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1 INTRODUCTION 
This response to comments document has been prepared by the City of Elk Grove (City), as lead agency, in 
accordance with the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the State CEQA Guidelines 
(California Code of Regulations [CCR] Section 15132). It contains responses to comments received on the draft 
environmental impact report (Draft EIR) for the Grant Line Construction Aggregate Materials Production and 
Recycling Facility Project (Project). The Final EIR consists of the Draft EIR and this document (response to comments 
document), which includes comments on the Draft EIR, responses to those comments, and revisions to the Draft EIR. 

1.1 PURPOSE AND INTENDED USES OF THIS FINAL EIR 
CEQA requires a lead agency that has prepared a Draft EIR to consult with and obtain comments from responsible 
and trustee agencies that have jurisdiction by law with respect to the Project, and to provide the public with an 
opportunity to comment on the Draft EIR. This Final EIR is the mechanism for responding to these comments. This 
Final EIR has been prepared to respond to comments received on the Draft EIR, which are reproduced in this 
document, and to present corrections, revisions, and other clarifications and amplifications to the Draft EIR, including 
Project updates, made in response to these comments and as a result of the applicant’s ongoing planning and design 
efforts. This Final EIR will be used to support the City’s decision regarding whether to approve the Project.  

This Final EIR will also be used by CEQA responsible and trustee agencies to ensure that they have met their 
requirements under CEQA before deciding whether to approve or permit Project elements over which they have 
jurisdiction. It may also be used by other State, regional, and local agencies that have an interest in resources that 
could be affected by the Project or that have jurisdiction over portions of the Project.  

The following sections identify the lead agency and responsible, trustee agencies, as well as the entitlements, 
approvals, and actions associated with the Project. 

1.1.1 Lead Agency 
The City is the lead agency responsible for approving the Project and for ensuring that the requirements of CEQA 
have been met. After the EIR public review process is complete, the City Council will determine whether to certify the 
EIR (see State CEQA Guidelines Section 15090) and approve the Project. 

1.1.2 Trustee and Responsible Agencies 
A trustee agency is a State agency that has jurisdiction by law over natural resources that are held in trust for the 
people of the State of California. The only trustee agency that has jurisdiction over resources potentially affected by 
the Project is the California Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

Responsible agencies are public agencies other than the lead agency that have discretionary-approval responsibility 
for reviewing, carrying out, or approving elements of a project. Responsible agencies should participate in the lead 
agency’s CEQA process, review the lead agency’s CEQA document, and use the document when making a decision 
on project elements. The following agencies may have responsibility for, or jurisdiction over, the implementation of 
elements of the Project. 

STATE AGENCIES 
 State Water Resources Control Board 

 Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (Region 5) 
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REGIONAL AND LOCAL AGENCIES 
 Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District  

 Cosumnes Community Services District, Fire Department 

 Sacramento County Emergency Management Department 

 Sacramento Municipal Utility District  

 Elk Grove Water District 

 Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District 

 Sacramento Area Sewer District 

1.2 PROJECT LOCATION 
The approximately 25-acre Project site is in an industrial area in the southeastern area of the City of Elk Grove, in 
Sacramento County (Figure 2-1). It is located at 10000 Waterman Road (Assessor's Parcel Numbers 134-0181-001, 134- 
0181-002, and 134-0181-003), approximately 3,000 feet north of Grant Line Road. The site is vacant, dominated by 
grassland, and an aging rail spur roughly bisects the property. All access to the Project site is via Waterman Road.  

The Project site has a City of Elk Grove General Plan land use designation of Heavy Industrial (HI). It is bordered on 
the north by light and heavy industrial lands with a storage facility next door. South of the site is an asphalt plant with 
three large tanks and production facilities and a railroad spur. To east, across Waterman Road, are resource 
management and conservation lands under a Pacific Gas and Electric Company right-of-way, as well as light industrial 
lands. Further east are single-family residential areas. To the west is Union Pacific Railroad's 400- foot-wide right-of-
way, which is designated for public service land uses. West of the right-of-way is a blend of heavy and light industrial 
land uses, a park, and low-density residential area.  

1.3 PROJECT OBJECTIVES 
The primary objectives of the Project are to: 

 develop a concrete and asphalt recycling and production facility to serve construction projects in Elk Grove and 
the surrounding areas, 

 develop a project that creates an industrial use on vacant land that is compatible with existing surrounding 
industrial uses, 

 plan and develop underutilized lots in the City, 

 increase the diversion of concrete and asphalt materials from landfills, and 

 provide employment opportunities for residents in the City. 

1.4 SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT 
The Vulcan Materials Company (Vulcan, the applicant) is proposing to develop the Grant Line Construction Aggregate 
Materials Production and Recycling Facility in the southeastern edge of the City, in Sacramento County, California, just 
east of State Route (SR) 99. The Project would consist of an aggregate processing facility capable of processing 1.7 
million tons of construction aggregate materials, including hot-mix asphalt and ready-mix concrete, annually. To 
produce these materials, approximately 600,000 tons of raw aggregate would be imported to the facility. Aggregate 
materials would be transported to the site from Vulcan's aggregate mine, located approximately 11 miles northeast of 
the site. The facility also would recycle asphalt and concrete from local demolition projects. Construction aggregate 
materials would be used to support a wide range of construction projects, including large highway paving projects. 
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1.5 MAJOR CONCLUSIONS OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS 
The Draft EIR identified that the proposed Project would not result in any significant and unavoidable impacts.  

