficial. sedimenis in the APE are 1.9 million to 22,000
years old and the' Wagner et al. 1981 map indicates that the APE is within the Riverbank
Formation. The age. of surficial sediments on the APE and the presence of Riverbank
Formation make the APE very sensitive for paleontelogical resources.

However, Project construction would involve minor grading activities requiring ‘minimal
soil excavation for the creation of a new joint trench for undergrounding overhead
utilities. All other construction activities would occur on top of existing hard surfaces or
other built environments. The depth of the Project’s impact would be no greater than 12
feet below ground surface.

Pursuant, to Policy HR:=6-Action 2 of the City's General Plan, requirements would be
included in the construction contract that the Planning Division shall be' notified
immediately if any poleonfologucal artifact is uncovered during construction. The City's
implementation of this policy, according 'to the Siate CEQA Guidelines, would result in
less than significant impacts to paleontological resources. Adherence to the City policy
and incorporation of mitigation measure MM 3.5.1 will'further reduce impacts:to less:-than
significant.

Would the. project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteriese

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorpcrated. According to the HPSR, HRER,
ASR, and XPI prepared for the proposed Project, thiere is a low potential for discovery of
human remains within the APE: No archeologicdl resources or human remains were
observed within the APE during the intensive pedestrian survey conducted in November
2015, or as part of the November, 2016 XP| excavaticn. However, the potential to discover
or disturb unknown human remadins exists dufing any ground-disturbing activity.
Implementation of mitigation measure MM 3.5.2 will be incorporated fo ensure impacts
are less than significant,
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Mitigation Measures

MM 3.5.1

MM 3.5.2

In accordance with California Public Resources: Code Section 5097.5, which
proh|b|’rs knowmg and willful' excavation of undiscovered cultural resources
without permission from the appropriate public agency with jurisdiction over
the lands, and in order to mitigate for the potential discovery of
archaeological or paleontological résources, the following measure will be
implemented during construction and be included in the construction

confract:

If buried archaeologicdl and/or paleontological resources, such as
chipped or ground stone, historic. debris, building foundations, human
bone, or fossils, are inadvertently discovered during ground-disturbing
activities, work will stop in that area and within 100 feet of the find until a
qualified archaeologist or paleontologist can assess the significance of
the find and, if necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures in
consultation with the'City and all other appropriate agencies.

Timing/Implementation: Throughout Project construction

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of.Elk Grove Planning Department

in order to mitigate for the potential discovery or disturbance of any human
remdains, the protocol of Californiad Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5(b)

‘will be:adhered to asfollows:

In the event of discovery or recognition of any human remains in any
location other than a dedicated cemetery, there shall be no further
excavation or disturbance of the site -or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remains until the coroner of the county in
which the human remains.are discovered has determined, in accerdance
with Collformo Government Code Section.27460 et seq., that the remains
are not subject to the provisions. of Section 27492 of the Cdiifornia
Government Code or any other related provisions of law concerning
investigation of the circumstances, manner, and cause of death, and the
recommendations concerning treatment and disposition of the human
remains have been made to the person responsible for the excavation, or
to his or her dutharized representative, in the manner provided in Section
5097.98 of the California Public Resources Code.

if the remains are determined to be Ndtive American, City policy dictates
that the procedures outlined in CEQA Section 15064.5(d).and (e) be followed.

Timing/!mpfemenfoﬁ'on: Throughout Project.construction

Enforcement/Maonitoring: City of Elk Grove. Planning Department
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3.6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Wouid the project:
a) Expose. people or structurés to potential
substantial adverse -effects, including the risk of
loss, injury, or death involving:
i) Rupture of a known earthquake ‘fault, as
delineatéd .on the. most recerit Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map. issued by the
State Geologist-forthe area-orbased on other ] ™ O X
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer
to Division of Mines and Geology Special
Pubtication 42.
i) Strong seismic.ground shaking? d 1 X O
iii)  Seismic-related .ground failure, including
liquefaction? [ O] El X
iv) Landslides? O ] O
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of =
topsoil? 0 0 X o
¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil ‘that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the projéct, and potentially result if on- O O X Ol

-or off-site iandslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction, or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as:defined in Table
18-1:8 6f the Uriiforin Building Code (1994), O O X O
creating-substantial risks to life or property?

€)  Have soils incapable of adequately/supportirig the
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems where sewers are not available [ [ O 2
for the disposal of wastewater?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Regional Geology

Elk Grove is located within the Great Valley geoimorphic rovince, which is primarily described
as a relatively flat alluvial plain, about 50 miles wide and 400 miles.long, with thick sequences of
sedimentary deposits of Jurassic through Helocene age. The Great Valley geemorphic 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 California Codst Range.

Topography

The Project area is located in the Sacramento Valley, which is primarily fiat land with no hills or
valleys. The area around the proposed Project consists of relatively level terrain with elevations
ranging between opproxlmofeiy 50 and 55 feet above mecn sea level.
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Faults and Seismicity

No known active faults or Alquasi Priolo earthquake hazard zones occur in the City, although
severdl inactive subsurface faults are identified in the Déelta. According to the Fault Activity Map
of California, the nearest faults to the City with activity within the last 200-years are the Concord,
Hayward, and Cleveland Hill faults (CGS 2010). The closest known fauit-to the City is the Wiilows
fault zone, located approximately 10 miles to the north. The ‘Safety Element of the Sacramento
County General Plan (2011) identifies two major subsurface fault zones on the eastern and
western sides of the City. The Midland fault zone is located approximately 20 miles west, while
the Bear Mountain fault zone is located approximately 20 miles east. The closest known active
subsurface fault is the Dunnigan Hills fault, located approximately 25 miles northwest of the City.

Ground Shaking

In populated areas, the greatest potential for loss of life and property damage is a result of
ground shaking from a nearby earthquake. Because the Project area is not located in‘an area
near any active faults or fault zones, the. potential for ground shaking in the immediate drea is
diminished. However, major seismic events occurring in adjacent areas, especially the San
Francisce Bay Area,.could cduse the Project area to expeérience ground shaking activity.

Liquefaction

Liquefactionis the loss of sail strength due to seismic forces generating various types of ground
failure. The potential for liquefaction must account for.soil types and density, the groundwater
table, and the duration and intensity of ground shaking.

Soils

According to the Web Soil. Survey provided by the US Department of Agriculture, Natural
Resources Conservation-Service, soil types in the Project area include Redding gravelly loam {0
to 8 percent siopes) .San Joaquin silt loam leveled (0 to 1 percent slopes). San. Joaquin silt loam
(0to 3 percent slopes),-and San Joaquin-Urban land complex {0 to 2 percent slopes). Soils in the
Project area are generally well drained to modero’rely well drained and more than 80 inches
above the water table (NRCS 2015).

DISCUSSION. OF IMPACTS

a) Would the project expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury,.or death.involving:

i} Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the-mostrecent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the-State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of'a known faulte

No Impact. No known active faults or Alquist:Priolo earthquake hazard zones occur in the
vicinity of the Project area. Therefore; the Project would have no impact associated with
fault rupture hazards.

i) Strongseismiciground-shaking?

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration -December 2016
3.0-34



b)

Less than Significant Impact. The Project area is not located within an Alquist-Priolo

anmrthoiiaka kb red "
earthquake hazard zone; however u:G]‘On’ Selsmlc events occy '"“"g 'n- Gdjﬂcer‘f areas,

especially the San Francisco Bay Area, could cause the Proleci areq o expenence
ground-shaking activity. The proposed Project would involve improvement of the section
of Elk Grove Boulevard from Waterman Road to School Street. The proposed Project

wolild underaround existing nhhh/ Imnu mnd nnlc:c nnr{ creqate. new clr*lr-r-wnli(c angd
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landscaping. There WI|| not be any new hoblfobie Jruc’rures or other development thaf
would typicdlly cause an incredse in population which could be adversely affected by
seismic ground shaking. The:undergrounding of utilitiesswould reduce the danger. caused
by falling utility poles and lines which may result frorn a seismic event. Therefore, impacts
are censidered to be less than.significant.

iii) Seismic-related ground-failuré, inclucling liquefaction?

No Impact. Liquefaction is most likely to occur'in deposits of waterssaturated alluvium or
similar deposits of drtificial fill. The Project area is unclerlain by Redding gravelly loam, San
Jeaquin silt loam, and San Joaguin Urban land complex, which are moderately well:
drained soils {NR(,S 2015). Elk Grove is not in an areci of Sacramento County knewn to be
susceptible to Ilquefocnon Additionally, the depth to the groundwater table at the
Project area is approximately 80 to 90 feet below the ground surface. Therefore, no
impact would occur.

iv) Landslides?

No Impact. The Project area and surrounding, arec are relatively flat. The possibility of a
landslide is unlikely, as there. are no,topogrephicol features in the vicinity of the Project
area that would create a risk of exposure to landslictz. No impact would oceur.

Would the project resultiin substantial soil erosien or the loss of topsoil?

less than Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed Project would create
improvements along Elk Grove Boulevard including new sidewalks for pedestrian safety
and fravel, landscdping. bike lanes along Elk Grove Boulevard, and a center left-turn
lane. Construction activities may result in short-term erosion of soils. The City's Land
Grading and Erosion Control Chapter 16:44 establishes procedures fo minimize erosion
and sedimentation during construction activities. The Regional Water Quality Coentrol
Board {(RWQCB) requires that a No’nonol Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPBES)
construction activity permit be issued prior to.construction. The permit requires’the City to
impose water quality and watershed proiection measures for all development projects,
including erosion control. Compliance with Elk Grove Municipal Code Chapter 16.44
would, reduce impacts associated with soil erosion to' less than significant.

Would the project be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable ‘as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or offsite
landslide, lateral spreading. subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project area is relatively flat; therefore, landslides are not
anticipated. The depth te groundwater at the Project arearis-approximately 80 to 90 feet
beiow ground surface, and Elk Grove'is not in an crea of Sacramento County known to
be susceptible to liguefaction, lateral spreading, subsidence, or coliapse. The Project
area is underlain by Redding gravelly loam, San Joaquin silt loam, and San Joaguin
Urban land complex which are moderately well-drained soils. This base geologicd!
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d)

condition does not contribute to structure failures such as subsidence or lateral
spreading. impacts woulid be iess than significant..

Would the project.be located on expansive soil, as'defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Coede (1994}, creating substantial risks to life or property?

Less than Significant Impact. Expdansive soils. are typically those ‘with high clay contents.
Minerals in certain clays swell with increased moisture' and contract during dry periods..
According to' the NRCS Web:Soil Survey, the Project area'is.underlain by Redding gravelly
loam, San Joaquin silt loam, and San Joaquin Urban land complex. Typically, Redding
gravelly loam soils have 10 to 30 percent clay content.and.silt loam soils have less than 30
percent clay content. The Redding soils group has a range of 35 to 60 percent clay
content ih the upper 20 inches of the argillic herizon. The:San Joaguin soils group contains:
approximately 5 inches of claypan in the subsoil, which causes a high shrink swell-
potential.. Properly designed roads and paved surfaces can help to prevent potential
damage caused by expansive soils. Construction of the proposed Project would not
include any buildings or large structures and would remove large utility poles by
undergrounding utility lines. Designs will'incerporate necessary planning to prevent water
from coilecﬁng on or adjacent to pavements, thereby discouraging soil saturation
adjacent to the propoesed improvements. Low impact stormwater improvements will be
included to address potential water quality dnd .erosion impacts and will ensure water is
adequately removed from the.system. Therefore, impacts would be less than.significant.

Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks
or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?

No Impact. The proposed Project would noet use. or construet septic tanks or alternative
wastewater disposal systems: No impact would occur.
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3.7. GREENHOUSE GAS -EMISSIONS. Wouid the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas. emissions, \either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant O O = O
impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with any applicable. plan, policy, or
regulation of an agency-adopted for:the purpose ] il O %
of reducing the.emissions of greenhousegases?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The-earth’s climate has been warming for the. past century. It is believed that this warming trend
is related to the release of certain gases into the atmosphere. The greenhouse gases (GHGs)
include carbon dioxide {CO2), methane (CHa), nitrous oxide (N20), .dnd hydrofluerocarbons.
GHGs absorb infrared energy that would otherwise escape from the earth. As the infrared
energy is absorbed, the air surrounding the -earthis heated. An overall warming trend has been
recorded since the late nineteenth century, with the mest rapid warming occurring over the
past two decades.

Human activities have contributed te an increase in the atmospheric abundance of GHGs.
There are uncertainties as to exactly what the climate changes will. be 'in various local areas of
the earth, and what the effects of clouds will have in determining the rate at which the mean
temperature will increase. There are also uncertainties c¢ssociated with the magnitude and
timing of other.consequences of a warrner planet: sea level rise, spread of certain diseases out
of their usual geographic range, the effect on agricultural production, water supply,
sustainability of ecosystems, increased strength and frequency of storms, extreme heat events,.
air pollution episodes, and the censeduence of these.effecis on the economy (CARB 2004).

REGULATORY SETTING

The state of California has been studying the impacts ¢i climate change since 1988, when
AB 4420 was approved. This legislation directed the California Energy Commission (CEC), in
consultation with CARB and other agencies, to study the implications of global warming on
Cadlifornia’s environment, economy, and water supply. The. CEC was also directed to prepare
and maintain the State's inventory of GHG emissions. That bill directed CARB 1o adopt
regulations to achieve the maximum feasible and cost-eliective reduction of greenhouse gas
emissions from motor vehicles. CARB staft's propesal implementing these regulations was
approved by CARB in September 2004. With implementation of these regulations, the average
reduction: of greenhouse gases from new California cars and light trucks will be about 30
percent by 2016 {CARB 2013}.

In 2006, California adopted AB 32, the Global Warming Sclutions Act. AB 32 codifies the State's
goal by requiring that Califernia’s globol warming emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by 2020.
This reduction will be deccomplished through dn enforceable statewide cap on global warming
emissions that was phased in starting in 2012, In order to effectively implement the cdp, AB 32
directs CARB to develop appropriate regulatiens. and estalilish @ mandatory. reporting system to
track and monitor global warming emissions levels.

City.of Elk Grove. ‘ ' Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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3.0 INITSAL STUDY. CHECKLIST

The SMAQMD adopted sighificance thresholds for GHG emiissions on October 23, 2014. The
SMAQMD. GHG significance thresholds are 1,100 metric fons of carbon dioxide equivaient per
year for the construction and operational phases of projects and 10,000 direct metric tons. of
carbon dioxide equivalent per year for stationary source projects. The Sacramento County
Climate Action Plah, adoptéd November 9, 2011, and the City of Elk Grove Elimate Action Plan,
adopted March 27,.2013, do not identify-threshoids:of significance for GHG emissions.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

b)

Would the projéct generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that
may have asignificant impact onthe environmenté

Less than Significant Impact. The Project does not include the operation of any major
stationary sources of emissions. While there may be intermittent idling of cars to
accommodate pedestrian of bicycle crossings, the proposed improvements have the
potential to result in overall beneficial air quality impacts -and reduction of GHGs by
reducing the use of personal motor vehicles. The proposed Project would encourage the
use of pedestrian .and bicycle aiterndtives:and increase safety throughout the corridor.
Temporary increases in GHG emissions'would eccur during the construction period due to
the'use of construction equipment and worker tiips to the Project area. Once the Project
is implemented, there will be no resultant increases: in avtemobile trips to the area
becduse there would be no increases in population and the creation of bicycle ‘and
pedestrian facilities. may lead to a reduction in vehicle use in the area. Construction-
generated emissions would be minor and limited fo the constructien period and would
not result in a cumulatively considerable increase:in emissions such that it would affect
the environment. Thereforé, impacts are considered Iess than significant.

Would the project conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation.of an agency
adopted for the purpose of reducing thesemissions of greenhouse gases?

No Impact. The Project could potentially reduce the,use-of personal motor vehicles in the
City; whichis often the largest single sourece of GHG pollution, as it will improve bicycle:
and pedestrian facilities in the corrider and encourage. alternative modes of travel. Any
increases in GHG emissions would be temporary and be caused by construction
activities. These activities will be limited dnd comply with the SCAQMD Air Quality
Significance Thresholds. Therefore, by its nature, the Project is-consistent with applicable
plans, policies, and reguidtions adopted for the purpose: of reducing GHG emissions. No
impact'would occur.

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative.Declaration December 2016
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST
[ | )
‘ v Less Than
i Significant )
: ' Potentially tmpact With Less Than
' i, Significant Mitigation Significant ~ No
} Impact '_ Incorporated lmgact | Impact

3.8. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routing transport, use;-or O O X O
disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant 'hazard 1o the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the O X ] O]
releaser of hazardous. materials into the
environment?

¢} Emit hazardous:emissions orhandle.hazardous.or
acutely hazardous materials, substances of'waste O] ] 0 0
within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included. on.a list of
hazardous materials. sites compiled pursuant to
Governmeént Code Section 65962.5 and, as a O X ] O
result, would it create a mgmfncant hazard to the
publlc or the environment?

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 <
N ‘ Y N . . <
public use airport, would the project result in'a O O O 2
safety hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

f) For a project within the vicinity of a private
dirstrip; would the:project-result in a:safety hazard O I | X
‘for people.residing or'working:in the project area?

g Impair implementation of, or physically interfere
with, an adopted emergency response plan or ] O X OJ
emergency evacuation plan?

h)  Expose.people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury, or death ‘involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands are adjacent to Ol O O X
drbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Kleinfelder prepared an Inifial Site Assessment (ISA) for the:. proposed Project on November 13,
2014, and submitted a revised ISA on October 30, 2015 (Appendix C). As part of the ISA, a review
and survey was conducted for the Project area along Lk Grove Boulevard between School
Street and Waterman Road. A search of the California Department of Toxic Substances.Control
(DTSC) Envirostor database and the Califernia Environmental Protfection Agency's Cortese List
was performed to determine the presence of hazardous miaterials or hazardous waste sites.in the
vicinity of the Project area (DTSC 2015). The. EnviroStor database did not identify any resources;

City of Elk Grove ’ Old Town.Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECGKLIST

however, the Cortese List identified several sites within the Project area with underground
storage tanks and/or. cieanup sites.

The Sunset Skyranch Airport is a privately owned airport located approximately 1.25 miles
southeast of the P‘rojecT areq; however, this facility is' clesed and no Ionger in operchon The
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closest uilpun is the DUIgc \.lorksbu;g Au’DOr
Project area.

REGULATORY SETTING

A material is-considered hazardous if it appears on a list of hazardous materials prepared by a
federal, State, or local agency, or if it has characteristics defined as hazardous by such an
agency. A hazardous material is defined in Title 22 of the California Code -of Regulations (CCR)
as follows:

A substance or combination of substances which, because of its quantity,
concentration, or physical, chemical or infectious characteristics,.may-either (1) cause,
or significantly contribute to, an increase in mortality or an increase in serious
ireversible, or incapacitating reversible, iliness; or (2) pose a substantial present or
potential hazard fo human health or environment when improperly treated, stored,
fransported or disposed of or otherwise managed (CCR, Title 22, Section 66240.10).

Chemical and physical properties that cause a substance to be considered hazardous,
including the properties of toxicity, ignitability, corrosivity, and reactivity, are defined in the CCR,
Title. 22, Sections 66261.20-66261.24. Factors that influence the health eftects of exposure to
hazardous material include the dose to which the person:is exposed, the frequency of-expesure,
the exposure. pathway, and individual susceptibility. In addition, the. release of hazardous
materials. into the environment could potentially ‘contaminate soils;, surface water, and
groundwater supplies.

Under Government Code Section 65962.5, the DTSC maintains-a list of hazardous.substance sites.
This list, referred to as the.Cortese List, includes CALSITE hazardous material sites, sites with leaking
underground storage tanks, and landfills with evidence of groundwdater contamination. In
addition, the Sacramento County Environmental Management Department (SCEMD) maintains
records of toxic or hazardous material incidents, and the RWQEB keeps files on hazardous
material sites.

Most hazdrdous materials regulation and enforcement in Sacramente County, and therefore in
Elk Grove; is managed and overseen by the SCEMD, which refers large cases of hazardous
materials contamination or violations to the Central Valley RWQCB and the GDTSC. it is not at all
uncommon for other agencies such as the SMAQMD and both thée federal and California
Occupational Safety and Health Administrations (OSHA} to become involved when issues
related to hazardouws materials: arise.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS'

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would not include the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials that'would create a significant hazard
to the public. Small amounts of hazardous materials would be ‘used during construction

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape, Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

b)

c)

(e g.. equipment maintenance; fuel, solvents). Any use of ‘hazardous materials would be
[2Y
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handling of hazardeus materials. Therefore, impacts would be less than-significant.

Would the project 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 envirenment?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Once consfruction is finished,
the proposed Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment. No refueling or major maintenance of construction equipment will be
performed on location, and no heavy eduipment or hazardous materials will be staged
on-site. The use and handling-of'‘hazardous materials during coenstruction activities would
occur in accordance with applicable f<=derol State, and local laws, including California
OSHA requirements. During ¢onstruction ochvmes hydrocarbons and aerially deposited
lead (ADL) may be present in sGil along Elk Gove Boulevard as aresult of previous vehicle
accident/leaks in the Project area. The areas south of Elk Grove Boulevard between
Webb Street and Waterman Road may contfain organochlioride pesticides from historic
agricultural uses. In ‘addition, yellow traffic markings {thermoplastic and paint) along Elk
Grove Boulevard may contain fraces of'lead chromate. Construction activities which
involve removal of fraffic striping may expose workers and the envireonment to lead
chromate. Electrical transformers in the Project area may contain creosote «and their
removal may expose workers or the. enwronment to creosote. In‘order to reduce impacts
associated with the release and expose to ADLs, organochloride pesticides, and lead
chromate, mitigation measures MM 3.8.1 through MM 3.8.5 will be implemented. These
actions.would minimize the potential and extent of any minor spill. Therefore, impacts are
considered less thari significant.

Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances.or waste within one-guarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The nearest schools to the.
Project area are Joseph Kerr Middle School, located approximately 0.5 mile west of the
Project area at the intersection .of Elk Grove Florin Road and Elk Grove Boulevard and
Radcliff Academy, (a privately funded and run preschool.and day care-center) located
within the Project area on the north side. of Elk Greove Boulevard just west of Waterman
Road.

As discussed in above in checklist item ¢), hazarclous materials may be encountered
durihg construction activities. Hydrocarbons and ADL may be present in soil along Elk
Gove. Boulevard,. organochloride pesticides may be present from historic. .agricuttural
uses, yellow traffic markings may contain traces of lead chromate, and electrical
transformers in the Project area may contain creosote. Activities involving these materials.
may emit hazardous materials or substances near Radcliff Academy. Due to the
proximity of the Radcliff Academy and based on recommendations in the Phase |, a
Phase Il Preliminary Site Investigation will be conducted to test for ADL and
organochiorine pesticides. Impacts associated with exposure to ADLs, organochloride
pesticides, and lead chromate will be reduced through mplemen’rohon of mitigation
measures MM 3.8.1 through MM 3.8.5. The Phase Il evaluation will determine if
contamination has eccurred and will ensure proper removal and disposal of any known
contaminated site before construction begins in or adjacent to known contamination
sites. In addition, the mifigation measures will require testing of encountered
groundwater and special handling of electical transformers and traffic striping.

City of Elk-Grove ‘ ' Cld Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

d)

Therefore, impact reldted to hazardous -emissions, materidls, substances, or waste near
schools would be less than significant.

Would the project be located on a site that'is included on a fist of hazardous materials
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it

Y P N

create a significant hazard to the'public or the environments

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The provisions in Government

‘Code Section 65962.5 are commonly referred to as the Cortese List. An online;search of

the Cortese List was conducted on December 17, 2015. Several facilities located within
the Project area have underground sterage tanks (UST) and/or cléanup sites. These
properties-are discussed below,

The Harcrow property adjoins the Project area to the north and a release of diesel
impacted soil was reported. However, according to the review by the ISA, this property is
niot considered to be a potential impact to the Project due to the medium in which the
release occurred and the closure of the case in 1994. Elk Grove Paint and Wallpaper is
located 200 feet west of the Project area and had a decumented release and effect to
soil and groundwater. The facility used soil vapor extraction, the impacts were
consudered remediated, and the case was closed on December-29, 2010. This facility is
not considered to be d potential impact to the Project. Elk Grove Muffler was located
wifh_in the Project area and was reported to store and generate hazardous wastes
related to muffler and truck repairs for seven years until 2001. No USTs or potential
hazardous waste impacts to the Project were reported or expected from this facility.
After Elk Grove Muffler's closure, Ultra Truck Works Inc. operated at the same location
untii 2014. Hazardous materials such as resin, polyurethane bed-liner spray, and
compressed gases are maintained at this lecation. In October2012, a Notice of Violation

‘was issued for accumulation of "oversprayed” material: however, no USTs were present

and no indication of hazardous materidl releases:-were present during the time of the ISA
survey. Therefore, no impacts to the Project are expected from this facility.

Automative Solutions Inc. is located in the eastern portion of the Project -area and has
been in operation since 2002. This facility maintains. vehicle-related hazardous materials
such as motor oil, antifreeze, and compressed gases, and generates wastes related to
use:and replacement of those materials in vehicles. Materials are properly stored and no
violations.have been recorded from this facility; no impacts to the Project from this focnny
are:anticipated.

Elk Grove Auto Care and Elk Grove Water Works were, located in the eastern side of the
Project area.. The aute care facility was found to spray engines with a clear coat and
satin pdint which washed off into a wash box.. The water works facility is reported to
maintdin sodium hypochlorite on site, but no USTs were reported. Neither of these
facilities are expected to create a hazardous waste impact to the Project.