1.6 CEQA PUBLIC REVIEW PROCESS 
On January 13, 2023, the Draft EIR was released for a 45-day public review and comment period. It was submitted to 
the State Clearinghouse for distribution to reviewing agencies and posted on the City’s website: 
http://www.egplanning.org/environmental. Printed copies of the document were available for review at the City 
Planning Division counter at 8401 Laguna Palms Way. 

Comments were received from agencies and individuals on the content of the Draft EIR. Chapter 3, “Responses to 
Comments,” identifies these commenting parties, identifies their respective comments, and presents responses to 
these comments. None of the comments received, or the responses provided, constitute “significant new 
information” by CEQA standards (State CEQA Guidelines CCR Section 15088.5).  

1.7 ORGANIZATION OF THE FINAL EIR 
This Final EIR is organized as follows:  

 Chapter 1, “Introduction,” describes the purpose of this Final EIR, summarizes the Project and the major 
conclusions of the Draft EIR, provides an overview of the CEQA public review process, and describes the content 
of this Final EIR. 

 Chapter 2, “Project Updates,” presents minor updates related to the Project as a result of ongoing planning and 
design refinements since release of the Draft EIR.  

 Chapter 3, “Responses to Comments,” contains a list of all parties who submitted comments on the Draft EIR 
during the public review period.  

Responses are provided to the comments received. The chapter begins with a set of master responses that were 
prepared to respond comprehensively to multiple comments that raised similar issues. A reference to the master 
response is provided, where relevant, in responses to individual comments. 

 Chapter 4, “Revisions to the Draft EIR,” presents revisions to the Draft EIR text made in response to comments or 
to amplify, clarify, or make minor modifications or corrections. Changes in the text are signified by strikeouts 
(strikeouts) where text is removed and by underline (underline) where text is added.  

 Chapter 5, “References,” identifies the documents used as sources for the analysis. 

 Chapter 6, “List of Preparers,” identifies the lead agency contacts, as well as the preparers of this Final EIR. 

  

https://nam11.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.egplanning.org%2Fenvironmental&data=04%7C01%7Cmarianne.lowenthal%40ascentenvironmental.com%7Cbde70ae29c654840795608d9d06d16cc%7C3e93c60a23514d15b2aa0753fd321028%7C0%7C0%7C637769989254102410%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=zb21xN7Dre8rojPHntmAMrb53nyH1b722UvnmsTaTAA%3D&reserved=0
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2 RESPONSES TO COMMENTS 
This chapter contains comment letters received during the public review period for the Draft EIR, which concluded on 
February 27, 2023. In conformance with Section 15088(a) of the State CEQA Guidelines, written responses were 
prepared addressing comments on environmental issues received from reviewers of the Draft EIR. 

2.1 LIST OF COMMENTERS ON THE DRAFT EIR 
Table 2-1 presents the list of commenters, including the numerical designation for each comment letter received, the 
author of the comment letter, and the date of the comment letter. 

Table 2-1 List of Commenters 

Letter No. Commenter Date 

 AGENCIES  

A1 Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (Regional San) 
Dillon Miele and Yadira Lewis 

January 13, 2023 

A2 Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) 
Amy Spitzer, Environmental Services Specialist 

February 27 2023 

A3 Sacramento County, Solid Waste/LEA Program 
Eric Haupt, REHS, Environmental Specialist III 

May 15, 2023 

INDIVIDUALS 

I1 James R. Hudson February 17, 2023 

I2 James Hudson February 17, 2023 

I3 Harry and Lisa Alvis February 25, 2023 

2.2 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES 
The written individual comments received on the Draft EIR and the responses to those comments are provided 
below. The comment letters are reproduced in their entirety and are followed by the response(s). Where a 
commenter has provided multiple comments, each comment is indicated by a line bracket and an identifying number 
in the margin of the comment letter. 
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2.2.1 Agencies 
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Letter A1 Sacramento Area Sewer District 
Dillon Miele and Yadira Lewis 
January 13, 2023 

This letter consists of line edits to the Draft EIR. While the Draft EIR was submitted in its entirety as part of 
Sacramento Area Sewer District’s (SacSewer’s) comment letter, only the portions that showed changes to the 
document are provided above.   

A1-1 The comment suggests that the acronym for the Sacramento Area Sewer District is listed as SacSewer and 
that Sacramento Area Sewer District is not listed with a possessive s. The text on page vii of the Draft EIR has 
been modified as follows. 

SacSewerSASD Sacramento Area Sewer District’s 

These changes do not affect the analysis or data provided in the Draft EIR. No further changes to the 
document are necessary. 

A1-2 The comment provides some clarifying points related to connection to the sewer system. The text in the third 
paragraph on page 2-6 of the Draft EIR has been modified as follows.  