Several facilities operated at an intersection in the eastern portion of the Project area. Elk
Grove Equipment (1992-1996), US Rentals-and United Rentals (1998-2004), and Any-Event
Part Rentdls (since 2006) each operated at this location. Elk Grove Equipment contained
hazardous:materidls such as.gases: oils, and propane and reportedly generated waste:oll
and sump-waste. Two USTs were removed and the facility filed an Underground Storage:
Tank Unauthorized Release Contamination Site Report in 1924 when soil contamination
was discovered. The SEEMD conducted a site visit after the report was filed, and soil was
found 1o be. affected but groundwater was not-affected. The:closure of the site'and type
of medium affected shows the facility is not expected to'impact the Project. US Rentals

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
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and United Rentals stored similar hazardous materials <and generated wastes such as
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oil discharge to soil, but an inspection by SCEMD did not reveal any confamination.
Other soils contaminated by diesel and fuel were located and removed, as well as
acrylic roof paint which was washed off of the roof into the street and subsequently

rulmnnd oyt nnr! removed. These r-nnimmnnnhnm isspyes were resolved and are not
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con5|dered.to be a poienholllmpqct to the Proleci according to the ISA. Any-Event Party
Rentals steres propane, and waste oil was generate:d from a truek oil change.

: )

Based on the findings of the assessment and reviaws by the ISA, none of the facilities
lecated within or near the Project area carée determined to-be a hazardous waste impact
1o the proposed Project.

A Phase |l Preliminary Site Investigation is recommended to test for .aerially deposited
lead and organochlerine pesticides in mitigation measure MM 3.8.1 to further reduce
impacts to a less than significant level. The Phase Il evaluation will determined if
contamination has occurred and will ensure proper removal and disposdl of any known
contaminated sile before construction begin in & adjaceént to known contamination
sites.

Additional discoveries of contamination can occur during constiuction. Though
potentially hazardous sites listed above have. either been determined to not present a
health risk or have been considered closed cases, a possibility remains: that impacted soil
from these faciliies could occur during constructicn.  Historical agricultural land use to
the south of the Project area between Webb Streeil and Waterman Road may have left
residual pesticides or asbestos-containing pipes (transite) underground. Finally, residual
hydrocarboens from possible vehicle accidents/leaks maybe present in the Project area.

Implementation of MM. 3.8.2 will ensure that upon discovery, areas which may meet
these conditions will be appropriately sampled, ancllyzed, recovered and disposed of at
the correct facility.

Older roadways sometimes contain elevated concentrations of lead and other metals.
The historical use of Elk Grove Boulevard since at legst 1895 creates the. potenﬁqi for lead
to be present in the Project area. Elk Grove Boulevard is an asphalt-paved roadway
contdining 'yellow-dashed and solid markings. These markings may contain hazardous
levels of lead chromate. Mitigation measure MM. 3.8.3 is proposed which would
separately remove yellow:dashed lines cind markings -and test them for lead chromate,
thereby reducing impacts to a less than significant level. Some of the wooden utility
poles locdted along Elk Grove Boulevard have dcrk stains. on them dnd. may contain
substances such as-creosote to treat the wood. Therefore, contact with the Sacramento
Municipal Utility District {SMUD) and sampling of specific utility poles and appropriate
disposal shall occur priorto removal as stated in mitigation measure MM 3.8.4. This'would
reduce impacts fo a less than significant level.

Groundwater is not expected to be impacted by the proposed Project due tfo its
reported depth. at over 80 feet below ground surface according to the ISA. |If
groundwater is encountered during construction potential impacts to ground water
quality -and the environment may occur. Implementation ‘of mitigation measure MM
3.8.5 will reduce impacts to a less than significant level by adhering to all regulatory
requirements for water quality and requiring sampliriag.
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e)

f)

o))

h)

For a projectlocated within an airport land use plan area or, where such a plan has not
been.adopted, within 2 miies.of a pubiic airport or a pubiic use airport, wouid fhe project
resulf in a safety hazard for people residing -or working in the projectarea?

No lmpacf The nearest airport/airstrip to the Project area is. Borges-Clarksburg Airport,
located approximately 8 miles northwest of the Project area. The Project ared is located
approximately 1.25 miles northwest of Sunset Skyranch Airport; however, this airport is

closed. The proposed. Project would not result in asafety hazard associated with airports

for people residing or-working in the Project area since the Sunset Skyranch Airport is no

longer in operation and the Project is not in an airport land use plan. The proposed
Project does not include any structures or equipment that would obstruct navigable
airspace. No impact would occur.

For a project-within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in- a safefy
hazard for people-residing or working in the project area?@.

No Impact. The Project area is'not located in‘the vicinity of any private airstrips. Therefore,
the Project would not result in any-safety hazards for people residing or working in the
Project-areq, and ne impact would occur.

Would the project impair implementation of, or physically interfere with, .an adopted
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less than Significant Impact. Upon incorporation, the City adopted the Sacramento
County Multi-Hazard Disaster Rlan, which was established to address planned response to
extraerdinary emergency situations associated with natural disasters and technological
incidents: The Project would hot impede or conflict with the objectives or policies of the
Multi:Hazard Disaster Plan. Implementation of the proposed Project would provide an
additional route for emergency vehicles through the Project area or through detours, if
necessary. Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant.

Would the. project expose people or structures to a significant risk .of 10ss,. injury, or death
involving wildland fires; including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or
where residences,are intermixed with wildlands?

No impact. The Project area'is surrounded by commercial, industrial, and residential land
uses. The Project would not result in new development that would induce population
growth. There are no wildlands, forest lands, or open grosslonds located in the Project
area. No Project-related construction activities or improvements will result in increased
risk from wildland fires. Therefore, there'would be no impact.

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.8.1 A Phase Il Preliminary Site Investigation:shall be.conducted prior to initiation of

construction ‘activities. The Phase Il shall test for aerially deposited. lead along
Elk Grove Boulevard in.the areas south of Elk. Grove Boulevard between Webb
Street and Waterman Road. Soil samples will be tested for ofganochlorine
pesticides-using EPA Method 8081.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Depdartment
'Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December.2016

3.0-44



N1 N T T L AR S o My,
J.U INHIALDITUDUY UHEUKLIDI

MM 3.8.2

MM 38.3

MM'3.8.4

MM 3.8.5

Should impacted soils [as _evidenced by staining and/or odors) be
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Procedures shall be implemented during censtruction activities.

If any signs of unknown damaged fransite piping are observed during
construction activity; sampling and analysis appropriate recovery and
disposal shall eccur at time of'dliscovery. :

If signs of potential impacts. from vehiclz accidents/leaks {as evidenced by
discotored soil, accident materials, odars) are observed during construction
activity, sampling and analysis and appropriate recovery and disposal shall
occur, Analysis shall include total petroleum hydrocarbon testing with carbon
chain analysis using US EPA Method 80158 and volatile organic compounds
testing by US EPA Method 80158 and 82608B.

Timing/Implementation: During Project construction
Enforcement/Monitering: City of Elk-Grove Planning Department

Yellow traffic markings (thermoplastic and ‘paint) along Elk Grove Boulevard
planned for removal shall be removed in accordance with Caltrans
guidelines and disposed of at a pefmitted facility for lead chromate. Removal
and disposal methods shall be consistent ‘with Caltrans' Standard Speciail
Provision {SSP) 14-001.

Timing/Implementation: During Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

The Sacramento Municipal Utility District shall be contacted for removal and
handling of electrical transformers along Elk Grove Boulevard or in the Project
areq. (Poles will be disposed. of in accorddnece with required State standards
for creosote treated waste.)

Timing/implementation: Prior to. Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

If groundwater is encountered during construction/excavation activities and
dewalering bécomes necessary, regulatory compliance and permitting
consistent with the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board and
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System requirements shall be
adhered to, and groundwater sampling shall be conducted.

Timing/Implementation: During Proje:ct construction

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning -Department

City of Elk Grove
Decembér 2016

Old Town. Elk Grove Streétscape Project Phase 2
Initial Stirdy/Mitigated Negative Declaration
3.0-45



3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

Less Than
Potentially Significant, ‘Less Than No
Significant Impact With Significan impact.
Impact Mitigation t:Impact p
Incorporated
3.9. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 0 0 < 0

discharge requirements?.

b} Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or
interfére .substantially with groundwater recharge
such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer
volume-or a lowering of the local groundwatertable. 0 ] ] X
level (e.g., the production rate.of pre-existing nearby
wells would.drap to-a level which would not support
existing land uses or'planned uses for which permits
have been granted)?

c)  Substantially alter the. existing-drainage pattern of the
site or area, including through the altération of the 0 0 2 O
course 6f'a stream o fiver, in @ manner which would
result in substantial erosion or'siltation on- or off-site?

d) Substantially alter the existing.drainage pattern of the
site or area, including ithrough the alteration of the
course of a stream or rivér, or substantially increase | O X O
the rate or-amount of surface runoff in a manner that
would result in flooding-on- or off:site?

e) Create or .contribute runoff water which would
exceed the capacity of existing or planned [ [ X n
stormwater drainage systems. or provide substantial
additional sources:of polluted runoff?

) Otherwise substantially degrade water:quality? | [l X O
g} Place housing within-a 100-year flood hazard areaas
mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or O O] ] X

Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
deélineation map?

h)  Place:within a 100:-year flood hazard area:structures -
that would impede,or redirect flood flows?. U 0 o X

i) Expose people or structures to a significanit ri's‘k»of'
loss; injury or death involving flooding, including O d O X
flooding'as a.result of a failure of:a levee ordam?

i} Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? [} O [l X

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
‘Surface Water

Elk Grove is part of the Sacramento River watershed, a 27,000-square-mile watershed including
portions of the Sacramento River and Cosumnes River (City-of Elk Grovée 2003b). Laguna Creek is
part of the Morrison Creek Stream Group, one of the main hydrologic features within the. City
Planning Area, and the main creek that flows through Elk Grove. Portions of the creek have:
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been altered by development. The proposed Rroject is located roughly 1.25 miles nertheast of
Flk Grove Creek, and rou m:hl\/ 0.5 mile:south.of Laguna Creeak.
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Groundwater

The depth to gro mr'l\unjnf at the Proiect area is estimated ot nnnrrw;mn+nl\/ 25 to 35 feet below.
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sed level (opproxlmotely 80 to 90 feet below ground surfoc*e) General groundwater depth may
be influenced by local pumping, rainfdll, and irigation patterns. The propesed Project is
underlain by the Sacramento Valley Groundwater Basin and, more specifically, by the South
American Subbasin. The South American Subbasin is defined by the American River to the north,
the Cosumnes and Mokelumne Rivers to thesouth, the Sierra Nevada range 1o the east, and the:
Sacramento River to the west.

Floodplain

The City of Elk Grove General Plan EIR (2003b) Planning Area Floodplain Map shows the Project
area partially within a 100-year floodplain and adjacent 1o a 500-year floedplain area; as the
Project crosses Laguna Creek and extends north and south of Laguna Creek,

REGULATORY SETTING'

The State Water Resources Control Board and the RWQCRE enforce state of California statutes,
which are equivalent to or more stringent than the federal statutes. The RWQCBs are responsible
for-establishing water quality standards and objectives thal protect the beneficial uses of various
wgaters. In the Project areq, the Cenftral Valley RWQCB is responsible. for protecting surface
wdters and groundwater from both point sources: of pollution (i.e., discharge from a pipe, ditch,
or other well-defined source), and non-point sources (i.e.. diffuse sources with no discernible
distinct point of source; often referred to as runoff or peolluted runoff from agricuiture; urban
areds, mining, construction sites, and othersites). The City: cf Elk Grove has.a current MS4 NPDES
General Permit, reissued by the Central Valley RWQCB. in 2008, which regulates stormwater
discharges associated with construction activities. Preparation of a stormwater pollution
prevention plan {SWPPP) would be required for the proposad Project to minimize polluted runoff
during construction,

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS
a) Would the project violate-any water quality standarcis or waste discharge requirements?
Less than Significcint Impact.

Lonstruction Water Quality Impacts

The State Water Resources Control Board requires dischargers whose projects disturb 1 or
rmore acres of soil, or whose projects disturb less than 1 acre but are part of a larger
common plan of development that in total disturbs 1 or mere acres, to obtain coverage
under the General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water Associated with Construction
Activity (Construction General Permit $9-08-DWQ). Tre Project footprint covers an area of
approximately 3 acres; therefore; the Project must comply with the General Storm Water
Permit. Effective July 1, 2010, all dischargers are required fo obtain coverage under the
Construction General Permit Order 2009-0009-DWQ adopted September 2, 2009.
Construction activity subject to 1hns permit includes. clearing, grading, and dlsfurbonces
to the.ground. such- as steckpiling or excavation.

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY. CHEGKLIST

The Construction General Permit requires the: devélopment ‘and implementation of an
SWPPP. The SWPPP must coniain a site map that shows the construction site perimeter,
existing and proposed buildings, lots, roadways, stormwater collection and discharge
points, general topegraphy both before and after construction, and drainage patterns

across the Project area. The SWPPP must list best management practices (BMPs) that the

'dlschorger will use: to proTecI stormwater runoff and the piacement of those BMFs.

Addmonolly the SWPPP must contain a visual monitering program, a chemical
monitoring program for "non-visible" pollutants to be implemented if there is a failure. of
the:BMPs.

In addition, measures would be included in the grading plans to minimize erosion
poten'ﬂol and ‘wdter quality degradation of the Project area in accordance with Elk
Grove Municipal Code Title 16, Chapter 16:44, Land Grading dnd Erosion Control.
Chapter 16.44 establishes administrative procedurés, minimum standards. for review, and
implementation and enforcement procedures for controlling erosion, sedimentation,
disruption of existing drainage, and related environmental damage caused by land
clearing activities, grading, filing, and land excavation. Additionally, the State has
published a set of BMPs for both pre- and post-constiuction periods, which would be
applied to the: Project. The City would identify the appropriate BMPs for the proposed
Project. Compliance with the provisions of the BMPs and with Municipal Code Chapter
16.44 would reduce impacts -associated with water quality standards and discharge
requirements to a less than significant level by requiring water quality BMPs and
compliance with the City's NPDES and all water quality regulations.

Operational Water Quality Impacts

The proposed Project consists of streetscape and infrastructure improvements along Elk
Grove: Boulevard. Impervious surfaces would be incrementally increased within the
Project footprint; however, these surfaces' would be added in an already urbanized area
on top of existing impervious surfaces. A majority of the. Project area includes asphalt
roads, sidewalks, and residential/business structures. The amount of contaminants
dlschorged in stormwadter during -drainage: varies based on a variety of facters, including
pollutants on sidewalks and the amount of rainfall.

Development of the propoesed Project would be subject to the requirements of MS4
NPDES Stormwater Permit No. CAS617002, which requires that the City impose water
quality and watérshed protection measures for all development projects and prohibits
discharges from causing violations of applicable water quality standdrds or resulting in
conditions that create a nuisance or water quchfy impairment .in receiving waters. The
proposed Project would include permanent BMPs to reduce water quality impacts and
comply with the City's NPDES and all water quollty regulations. Permanent BMPs which
would be included as part of the proposed Project may. include inlet stencils and
stormwater planters. The inclusion of these BMPs would reduce water quality impacts:
associated-with operations in the-Project area to-a less than significant level.

b) Would the project substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwaterrecharge such that there would be a net-deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-existing
nearby wells would. drop to a.level which would not support existing land uses-or planned
uses for which permits have been granted)?

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase'2 City of Elk Grove
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c)

d)

No Impact. The proposed Project does not contain elements that either add to or draw

from groundwater. The ﬁdr‘hhr\n of sidewalks and landscapning would not substantially
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increase runoff due to the creahon of impervious. surfaces. The construction of these
improvements would be constructed on existing irnpervious surfaces such ds concrete

and asphalt. Substantial increase in runoft is not expected to occur; therefore no effects
to nrmmdwmfnr would occur Addlfmnmllv fhm nrnnncpd Proiect would not be
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cons’rruc’red immediately above any pr@exnshng wc-II nor would areas known to .contain
wells be, disturbed by construction of the proposed Project. Therefore, no impacts to,
groundwater supplies would occur.

Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or areaq,
mc!ud:ng fhrough the glteration of the course of « stream or river, in a manner which
would result in substantial erosion or siftation on- or ¢ff-site’?

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would not permonenﬂy alter or
chonge existing drainage patterns or create substantial erosion. It would result'in a minor
increase in impervious surfaces. However, these wculd occur in dn urbanized area with
existing infrastructure facilities and surfaces such as concrete and asphalt. Permanent
BMPs would be included fo confrol erosion and siltcition. Potential permanent BMPs may
include iniet stencils and stormwater planters.

Construction of the proposed Project may result in temporary alteration of on-site
drainage patterns, which could increase erosion and siltation on- and offssite. These
would be censtruction-related and would not affact permanent drainage patterns or
cause erosion. The proposed Proje¢t would be reguired to meet the éxisting MS4 NPDES
permit obligations, requiring that:the .City prepare ¢ SWPPP for the proposed Project and
submit it to the Central Valley RWQCB.in support of NPDES regulations. The SWPPP would
identify activities that may cause pollutant dischargle (including sediment) during storms:
and the dppropriate corresponding BMPs, anct would identify the erosion and
sedimentation control measures to implement during construction. The Project would
also be. subject to Chapter 16.44, Land Grading and Erosion Control, of the City's
Municipal €ode, which establishes administrative procedures, minimum standards for
review, and implementation and enforcement procedures for controlling erosion,
sedimentation, disruption of existing drainage ohd related enviromnmental damage
caused by land clearing aectivities, grading,; filling, and land excavation. Compliance
with the provisions of the BMPs and with Municipal Code Chapter 16.44 would reduce
impacts associated with water quality standards and discharge requirements to a less
than significant level by réguiring water quadlity BMPs. and compliance with the City's
NPDES and all water quality. regulations.

Would the project substantially alter the existing drainage paftern of the site or areaq,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially
dncrease the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would result in floeding
on- or-off-site?

Less than Significant Impact. The Project is not loccated within the 100-year floodplain of
Loguna Creek. The proposed Project would result in an incremental increase in
impervious surfaces; however, Project improvements would be constructed on existing
impervious ssurfaces such as concrete and asphalt. Any increases in runoff would be
minor and would not result in flodding on- or off-site: because the Project would not resuilt
in a substantial alteration of the existing drainage pattern. No.streams or rivers would be
altered by the proposed Project. This impact is considered less than significant.

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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el

f)

g/

h)

Would the project create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity
of existing or planned stermwater drainage systems or provide: substanfial addifiondl
sources of poliuted runoff2

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed Project would result in an incremental
increase in impervious surfaces within the urbanized Project area:which would result in a
minor increase in ‘the gquantity of runoff generated in sterm -event. The quantity of
additional runoff generated from the proposed Project would not be :substantial.
Construction of impervious surfaces would occur on existing impervious surfaces such as
asphalt and concrete. The quantity of additional runoff generated from the proposed
Project would be minimal and ‘would not contribute to exceedmg the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems in the Project vicinity. Permanent BMPs
would be included to control stormwater runoff and reduce water guality impacts
associated with runoff ‘after storm events. Potential permanent BMPs may include inlet
stencils and stormwadter planters. The proposed Project would not include facilities which
would contribute to substantial increases in polluted Tuhoff and would not exceed
existing facility capacities.

Construction of the proposed Project may result in temporary increases in stormwater
runoff and sources of polluted runoff during and dfter storm events. These would be
construction-related and would not affect permanent sources of runoft or the capacity
of existing facilities. The: proposed Project would be required to meet the: existing MS4
NPDES permit obligations, requiring that the: Cn‘y prepare a SWPPP for the proposed
Project and submit it to the Central Valley RWQCB in support of NPDES regulations.
Compliance with the provisions of the BMPs and with Municipal Code Chapter 16.44
would reduce impacts associated with temporary construction-related increases in
runoff to a less than significdnt level by requiring water quality BMPs and compliance
with the City's NPDES and all water quality regulations.

Would the project otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

Less Than Significant.impact. Refer to Issue a) dbove. The proposed Project is located in
an urbanized area with impervious surfaces and structures throughoeut the Project area.
Project construction and operation may degrade water quality through erosion and
sitation entering stormwadter runoff. The proposed Project 'would comply with the
provisions of the NPDES, the-SWPPP, and Municipal:Code Chapter 16.44. These will ensure

thatimpactsto water.quality arerreduced to a less than significant level.

Would the project pldce housing within a 100-year flood hazard area ‘as mapped on a
federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance. Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

No Impact. The proposed Project iss not located within the 100-year or 500-year
floodplain. No impact woeuld occur.

Would the project place structures within a 100-year flood hazard area that would
impede or redirect flood flows?

No Impact. The Project is not loeated within a 100-year or 500-year floodplain ‘hazard
area. The proposed Project does not include the. construction of any structures: that
would impede or redirect flood flows. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
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Would the project expose people or structures fo @ significant risk of loss, injury, or death
involving f,lood;nrl _:nc_!udmn flooding as a result of ¢ failure of arlevee.or dame

No Impact. The proposed Project does not include any housing or structures: and
therefore would. not expose people or structures to the risks of flooding as a result of a
failure of @ levee.or dam. No impact woeuld eccur.

Would the project be subject to inundatfion by seichs, tsunami, or mudflow?

No Impact. The Project area is not located near dny ocean codst or seiche hazard areas
and would not invelve the development of residential or -other sensitive land uses in or
near these areas. Therefore, the propesed Project would not expose people to petential
impacts. lnvolvmg seiche or tsunami. No potential for mudflows is anticipated. No impact
would .occur.

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

Less Than
‘Potentially Significant Less Than No
Significant ‘Impact With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact. P
incorporated
3.10. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a)  Physically dividean established community? O l:| 0O =

b) Conflict with any-applicable land use plan, policy,
of regulation of an-agency with jurisdiction over the
project (including; but not limited to, the general
plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or:zoning 0 U & O
ordinance) ‘adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigdting an environmental effect?

c) Conflict with .any applicable habitat conservation ] ] 0 <
plan' or natural community:conservation plan?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

'On Mareh 1, 1988, Old Town Elk Grove became nationally recognized as the Elk Grove Historic
District. The City of Elk Grove:General Plan Land Use Map (City of Elk Grove 2009) designates the
Project area as Special Planning Area - Old Town (SPA-OT). The Special Planning Area for
Historic Old Town Elk Grove extends west along Elk Grove Boulevard from Elk Grove Florin Road
to Waterman Road. Zoning within the Project area includes commercidl, single-family residential,
and multi-family residential zoning under SPA-OT. The Project area occurs within the eastern
portion of SPA-GT along Elk Grove Boulevard from School Street to Waterman Road. The current
conditions of the Project area do not match the characteristics of the ®Id Town section. They
include overhead utilities, large street lights, absence of sidewalks or crosswalks, and
discontinuous.driveways:in front of residences.

REGULATORY SETTING
City of Elk Grove General Plan

The City of Elk Grove General Plan' {adopted November 2003 and reflecting amendments
through July 2009) is @ broad framework for planning the City's future. It is. the official policy
statement of the City Council to guide the private .and public development of the City in a
manner to gain the maximum social and economic benefit for citizens. All other City .codes and
standards, including specific plans and the Development Code, must be consistent with the:
General Plan, The General Plarincludes:policies that relate to the proposed Project. Table 3.10-1
summarizes these policies.

Old Town Elk Grove Special Planning Area

On August 10, 2005, the City-of Elk Grove.adopted the-Old Town Elk Grove Specidl Planning Area
Design Standards and Guidelines. These regulatory guidelines are meant to provide
development standards:to preserve: the historical character and cultural integrity of Old Town Elk
Grove within SPA-OT. These guidelines specify architectural, land use, signdge, pedestrian
access, and design standards fornew construction and.development.
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DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

b}

Would the project physically divide an established community?

No Impact. The proposed Proje’cf wouwld not physically divide an established commuh‘ify
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Elk Grove Boulevard and nearby communities. No barriers to movement through
communities would be installed; therefore noimpact would eceur:

Would the project conflict with any applicable lancl usé plan, policy, or regulation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the. project (including. buf not limited to, the general plan,

specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance} adopted for the purpose. of

avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

Lless than Significant Impacf. The proposed Project would improve the existing
characteristics of the section of Elk Grove Boulevar¢ to match those of the adjacent Oid
Town section. The Project is located within the SFA-OT, which contains guidelines for
development to ensure the preservation of the histctic characteristics of this area.. SPA-OT
also addresses parking within the Old Town area. The SRA .godl is fo provide sufficient
parking to meet the needs of each land use in ¢ manner that enhances pedestrian
safety and mobility. The standards do not require parking to be on street, but offers onsite
parking behind facilities or at an off-site parking facility within the Old Town Planning
Area. The Old Town Foundation, City Trails Committee, dnd public were consulted for this
Project and are in agreement that there is no strong need for street parking in this area.
This group considered bike. facilities and bike lanes a better use of the paved area
outside of the lanes. The proposed Project will offer parking spaces in front of a nearby
business as a repldcement for the parking removed along the street as a part of the
proposed Project. The Preject improvements will comply with all guidelines: and
regulations under the Elk Grove General Plan and/or ©ld Town Elk Grove Special
Planning Area Design ‘Standards and Gundellnes The proposed Project would comply
with the Generdl Plan policies by encouraging clternative modes of transportation,
maintain and impreve the character of historic Old Town Elk Grove, reduce overhead
utility lines. The Old Tewn Foundation, City Trails: Comimittee and public were consulted for
this Project dnd are in agreement that there is no strong need for street porklng in this
area. The group considered bike lanes to be a betler use of the paved area outside of
the lanes. The proposed Project will offer parking spaces in front of a nearby business
along with repaved driveways.

The proposed Project would preserve the historic district and enhance the characteristics
to match those of the existing Historic Old Town section of Elk Grove. The visual
treatments of the infrastructure improvements will comply with the Old Town Elk Grove
Special Planning Area Design Standards and Guidelines.

Design standards including landscaping and sidewalk plans comply with the goals laid
out in the ‘Special Planning Area Guidelines. Two ADA-compliant bus stops would be
added along Elk Grove Boulevard. Furthermore, Project improvements would enhance
existing conditions of the PrOJec‘r grea to mateh thiose of the Old Town characteristics.
Conspicuous eoverhead utilities would be undergrounded, dand sidewalks, crosswalks,
landscaping. bike lanes, and street lamps would be added. The proposed Project not
only preserves the Special Planning Area characieristics, but enhances the corridor’s
current conditions to, those of the Elk Grove Historic dlistrict. Therefore, impacts would be
considered less than significant.
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c) Would the project conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan -or natural
community conservation plan?

No Impact. Currently, no habitat conservation plans or natural community conservation
plansrare in place'in the Project region. The South Sacramento.Habitat Conservation Plan
is & planned conservation plan that will cover the City of Elk Grove, including the Project
area. However, no habitat conservation plans or natural community’plans applicable to
the Project area have been adopted. Therefore, ho impact' would occur.
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3.11. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a)

b)

Result in the loss of availability of a known
:mineral resource that would be .of value to the. [} ] ] X
region and the residents of the state?

Result in the loss of availability of a locally

important ‘mineral resource recovery sité

delineated on a local general plan, specific O O O d
plan, or other land use plan?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The ‘Surface Mining and Reclamdtion Act of 1975 requires the State Geologist to inventory and
classify selected mineral resources in California. The proposed Project area is located.in an area
of Elk Grove that is covered by the MRZ-3 classification for mineral resources. The MRZ-3
classification covers areas "containing aggregate:depaosits, the significance of which cannot be
evaluated from available data™ (City of, Elk Grove 2003b). No mineral extraction activities occur
in the vicinity of the Project area. None of the roadways ir the vicinity .of the Project area serve
as routes for traffic.involved in mineral extraction activities.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

b)

Would the project result.in the loss of avdiilability of a known mineral resource that would

be of value to the region and fthe residents of the state?

No Impact. The proposed roadway and streetscape improvements would not result in
the use or extraction of any mineral or energy resources and would not restrict access to
known mineral resource areas. The Project would not conflict with energy conservation
plans, use non-renewable resources in a wasteful manner, or result in the loss of

‘availability of a known mineral resource. Therefore, no impact would occur.

The proposed Project would not result in the use-or extraction of substantial amounts of

mineral or energy resources and would not restrici @ccess to knewn mineral resource
areas. Furthermore, the proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource. Therefore, no impact would occur.

‘Would the project result in the loss of-availability of-a locally important mineral resource

recoverysite delineated on-a local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

No Impact. Refer to Issue a) above. The proposec! Project would have no ‘impact on
mineral resources. No impact would .occur;
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e ‘Less Than e TLn
ruu:nually Y - . Less Than .
‘Significant mpact’ No
Significant Significant
Impact With Mitigation Imoact Impact
pac Incorporated P

3:12. NOISE. Would:the project result in:

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise
levels in excess: of standards established in the ] 5 O 0O
local general plan of noise ordinance or of
applicable standards.of other agencies?

b) Exposure of persons-to or-generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise O DX O O
levels?

c A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels: existing ] (] O X
without.the project?

d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity. above | X O |
levels existing without.the project?

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 0 ] n X
public use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project ‘area. to
excessive noise levels?

fi  For a project within the vicinity of a private

airstrip, would the project expose people residing: 7 0 0 ¢
‘'or working in the project area to excessive noise =
levels?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Noise:sensifive land uses generally include those uses where exposure’ tor noise would result in
adverse effects, as well as uses where quiet is dn essential element of their intended purpose.
The:City's General Plan does not define noise-sensitive land uses, but typical noise= sensitive:land
uses include receptors, such as residences, parks, schools, cnd/or hospitals. Mixed commercial
and industiial,and residential land uses are in the Project vicinity. Motor vehicle traffic along Elk
Grove Boulevard is:-the primary contributor to the existing noise environment at the southern end
of the Project.area. There are no hospitals; or parks, within the Project area. Radcliff Academy is
a privately funded and run preschool and day care located’in the: Project area between Porto
Rosa Drive and'Waterman Road. This facility operates during normal business hours similar torthe
commercial and industrial facilities along Elk Grove Boulevard.

Acoustic Fundamentals
Sound is mechanical energy transmitted through a medium {air) in the form of a wave from a

disturbance or vibration. Noise, however, is generally defined as sound that'is loud, unpleasant,
unexpected, or disagreeable.
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Amplitude

Ampilitude is the- difference between ambient air pressure and the peak pressure of the sound
wdve. Amplitude is measured in decibels (dB} on a logarithmic scale. For example, a 10 dB
sound is 10 times the pressure difference of a 0 dB sound; a20 dB sound is 100 times the pressure

difference of a 0 dB sou |nr" Ann'l'ht:ar feature of ihn decibel ccale is the way in which sound
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amplitudes from multiple sources, are added tog cether. A 63 dB source of sound, such ds.a fruck,
when joined by another 65 dB source results in a sound .amplitude of 68 dB, not 130 dB (i.e.,
doubling the source strength increases the sound pressure by 3 dB). Amplitude is interpreted by
the ear as corresponding to different degrees of loudness. Laboratory measurements correlate a
10 dB increase in amplitude with a perceived doubling of loudness-and establish ¢ 3.dB change
in amplitude: as the minimum audible difference perceptible to the average person.

Frequency

Frequency is the number of fluctuations of the pressure wave per second. The unit of frequency is
the hertz {Hz). One Hz equals one cycle persecond. The human ear is not equally'sensifive to sound
of different-frequencies. Sound waves below 16 Hz or above 20, OOO Hz cannot be heard.at all, and
the ear is more sensifive to sound in the higher portion of this range. than in the lower. To
approximate this sensitivity, envirenmental sound is usually measured in A-weighted decibels (dBA).
On'this scale, the normal range of human hearing extends frem about 10-dBA fo about 140 dBA.

Sound and the Human Ear

Because of the ability: of the human ear to detect a-wide range of sound pressure. fluctuations;
sound pressure levels are expressed in logarithmic units callied decibels. The sound pressure level
in decibels is caleulated by taking the log of the ratio behveen the actual sound pressure and
the reference sound pressure squared. The reference sound pressure is considered the absolute
hearing threshold.

In addition, becduse the humdn edr is net equally sensitive: to all sound frequencies, a specific
frequency-dependent rating scale was devised to relate noise to human sensitivity. A dBA scale
performs this compensation by discriminating against frequencies in @ manner approximating
the sensitivity of the human ear. The basis for compensaticn is the faintest sound audible. to the
average ear at the frequency of maximum sensitivity. This (dBA scale has been chosen by most
autherities for purposes of environmental noise. regulation. Table 3.12-1 includes examples of
A-weighted noise levels from common indoor andioutdoor activities.

Unfortuniately, there-is no completely‘satisfactory way to measure the subjective effects of noise,
or of the corresponding reactions of anhoyance and disscitisfaction. This is primarily because of
the wide variation in individual thresholds of annoyance, and habituation to neise over differing
individual experiences with noise.

Thus, an important way of determining a person's subjeclive reaction to a new noise is the
comparison of it to the existing environment, referred to as the "ambient” environment. In general,
the'more a new noise.exceeds the previously existing ambient noise level, the less acceptable the
new noise will be judged by the hearers. With regard to increases in A-weighted noise level,
knowledge .of the following relationships will be helpful in understanding this report {EPA 1971):

» Except in carefully. controlled laboratory experimerts, a change of one dB cannot be
perceived by humans.
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« Outside.of the laboratory, a three dB change is considered a just-perceivable-difference.

e A change in level of at least five dB is required before any noticeable change in
community résponse would be expected.

A 10 dB.change is subjectively heard as-approximately a:doubling’in loudness.
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TABLE 3.12-1
NOISE.ENVIRONMENT
- - I - . -
A-weighted Perceivecl loudness N
Indoors . . b o
decibels ' ; relative to 60 dba Outdoors
140 Threshold-of Pain X256
4
130 E. x128  Military Jet Takeoff with Afterburner (at 50 feet)
s
=]
120 x64
f Jet Takeoff-at’200 Feet
©
Rock Band 110 Ez x32
ES
E
i)
=
=2
Inside Subway Train, New York 100 x16 747-100 Takeoff:(4 miles from start of roll)
Power Lawnmower (at 50 feet)
» b Ambutance Siren (at 100 feet)
Noisy Cockiail Bar. 90 S x8
o~
s 727:200 Takeoff(4 miles from'start of roll)
Jet Aircraft Cabin, at Cruise 80 X4 Diesel Truck, 40:mph (at 50 feet)
‘Shouting (at 3 Feet) ‘
"g’- Automgbile, 65 mph: (at 50-f¢éet)
‘Noisy'Restaurant =
o 70 {-,' x2' Busy Street (at;50 feet)
Vacuum;Cleaner.at:3 Feet =
5 757-200 Takeoff (4 milés from start of roll)
Large Business:Office s )
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Negative Effects of Noise on Humans

Negative effects of noise exposure include physical damage to the human auditory system,
interference, and disedse. Exposire to noise may: result in physical damage to the .auditory
system, which may lead to gradual or travmatic hearing loss. Gradual hearing loss is caused by
sustained exposure to moderately high noise levels over a period of time, while traumatic.
hearing loss is caused by sudden exposure-to extremely high noise levels over a short period of
time. However, gradual and traumatic ‘hearing loss both mdy result in permanent hearing
damage. In ‘addition, noise may interfere. with or interrupt sleep, relaxation, recreation, and
cormmunication. Although most interference may be classified as annoying, the inability fo hear
a warning signal mdy be considered dangerous. Noise may also be a contributor to diseases
associated with stress, such as hypertension, anxiety, and heart disedse. The degree to which
noise contributes to such diseases is dependent on the noise frequency, bandwidth, level, and
exposure fime.

Characteristics of Sound Propagation.and Attenuation

Noise can be generated by @ nimber of sources, including mobile:sources such as automobiles,
trucks, and airplanes, and stationary sources such as construction sites, machinery, and industrial
operohons Noise generated by mabile-sources is typically reduced at a rate between 3. 0 and
4.5 dBA per doubling of distance. The rate depends on the ground surface and the number or
type of objects between the nodise source and the receiver. Hard and flat surfaces, such as
concrete or asphalt, have.an attenuation rate of 3.0 dBA per doubling of distance. Soft surfaces,
such as uneven or vegetated terrain, have an attenuation rate of about 4.5 dBA per-doubling of
distance. Noise generated by stationary-sources typically attenuates at arate between 6.0 and
about 7.5 dBA per-doubling of distance.

Sound levels can be reduced by placing barriers between the noise source and the receiver. in
generdl, barriers.contribute to decreasing noise levels only when the-structure breaks the “line of
sight between the source and the receiver. Buildings, concrete walls, and berms can all act as
effective noise barriers. Wooden fences or broad areas of dense foliage can alse reduce noise,
but are less effective than solid barriers.

Noise Descriptors

The selection of a proper noise descriptor for a specific source is dependent upen the: spatial
and temporal distribution, duration, and fluctuation of the:noise. The noise descriptors most often
encountered when dealing with traffic, community, and environmental noise.are defined below
(Caltrans 1998; Lipscomb and Tayler 1978).

o Lmax {Maximum Noise Level}: The maximum instantaneous noise level during a specific
period of time.

e Lmin (Minimum Noise Level): The minimum instantaneous noise level during a specific
period of fime.

e Leq {Equivalent Noise Level): The energy mean noise level. The instantaneous noise levels:
during a.specific: period of time in dBA are'converted to relative:energy values..-From the
sum of the relative energy*values, an average energy value is calculated, which is then
converted back to dBA to determine the Leq.

Old Town Elk.Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December-2016
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o Ldgn {(Day-Night Noise Level)=The 24-hour Leg with a 10 dBA "penalty” for the. noise-sensitive.

hours between 10 pm. and 6 a.m. The Lan attempts to account for the fact that noise.

TIVJUTY RATITYY OO TW gl SAT I U e TLRS LA ey i NANLALANT AN A

during this specific perlod of time is a potential saurce of disturbance with respect to
normal sleeping hours.

e CNEL {Community Noise Equivdlent Level): The CNEL is similar to the Lan described above,
but with an additional 5 dBA “peénalty” for the noise-sensitive hours between 7 p.m. to 10
p:m., which are typically reserved for relaxation, conversation, reading, and television. If
using the same 24-hour noise data, the € NEL is typically approximately 0.5 dBA higher

than the Lan.
REGULATORY SETTING
Local Plans, Policies, Regulations, and Chapter 6.32

Since operation of the proposed Project doesnot include:ciny motor vehicle fransportation uses,
this section focuses on the regulatory setting as it relates to construction-related noise.

City of Elk Grove General Plan

The Noise Element of the City's General Plan {2003a) coniains policies designed to protect the
community from the harmful and cmnoying effects.of exposure to excessive noise. General Plan
policies applicable to the proposed Project are summarizec! below.

NO-3: Noise created by hew proposed non-transportation neise sources shall be mitigated so-as
not 1o exceed the noise level standards -of Table NO-A as measured immediately within the
property line of lands designated for noise-sensitive uses.

NO-3-Action 1: Limit-construction activity to the hours of 7 a.m. to 7 p:m. whenever such
activity is adjacent to residential uses.

NO-3-Action 3: The City shall require that stationary construction eqguipment and
construction staging areas be set back from existing. noise-sensitive land uses.

The City's General Plan also includes maximum allowable noise standards for projects affected
by non-transportation noise sources. Noise compatibility of proposed development is
determined in comparison to these-standards. The City's noise standards for projects affected by
stationary {i.e., non-transportation) noise sources:are as shown'in Table 3.12-2.

City of Elk Grove O/d Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project:Phase 2
December 2016 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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TABLE 3.12-2
PERFORMANCE STANDARDS FOR-STATIONARY (NON-TRANSPORTATION) NOISE SOURCES

Noise Level (Hourly Leq, dBA)

(7a.m. to 10 p.m.) (10 p.m..to 7-a.m.)

Source Daytime Nighttime

Part 1: Typical Sources' 55 45,

Part 2:.Sources Which Are Tonal, Impulsive, Repetitive, or Consist

Primarily of.Speech or Music? >0 40

Source: City of Elk Grove 2003a; Noise:Element, Table NO-A

Notes:

1. Theistandards above will apply generally to .noise sources. that are not tonal, impulsive, or repetitive in .nature. Typical noise
saurces in this category wodld include HVACsystertis, cooling.towers, fans, blowers, étc.

2.. The standards in Part 2 apply to noises which are tonal in. nature, _impulsive or repetitive, or'which.consist primarily.of speech.or
music (e'g humm:ng sounds, ‘outdoor speaker systems, etc.). Typlcal noise-sources in. this category include: pile drivers, drive-
rhrough speaker boxes; punch présses; sleam valvés, and transformer stations.

These noise level standards in Parts 1 and 2 above do not. apply to ‘residential units established in -conjunction with industfial or

commercial uses (e.g., caretaker dweflings).

The,City'may impose noise, level standards: which are. more orless restrictive'than those specified above based upon determination.of

existing'low or high ambient;noise.levels.

As depicted in Table 3.12-2, the City's maximum acceptable exterior noise standard for
residential land uses affected by non-transportation noise sources is' 55 dBA Leq during the
daytime hours. {i.e., 7 a.m. to 10 p.m.) and 45 dBA during the nighttime hours (i.e., 10 pm. to 7
a.m.). Te account for increased annoyance potential, non-transportation sources with tonal,
impulsive,.or repetitive noise:characteristics (i.e., pile driver) are reduced by'5 dBA.

City of Elk Grove Noise Ordinance

Flk Grove Municipal Code Titte 6, Chapter 6.32, Noise Control, regulates noise generated by non-
transportation sources. Section 6.32.100, Exemptions, restricts construction activities to occur
between the hours of 7 d.m. and.7 p.m. when located adjacent to residential uses.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

The Project components include facilities that would not produce substdntial noise during
operation dhd would not contribute substantially to the ambient noise environment.
Implementation of the: proposed Project would noet result in the-construction or operation of-any
transportation uses or stationary noise sources; therefore, this section focuses on construction-
related noise impacts.

a) Would the project.result in 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
sfandards of other agencies?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporafed. Construction noise typically
occurs intermittently and varies depending on the nature or phase (land clearing,
grading and excavation, etc.) of construction. Noise generated by construction
equipment,. including earthmovers, matefial handlers, and portable generators, can
reach high levels. Typical noise levels for construction equipment are:summarized in Table

3.12-3,
Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape:Project Phase'2 City of Elk-Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016

3.0-62



b)

c)

TABLE 3:12-3
TyPICAL CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT NOISE LEVELS

oL LT

Type of Equipment et oo Souret
Dozer 85 7
Excavator ‘ 88,

Concrete Mixer ‘ A 85
Compactor ‘ ‘ 82
Loader 85
Backhoe - 80
Grader 85
Crane ‘ 83
Generator. 81
Truck 88

Sources: EPA 1971

During construction, noise from equipment would caiuse short-term localized increases in
ambient noise levels. The actual noise levels at any particular location would depend -on

-a variety -of factors, including the type of construction equipment or activity invelved,

distance to the source of the ndise, obstacles to noise that exist between the receptor
and the source, time of day, and similar factors. Construction of the proposed Project
would result in a.temporary, periodic increase in ambient noise levels that would exceed
City noise standards. While this increase would be temporary, intermittent, and limited to

daytime hours; this is considered a significant impaict unless mitigation is incorporated.

Implementdtion of mitigation measures MM 3.12.1 through MM 3.12.4 wil reduce impdcts
te less than significant by requiring proper mainteénance: on construction equipment,
designated construction and staging areas, and specific work windows for construction
activities and eguipment use.

Would the project result in exposure of persens fo or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels?

less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. Construction activities may
result in sources of groundbore vibralion resulling from construction equipment.
However these activities would be temporary and would occur between the hours of 7
am. and 7 p.m. in accordance with the City's General Plan, as specified in mitigation
measure MM 3.12.1. Implementation of mitigation mzasures MM 3.12.1 through MM 3.12.4
will reducé impacts to less than significant by requiiing proper maintenance on
construction equipment, designated construction and staging areas. and specifies
construction activities and eguipment use may not cccur during noise sensitive hours.

Would the project result in @ substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity. above levels existing without the project?

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2.
December 2016 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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a)

e)

1

No Impact. The proposed Project would create streetscape. and infrastructure
improvements. Therefore, no long-term increase in ambient noise.levels is expected to
occur. Implementation of the: proposed Project would encourage alternate modes of
travel and may lead to a reduction in personal vehicle use, which is often a.source of
high ambient noise levels. Therefore, the Project would noet result in a substantial
permanentincrease in ambient noise levels once in operation.

Would the project resultin.a substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise.
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without:the project?

Less than Significant Impact with Mifigation Incorporafed. The proposed Project would

result in an increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the Projéct during
construction activities. However, this increase would be temporary. Because the Project
area is located along a stretch of Elk Grove Boulevard with homes along portions of the
Project and a private. school located in the Project area, which can be considered
sensitive land uses, temporary construction noise is considered potentially significant
unless:; mn‘lgo’non is incorporated. Implementation of mitigation measures MM. 3.12.1
through MM 3.12.4 will feduce short:term construction-related noise to less than

significant by requiring proper maintenance oh construction equipment, designated

construction and staging areas; and specifies construction activities and .equipment use
may nhot occur during noise-sensitive hours.

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, would the project
expose people res:dmg ‘or working in the project area to excessive noise.levelsg

No Impact. The proposed Project is not located in an airport lahd use plan or within 2
miles.of a public-airpert. No impact would occur.

For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area fo excessive noise levels?

No Impact. The proposed Project is not located in the vicinity of a private airstrip. No.
impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

MM 3.12.1 Noise-generating construction operations shall be limited to between the

hours of 7 a:m. and 7 p.m. in accordance with Ek Grove General Plan Noise
Policy N®-3-Action-1.

Timing/implementation: During Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Rlanning Department
MM 3.12.2 Construction equipment and equipment staging areas shall be located at

the farthest distance possible from adjacent sensitive land uses.

Timing/implementation: During Project consfruction

Enforcemehnt/Monitoring: City of Elk Grave Planning Department
Old-Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City. of Elk-Grove
Initial Study/Mrtrgated Negative Declaration December 2016
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MM 3.12.3

MM 3.12.4

Construction equipment shall be properly maintained and equipped with

noise-reduction intake and exhaust mufflers and engine shrouds, in

accordance with manufacturers' recommendations. Equipment engine.

shrouds shall be closed during eguipment operation.

Timinc/Implementation: Duringa Proiect construction
ning/implementation; During Project censtruction

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Ik Grove Planning Department

When notinuse, motorized construction 2quipment shall not be left idling.

Timing/Implementation: During Project construction

Enforcement/Monitering: City of EIKk Grove Planning Department

City of Elk Grove
December 2016
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Potentially Signi';?s:r-:th;,;pact Less Than No
s'lg;'f':;"‘t "With Mitigation "S'f.":"f:;',“ Impact
P Incorporated P

a)  Induce substantial population growth in an area,
either directly (eig., by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (eg., through extension u O O X
of roads or other-infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers, of existing housing,
necessitating the, construction of .replacement Ol O O X
housing elsewhere?

¢ Displace substantial numb_e_rs of people,
necessitating the: construction of replacement O ] O X
housing elsewhere?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

In the 10 years prior to the incorporation of the City of Elk Grove in July 2000, the population
increased by 70.5 percent, which is equivalent to a 7 percent-average annual increase. The City
began. to rapidly develop as.a result of an increase in jobs in the Sacramento region and the
availability of land outside the downtown Sacramento area. According to the California
Department of Finance, the population of Elk Grove was approximately 160,688 in 2014, which is
a 1.2 percent incréase from the previous year [DOF 2014). Several housing developments are
planned in the City. The Project area is part of SPA-OT which regulates the. development within
Historic Old Town Elk Grove. The proposed Project involves streetscape improvements and.does
not include any new housing or building developments.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS'

a) Would the project induce substantial population growth in-an area, either directly (e.g.,
by proposing new homes,and businesses) or indirectly {e:g., through extension of roads-or
other infrastructure)2

No Impact. The proposed Project does not include. the construction of new homes or
businesses, ner does it include construction of a new roadway or extension of an existing
roadway which could potentially induce:population growth. Therefore, no impact-would
occur.

b) Would the project displace substantial humbers of existing housing.. necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. No- residential structures would be displaced as a result of the proposed
Project. No.impact would occur.

c) Would the project displace .substantial numbers of people, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. As discussed in Issue b) above, the proposed Project would not involve the
removal or relocation of any housing. The proposed Project would not displace any
people or necessitate the construction of any replacement housing. Therefore, no
impact would occur.

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase-2 City of Elk Grove
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016
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3.14. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantizl adverse’physical impacts associated with the provision
of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or ghysically. altered :governmental facilities,. the
construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, iri order-to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times, or other performance objectives;for any of 1he following public services:

a) Fire protection? il d g X
b) Police protection? l L ] X
c) Schools? [ D (I %
d) Parks? ] 0 O X
e} Other public facilities? ] O O X

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The City of Elk Grove receives general public safety and law enforcement services from the City
Police Department. The Cosumnes Community Services District Fire Department provides fire
protection and emergency services to the City. The Elk Grove United School District provides
educationdl services.to the area'in the vicinity of the Projec:.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associgted with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities, 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-e) Fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, other public facilities?

No Impact. The proposed Project would improve access. fo existing businesses: by
connecting driveways and parking access to Elk Grove Boulevard. However, no new
housing or business developments are proposed; thus the proposed Project would not
result in population growth, so there would be ne change in demand for services. In
addition, full lane closures: will not be required curing any part of the Project and
emergency-vehicle access will be mdintained at dll times. Thérefore, thére would be no
increased demand for fire or police protection, schools, parks, or other public services.
No additional service facilities are necessary. No impactwould occur,

City of Elk Grove ‘ Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
December 2016 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative -Declaration
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Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than® No
Significant Impact With Significant \mpact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
3.15. RECREATION,
a) Would the project increase the use: of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities' such that, substantial physical O O O X
deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational facilities or
requiire the.construction or expansion of recreational
facilities: which might have an-adverse physical effect U O U X
on thé environment?

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

The City's General Plan (2003a) contains goals and policies established to conserve existing
national, State, and regional recreational areas, as well as encourages the development of
additional recreational opportunities to :meet the City's needs. The proposed Project does not
include the construction of .any new recreationdl facilities, parks, trails, or cther improvements
that would atfect theiruse.

DISCUSSION OF IMPAGTS

a) Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities-such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur

or be accelerated?

No Impact. The proposed Project would not result in population growth, so there would
be no change in demand for parks or recreation facilities. The proposed Project
improvements would not connect to an existing park or recreational area. Other Project
improvements would not affect recreational facilities or parks; therefore, no impact

would occur.

b} Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of
existing facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the:environment?

No Impact. The proposed Project would credte streetscape and infrastructure
improvements. No recreational facilities or improvements are proposed. Therefore,. no

impact would occur.

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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3.16. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a)

b)

<)

d)

e)

Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance,
or policy establishing measures of
effectiveness for. the pérformance of the
circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation including mass
transit-and non-motorized travel and relevant
componerits of thé circulation system,
including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian
and bicycle paths, and mass transit?

Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including but not
limited ‘to level of service standards and
travel demand measures, or other standards
established by thée county congestion
management agency for designated roads or
highways?

Result in a change in air traffic patterns,
including €ither. an increase in traffic levels
of a change ‘in location that results in
substantial safety.risks?

Substantially ‘increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses'{e.g., farm equipment)?

Result in‘inadequate emergency ‘access?

Conflict ‘with adopted policies; plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, or
pedestrian. facilities, or otherwise decrease
the performance.orsafety of such.facilities?

(3

)

(]

[

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

Old Town Elk Grove is a historic district which stretches east of Elk Grove Florin Road along Elk

Grove Boulevard to School Street. The proposed

Project would

involve

streetscape

improvements along a 2,400-foot section of Elk Grove Boulevard. from School Street to Waterman
Road. The ‘proposed Project would underground overhead utilities, credte two ADA-compliant
bus stops, a center lefi-turn lane, bike lanes, landscaping, and pedestrian sidewalks and
crosswalks. These improvements would create a continuous corridor from the existing Old Town
Elk Grove.

City of Elk Grove
December 2016
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DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

c)

a)

Would the project conflict with .an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing
measures of effecliveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into
account all.modes:of transportation including mass fransit ahd non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to intersections,
streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and.mass fransit?

No Impact. The proposed Project is consistent with the Elk Grove ‘General Plan and
circulation policy. Streetscape improvements are pedestrian-fiendly and encourage
pedestrian and bicycle use in the area. The two. ADA-compliant bus stops encourage use
of public fransportation. The proposed Project encourages alternate modes of travel and
may lead to a.reduction in personal vehicle use. No reductions in the effectiveness of the

circulation system would occur-as.a result of the propesed Project. Therefore, no impact

would occur.

Would ‘the project conflict with an applicable congestion management program
including but not limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures. or

other standards established by the county congesfion management agency for

designated roads or highways?

No Impact. The proposed Project is consistent ‘with the Elk Grove General Plan and
circulation policy. No changes to level of service or traffic. congestion would occur as a
result of the Project. Streetscape and infrastructure’ improvements include pedestrian
and bicycle facilities, two ADA-compliant bus sfops, and a center left:tur lane.

Implementation of-the proposed Project would not impact traffic. conditions and would

encourage alternate modes of travel. Therefore, the proposed Project would-have no
impact on an established level of service standard.

Would the project result in @ change in air traffic patterns, including éither an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety riskse

No Impact. The nedrest airport/airstrip te the Project area is' Borges-Clarksburg Airporft:
located approximately 8 miles nerthwest of the Project drea. The Project area is.located
approximately 1.25 miles northwest of Sunset Skyranch Airport; however, this airport is
closeéd. The Project does not include any structures that would impede'a he|ghf limitation
in close proximity to an airport. The proposed Project would not result in @ change in air
traffic. patterns and no impacet would occur:

Would the project subsfanﬁoﬂly increase hazards due to a design feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous:intersections) or incompatible uses (e:g.. farm equipment)?

No Impact. The: proposed Pro;ecf would be designed in accordance with the Elk Grove
General Plan and Oid Town Elk Giove Special Planning Area Design Standards and
Guidelines. Streetscape improvements will encourage and enhance pedesmcm and.
bicycle safety. The addition of two ADA-compliant bus stops and center left-turn lane,
and undergrounding of overhead utilities, would all increase pedestrian, bicycle, and
vehicle-safety throughout the: corridor. No hazardous design features are' included in the.
proposed. Project..No impact would occur.

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2 City-of Elk Grove
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e)

fl

Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Less Than Significant impact. Traffic handlling during construction of the proposed Project
may require temporary partidl ldne closures and/or detours. Emergency dccess along Elk
Grove Boulevard through the Project area will be maintained at all times. The City will

requ:re the Confrgcinr to. Coordnncfe with the Iocc:l fire r\nr{ po!;ce deparfmnnfc befcra

road closures to ensure emergency .service provndq-rs dre: aware of any temporary road
closures .and/or detours ahead: of time. Therefore, impacts are considered less than
significant.

Would the project conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public’
transit, bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise: decrease the performance or safety
of'such facilities?

No Impact. The Project is consistent with the adopted policies, plans, and programs
supporting pedestrian access and safety, including the City of Elk Grove General Plan
and the Old Town Elk Grove Special Planning Aréa Desigin Standards and Guidelines,
which identify preservation standards for the historic characteristics and pedestrian and
bicycle facilities. The proposed Project would improve pedestrian and bicycle facilities
and enhdnce the. characteristics. along Elk Grove Boulevard. The City of Elkk Grove
Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan identifies a class Hll bike route on Elk Grove
Boulevard which occurs through the limits of the Project. The proposed Project would
enhance pedestian and bicycle access. These facilities would be an upgrade to a class
Il bike lane through the limits of the Project and would tie into the bike Idgnes on
Waterman Road. The propoesed. Project would not conflict with the Elk Grove General
Plan, Special Planning Area Design Standards and {uidelines, or Bicycle, Pedestrian and
Trails Master Plan; no impact would occur.

City of Elk-Grove A QOid Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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Less.Than
Potentially. Significant Less Than
Significant Impact With Significant  No, Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
3.17. UTILITIES AND.SERVIGE SYSTEMS. Would the:project:
a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of. the 0 ] 0 <

applicable Regional ' Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new-water
or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of m O 0
existing, facilities, the construction of which could
causessignificant environmental effects?

¢} Require or result in the construction of new
stormwater drainage facilities or expansion of O ] K n

existing facilities, the construction of which could
causesignificant environmental effects?

d) Have sufficient water supplies ‘available to serve
the: project from existing entitlements. and 0 0 < O
resources; or aré new or eéxpanded entitlements
needed?

e} Result in a determination by the wastewater
treatment provider that serves or may serve the
project that it has adequaté capacity to serve the O O ] X
projeét’s projected demiand, in addition to the:
provider's:existing commitments?

fi Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste | [l X O
disposal needs? '

g Comply with federal, state, and |ocal statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?. o O O 4

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
Water

Wadter services within the, City limits are provided by the Sacramento County: Water Agency and
the Elk Grove Water District. Private service areds dliso exist within the City. The Project ared
receives waterservices from the Elk Grove:Water District.

Wastewater Service

Urbariized portions of Sacramento County, such as Elk Grove, receive wastewater service from
the Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (SRCSD}); which is a publicly owned
wastewater agency. Over one milion people in the major Sacramento metiopolitanh area
receive wastewater services. from the SRCSD. Three agencies—the City of Folsom, the City of
Sacramento, and Sacramento Area Sewer District (SASD)—conftribute to the wastewater services
provided by the SRCSD. The Project area falls within the SASD:service: area; however, the Project
will not require wastewater service.

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape. Project.Phase 2 City of Elk Grove
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Solid Waste Service

Republic Services provides solid waste services fo single-farnily residential customers. Solid waste
within the City limits is typically délivered to-Elder Creek Trarsfer and Recovery Station located at
8642 Elder Creek Road. Waste is accepted from the general public, businesses, and private.

wacte haulers
wasie-nguiers.

At present, the Elder Créek Transfer and Recovery Station, which .covers approximately 19.26
acres, is owned and operated by Republic Services and is. designed to assist the county of
Sacramento -and other jurisdictions in complying with local waste reduction and recyciing goals
and ordinances. Fider Creek Transfer and Recovery Station accepfs residential and commercial
refuse.

Electrical, Telephone, and Natural Gas Services

Electrical services within the City limits are provided by SMUD. Telephene services in Elk Grove
are provided by Fronfier Communications (formerly Citizens-Communications) and AT&T {formerly
Pacific Bell). Natural gas services to customers within the City limits are provided by the Pacific
Gas and Electric Company (PG&E).

Utility Relocations

Undergrounding utilities ‘dre dnticipated along Elk Grove Boulevard .as part of the Old Town
Streetscape Project. Existing overhead utilities will be placed underground in a new joint french.
Existing wtility manheles and vaults will be adjusted or relocated to match the revised surface
grade,

DISCUSSION OF IMPAGTS

a) Would the project exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

No Impact. The Project does not include any uses that would generate wastewater or
any components that would result in an increased demand for wastewater freatment.
Therefore, 'the proposed Project would not exceed the wastewater treatment
requirernents of the RWQCB and no impact would occur.

b) Would the project require or result in the consfruction of new water or wastewater
freatment facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effectse

No Impact. The proposed Project does not include any new water or wastewater
treatment facilities. No new housing or business devealopments are planned and no.-new
population growth would result from implementation of the proposed Project. Therefore,
ne impact is expected to occur:

c) Would the project require or result in the construction .of new sformwater drainage
facilities ‘or expansion of existing facilities; the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

City of Elk Grove Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project Phase 2
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3.0 INITVAL STUDY: CHECKLIST

a)

e)

)

gl

Less than Significant Impact. Minor changes in impervious surfaces would occur as a
result of constructing the sidewdlks, and infrastructure improvements. These

improvements would occur in an already urbanized area on top of existing impervious

surfaces such as cement and asphalt. No:conversion of impervious surfaces is expected
to occur. The proposed Project is not expected to. generate additional runoff. Low-
impact stormwater facilities would be included aieng a portion Eik Grove Bouievard to
improve water qudlity before entering the City's storm drain system. Construction of
stormwater facilities would occur along an already urbanized portion of roadway.
Therefore, impacts.are considered less-than significant.

Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve fhe project from
existing entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entilements needed?

Lless than Significant Impact. There. may be a temporary need for water during
construction to control dust; however, the Project'is not expected to result in the need for
water supply beyond what is cuirently available and no increase in demand for long-
term watersupply would be generated. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater freatment 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 commitmentse:

No Impact. The proposed Project does not include any uses that would generate
wastewater. Therefore, the Project would not affect the capacity of the local
wastewater freatment provider. No impact would.occur.

Would the project be served by a landfill with sufficient permiftted capacity to
accommodate the project's,solid waste disposal needs?

Less than Significant Impact. The preposed Project may generate minor amounts-of solid
waste such as asphalt, concrete, and other debris from construction activities. Solid
waste generated by the proposed Project would be transported to the Elder Creek
Transfer Station which is operated by Republic Services. As of 2005, Elder. Creek Station
has a maximum design capacity of 2,500 tons: per day of waste. Waste may be:
transferred from the Elder Greek Station to Kiefer landfill which is anticipated te have a
remaining capacity of approximately 113 million cubic yards and a closure date of 2064
as of 2005 {CalRecycle 2016). Therefore, impacts would be less thanssignificant.

Would the project.comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related
fo.solid waste?

No Impact. The proposed Project would comply with all applicable federal, State, and
local solid waste.regulations including the California Integrated Waste Management Act
of 1989 {AB 93%) and the Cadlifornia Solid Waste Re-Use:and Recycling Access Act of 1991
(Public Resources Code:Sections 42900-42911). No impact would occur.
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Less Than
Potentially Significani tessiThan -
Significant’ Impact With Significant |
Impact Mitigation Impact |
p Incorporated :

No
Impact

b)

c)

Does the project have the. potential to degrade the
quality of the environment, substantially reduce:the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce.the number or restrict the range
of rare-or-endangered plants or animals, or: elimin-
até important examples of the major periods of
Galifornia hlstory or prehistory?

Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable” 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:)

Does the project have environmental effects that

will cause substantial adverse effects on human

U X O O

besng§, either directly-or lndlrectly?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

Does the project hdve the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
popvulation to drop below self- sustcnmng levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, reduce the number or restrict the range of rare or endangered plants or
animails, or eliminate important examples of the ragjor periods of California history or
prehistory.@

Less than Significant impact with Mifigation Incorporated. As discussed in subsection 3.4,
Biological Resources, of this IS/MND, the Project arza is not located within an identified
coridor -as identified in the CDFW (2015b) BIOS Viewer. Federally protected birds and
migratory raptors are the only species with the potential to occur in the Project area.

However, implementation of mitigation measures MM 3.4.1 through MM 3.4.4 (included in
subsection 3.4, Biological Resources, of this IS/MND) would reduce impacts to b|olog|coi
resources to a less than significant level. Six historical resources oceur within the APE,
however the proposed Project would not significantly impact the historical significance
of the resources because there is no physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or
alteration of the resources; ‘and there would beé .nc material alterations. of the resources
which convey historical significance. In addition, mitigation measure MM 3.5.1 would
stop work if archaeological and paleontological resources are discovered during
construction which would reduce impacts to-a less than significant level.
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3.0 INiTIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

b)

c)

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, buf cumulafively
considerable?

Less than Significant Impact. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(h} states that a lead

agency shall consider whether the cumulative impact of a project is significant and
whether the effects of the project are cumulatively considerable. The assessment of the
significance of the cumulative effects of a project must therefere. be conducted in
connection with the: effects of past projects, or other current projects, and probable
future projects. '

The proposed Project would create streetscape and infrastructure.improvements along-a
2,400-foot section of Elk Grove Boulevard from School Street to Waterman Road. The
proposed Project is consistent with the City of Elk Grove General Plan and the Old Town
Elk Grove Special Planning Area Design Standards and Guidelines. The: proposed Project
would .create a continuous corridor of old town' historical characteristics: from Elk Grove
Florin Road to Waterman Road. These improvements would provide a safe unobstructed

corridor for pedestrian and bicycle facilities and' visually appealing improvements. The

Project would make no significant contribution to cumulatively adverse impacts
associated with existing or proposed development projects in the City, as it would not
induce population. growth but would encourage alternate modes of travel and reduce
vehicle trips. Construction of the proposed Project, along with other construction in the
City, would contribute to.cumulative environmental impacts. However, given the limited
size. and.scope of the Project, the proposed Project’s contribution'would be minimal, and
impacts are considered less than cumulatively considerable.

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

Less than Significant Impact with-Mitigation.Incorporated. During.operation, the proposed
Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment; as it
would improve bicycle and pedestrian’ facilities olong Elk Grove Boulevard and provide a
continuous safe corfidor between the Project area and the existing section of Old Town
Elk Grove. Construction of the proposed Project will result in a temporary, periodic
increase in ambient noise levels and GHG emissions. However, because noise and
greenhouse gas emission increases during construction will be temporary; intermiftent,
and limited to daytime hours, this is considered a' less than significant impact.
Implementation of mitigation measures MM '3.12.1 through MM 3.12.4 (included in
subsection 3.12, Noise, of this: IS/MND) will further reduce’ impacts to less than significant.
Hazardous materials ‘including ADLs, organochloride pesticides, lead chromate; and
other materials may be encountered in the Project area through disturbing soils,
removing traffic striping, and removing electrical transformers. However, implementation
of mitigation measures MM '3.8:1 through MM 3.8.5. will reduce impacts to a less than
significant level.
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4.0 LIST OF MITIGATION MEASURES

4.1  MITIGATION MEASURES

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES (SUBSECTION 3.4)

MM 3:4.1

MM 3.4.2

MM 3:.4.3

If clearing and/or construction activities would eccur during the raptor nesting
season,. (February 15-Septeémber 15), preconstruction surveys 1o identify active
nests shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within 14 days of
construction initiation. Surveys must be performed by a qualified biologist for
the purpose of determining presence/absence of active nest sites within the
proposed impact areq, including construction access routes and a 250-foot
buffer [if feasible}). If no active nests are. found, no further mitigation is
required. Surveys shall be repeated if' construction activities are delayed or
postponed for more than 30 days.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and during Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

If an active nest is located during preconstruction surveys, construction
activities shall be restricted .as necessary to avoid disturbance of the nest until
it is abandoned or a qualified biologist deems disturbance potential to be
minimal. Restrictions may include-éstablishment of exclusion zones (no ingress
of personnel or equipment at @ minimum radius of 400 meters (1,320 feet) for
active Swainson's hawk nests, 60 meters (200 feet)-around a non-Swainson's
hawk active raptor nest and a 30-meter {100-foot} radius around an active
migratory bird nest} of alterdtion of the construction schedule. Activities
permitted within exclusion zones and the size mdy be adjusted through
consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW)
and/or'the City.

Timing/Implementation: Prior to and during Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

Trees containing active migratory bird and/or raptor {excluding Swainson’s
hawk) nests that must'be removed as a result of Project implementation shall
be removed during the non-breeding season (September 16-February 14).
Swainson's hawks are Statée and federally listed as threatemed species;
therefore, impacts to Swainson's hawk nest frees require regulatory
authorization from the CDFW prior to removal.

Timing/Implementation: Prior o and during Project construction

Enforcement/Monitering: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

CULTURAL RESGURCES (SUBSECTION 3.5)

MM 3.5.1

In accordance with California Public Resources Code Section 5097.5, which
prohibits knowing and willful .excavation of undiscovered cultural resources
without permission from the appropriate public agency with jurisdiction over
the lands, and in order to.mitigate for the potential discovery of archdeological
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MM 3.5.2

or paleontolegical resources, the followiriy measure will be implemented during

construction and be |nr~I| ided in the.censtruction contract:

Na WD LA LA Lup ) ST DTN TR T

If buried archaeolegical and/or paleentological resources, such as
chipped or ground stone, historic debris, building foundations, human
bone, or fossils, are modven‘enﬂv discovered during ground-disturbing
activities, work will stop in that ared and within 100 feet of. the find until a
-qualified archaeologist can assess the significance of the find and, if
necessary, develop appropriate treatment measures in consultation with
the. City and all other appropriate agencies.

Timing/implementation: Throughout Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Depdrtment

In order to mitigate for the potential discovery or disturbance of any human
remains, the protocol of California Healih and Safety Code Section 7050.5(b)
will be adhered to as follows:

In the event of discovery or recognition of any human remains in any
location other than o dedicated cemetery, there shall be no ‘further
excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby aréa reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remdcins until the coroner of the county in
which the human remains cre discovered has determined, in accordance:
with Califernia Gavernment Code Section 27440 ‘et seq., that the remains
are not subject to the provisions of Section 27492 of the Cdlifornia
Government, Code: or any other related provisions of law. concerning
investigation of the circumstances, manner, and cause. of death, and the:
recommendations concerning treaiment and disposition of the human
remains have been made to the person responsible for the excdvation, or
to his or her authorized representativis, in the manner provided in Section
509798 of the California Public Resources Code.

If the remains dre determined to be Native American, City policy dictates
that the procedures outlined in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations
CEQA Section 15064.5(d} and (e) be-followed.

Timing/implementdtion: Throughout Project construction

Enforecement/Monitoring: City of Flk-Grove Planning Department

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS (SUBSECTION '3.8)

MM 3.8.1 A Phase |l Preliminary Site Investigation shiall be conducted prior to initiation of
construetion activities. The phase Il will test for aerially deposited lead along
Elk: Grove Boulevard in the areas south of Elk Grove Boulevard between Webb
Street and Waterman Road which ‘were historically used for agricultural
purposes. Soil samples will be tested for organochlorine pesticides using EPA
Method,8081.
Timing/Implementation: Prior to Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Departrment
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4.0 LIST OF MITIGATION MEASURES

MM 3.8.2

MM 3.8.3

MM 3.8.4

MM 3.8.5

Should impacted soils ('ds gvidenced by staining and/or odors) be

encountered during construction activities, the Cadltrans Unknown Hazard
Procedures shdll.be implemented during construction activities.

if any S|gns of unknown demaged transite piping are observed during

construction activity; sampling and onalysis appropriate recovery and
disposal shall occur at time of discovery.

If signs: of potential impacts from vehicle accidents/leaks {as evidenced by’
discolored soil, accident materials; odors) are observed during construction
activity, somplmg dand analysis and appropriate recovery and disposal shall
occur. Analysis shall include total petroleum hydrocarbon testing with carbon
chain analysis using US EPA Method 8015B and volatile organic compounds
testing by US EPA Method 8015B and 8260B.

Timing/Implementation: During .Project construction

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Depdrtment

Yellow fraffic markings {thermoplastic and paint) along Elk Grove Boulevard
planned for removal shall be removed in accordance with Caltrans
guidelines-and disposed of at a permitted facility for lead chromate. Removal
and disposal metheds shall be consistent with Cdltrans’ Standard Special
Provision {SSP} 14-001.

Timing/Implementation: During Pfojecf-consfrUcﬁOn‘
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

The Sacramento Mumapol Utility District shall be contacted for removal and
handling of electrical transformers dlong Elk Grove Boulevard or in the Project

area. (Poles will be-disposed of in accordance with required State standards

for creosote treated waste.)
Timing/implementation: Prior to Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

If groundwater is encountered during construction/excavation activities and
dewatering becomes necessary, regulatory complidnce and permitting
consistent with the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board and
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System requirements shall be
adhered to, and groundwater sampling shaill be. conducted.

Timing/implementation: During Project construction

Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department
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4.0 List

A A

OF MITIGATION MEASURES

NOISE (SUBSECTION 3.12)

MM 3.12.1 Noise-generating construction operations shall be limited to between the
hours of 7 a.m. and 7 p.m. in accordence with the Etlk Grove General Plan
Noise Policy NO-3-Action-1.
Timing/Implementation: During Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk Grove Planning Department

MM 3.12.2 Construction equipment and equipment staging areas shall be located at the
farthest distance possible from adjacent sensitive land uses.
Timing/implementation: During Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk GGrove Planning Department

MM 3123 Construction equipment shall be properly maintained and equipped with
noise:reduction intake and exhaust mufflers .and éhgine shrouds, in
accordance with manufacturers' recommendations. Equipment engine
shrouds.shall be closed during equipment operation.
Timing/Implementation: During Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of ElkiGrove Planning Department

MM 3.12.4 When not in use, motorized construction equipment shall not be left idling.
Timing/implementation: During Project construction
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Elk-Grove Planning Department

Old Town Streetscape Project - Phase 2 City of Elk Grove

Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration December 2016

4.0-4



5.0 LIST OF PREPARERS




5.1 LIST OF PREPARERS

CITY OF ELK GROVE PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

Rick Carter, PE City of Elk Grove Capitol Program Mcinanger
Jennifer Maxwell, PE CIP-Manager, Capital Projects
Gary Grunwald, PE Project Manager

CiTY OF ELK GROVE PLANNING DEPARTMENT, AS PROVIDED BY MICHAEL BAKER INTERNATIONAL

Joyce Hunting Biological Resources [irector
Amberly. Morgan Project Manager

Dayna Winchell Lead Biologist

Brendan Cohen Environmental Planner

Brian Schretzmann GIS/Graphics

TECHNICAL SUBCONSULTANTS

Stephen Mikesell, Mikesell Historical Consulting Historic PropertySurvey Report
Cogstone Resource Management, Inc. Archaeological Survey Report
Kieinfelder, Inc. Initial Site Assessment
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6.0 LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

AB
APE
AQAP
ASR
BMP
CAA
CAAQS
Caltrans
CARB
CCAA
CCR
CDFW
CEC
CEQA
CESA
CFR
CHa
CMAQ
CNDDB
CNEL
CNPS
CcoO
CO2
CRHR
CWA
dB
dBA
dbh
DOC
DOF
DISC.
EiR
EPA
ESA
FGC

Assembly Bill

Area of Potential Effect

Air Quality Attainment Plan
Archaeological Strvey
best management practice

Clean Air Act

California ambient air quality standards
California Department of Transportation
California Air Resources Board

California Clean Air Act

Cadlifornia Code of Regulations

California Department of Fish.and wildlife
Cadalifornia Energy Commission

California Environmental Quality Act
California Endangered Species Act

Code of Federal Reguiations

methane

Congestion Management.and Air Quality
Cailifornia Natural Diversity Database
Community Noise Equivalent Level
California Native. Plant Society

carbon monoxide

carbon dioxide

California Register of Historical Resources:

Clean Water Act

decibel

A-weighted decibel

Diameter at breast height

Cadlifornia Department of Conservation:

California Department of Finance:

California Department of Toxic Substances Control
Environmental Impact Report

US Environmental Protection Agency

Endangered Species Act

Fish.and Game.Code
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ppm
ROG

RPW
RWQCB
SCEMD
SMAQMDB
SO2

Federal Register

greenhouse gas

Historic: Rroperty Survey Report
Historical Resources Evaluation Report

Hertz

Information for Planning and Conservation

Initicll Study

Initial Site Assessment
Day-Night Noise Level
Equivalent Noise Level

Maximum Noise Level

Minimum Noise Level

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Mitigated Negative Declaration

national ambient air quality standards
Negative declaration

National Environmental Policy Act

National Marine Fisheries Service

nitrogen. dioxide

nitrogen oxide

Nationai Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
Natural Resources Conservation Service

nitrous oxide

Ozone Attainment Plan

Occupational Safety and Health Administration
ozone

particulate matter

parts.per billion

parts per million

reactive organic gases

relatively permanent waters

Regional Water Quaiity Control Board

Sacramento County Environmental Management Department

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District

sulfur dioxide
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6.0 REFERENCES

SPA-OT Special Planning Area — Old Town

SRCSD Sacramento Regional County-Sanitation District

SVAB Sacramento Valley Air Basin

SWPPP stormwater pollution ‘prevention plan

TAC toxic air contaminant

TNW traditionally navigable waters

USACE US Army Corps of Engineers

usc United States Code

USFWS US Fish and Wildlife'Service

USGS US Geological Survey

VMT vehicle miles traveled

VOC volatile organic compound
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- CERTIFICATION

ELK GROVE CIiTY COUNCIL RESOLUTION NO. 2017-117
" STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO ) ss
CITY OF ELK GROVE )

I, 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 reeting of said Council held on
May 24, 2017 by the following vote:

AYES: COUNCILMEMBERS: Ly, Detrick, Hume, Nguyen, Suen
NOES: COUNCILMEMBERS: None
ABSTAIN: COUNCILMEMBERS: None

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: None

Jason Lindgren, City’Qlérk
City of Elk Grove, California