WASTEWATER 
The Sacramento Area Sewer District (SASD or SacSewer) would serve the Project site. Wastewater 
would be limited to that produced by the employees on‐site. The Project would include installation 
of an approximately 120-foot long 8-inch collector across the property frontage on Waterman Road 
a minimum 6-inch lateral that would connect to SASD’s SacSewer’s trunk sewer line manhole located 
in Waterman Road. 

This pipeline would be located within the area of disturbance described in the Draft EIR and evaluated as part 
of the Project; thus, the modified text shown above does not result in a new significant impact or an impact 
of greater severity than disclosed in the Draft EIR. No further changes are necessary. 

A1-3 The comment provides updated information related to the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
(NPDES) Permit for the Sacramento Regional Water Treatment Plant. The text in the fourth paragraph on 
page 3.12-2 of the Draft EIR has been modified as follows. 

NPDES Permit for the Sacramento Regional Water Treatment Plant 
The quality of the effluent that can be discharged to waterways in the Sacramento area by the 
Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP) is established by the Central Valley 
RWQCB through waste discharge requirements (WDRs) that implement the NPDES permit. WDRs 
are updated at least every 5 years. A new permit must be issued in the event of a major change or 
expansion of the facility. In April 20212016, the Central Valley RWQCB issued Order No. R5-2016-
0020R5-2021-0019-01, NPDES No. CA 0077682, to the Sacramento Regional County Sanitation 
District (Regional San) for its Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP), which 
treats wastewater from its service area before discharging the treated effluent into the Sacramento 
River. The Central Valley RWQCB amended the NPDES Permit (R5-2021-0019-01) to include the 
production of recycled water by the EchoWater Project in accordance with the 2018 conditionally 
accepted Title 22 Engineering Report by the Division of Drinking Water. The water quality objectives 
established in the Central Valley RWQCB Basin Plan are protected, in part, by Order No. R5-2016-
0020R5-2021-0019-01, NPDES No. CA 0077682. Currently, the SRWTP is permitted for a discharge of 
up to 181 million gallons per day (mgd) of treated effluent into the Sacramento River. 

The modified text shown above does not result in a new significant impact or an impact of greater severity 
than disclosed in the Draft EIR. No further changes are necessary. 
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A1-4 The comment provides suggested modifications to the text of the Draft EIR. Consistent with these 
recommendations, an updated approval date for SASD (or SacSewer) Standards and Specifications has been 
incorporated into the Final EIR. Suggested changes to the description of the Sacramento Regional County 
Sanitation District (Regional San) reflect information related to the wastewater treatment and conveyance 
system rather than the regulatory conditions associated with Regional San; thus these modifications have not 
been incorporated into the Final EIR. The text in the third paragraph on page 3.12-2 of the Draft EIR has been 
modified as follows. 

LOCAL 
Sacramento Area Sewer District Standards and Specifications 
The Sacramento Area Sewer District’s (SASDSacSewer’s) Standards and Specifications establish 
minimum standards for the SASD SacSewer public sewer collection system. These standards apply to 
planning, design, construction, and rehabilitation of the public sewer collection system that SASD 
SacSewer operates and maintains. In addition the standards ensure that SASD SacSewer assets are 
consistently designed and constructed. The Standards and Specifications were approved by the 
SASD SacSewer Board of Directors on March 13, 2019November 20, 2021. 

The modified text shown above does not result in a new significant impact or an impact of greater severity 
than disclosed in the Draft EIR. No further changes are necessary. 

A1-5 The comment suggests changes to policies included in the City of Elk Grove’s adopted General Plan. The 
policies listed in the Draft EIR are provided verbatim from the City’s General Plan and are not part of the 
proposed Project. No changes to the document are recommended. 

A1-6 The comment suggests removing a section that describes the “Sacramento Regional County Sanitation 
District” because Regional San is discussed under the subheading “Local.” However, the subheading “Local” 
addresses the regulatory setting, whereas this discussion provides an overview of the environmental setting. 
No changes are needed in regards to this request. This comment and comment A1-4 suggests changes to 
the text describing SacSewer and the Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plan (Regional San). In 
response to this comment, the second through fifth paragraph on page 3.12-7 has been modified as shown 
below. 

Sacramento Area Sewer District 
SASD serves as one contributing agency to Regional San. It provides wastewater collection 
and conveyance services in the urbanized unincorporated area of Sacramento County; in 
the Cities of Citrus Heights, Elk Grove, and Rancho Cordova; and in a portion portions of the 
Cities of Sacramento and Folsom. SASD owns, operates, and maintains a network of 4,600 
4,700 miles of main line and lower lateral pipes (SASD 20222023). 

SASD trunk sewer pipes function as conveyance facilities to transport the collected 
wastewater flows to the Regional San interceptor system. The existing City trunk line extends 
southeast from the SRWTP influent diversion structure to Laguna Boulevard (i.e., the Laguna 
Interceptor and associated 54-inch truck line), then parallel to SR 99 along East Stockton 
Boulevard, extending close to the southern City boundary. 

Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant 
The SRWTP Regional San SRWTP began operation in 1982 and, operated by Regional San, is 
located on 900 acres of a 3,550-acre site between Interstate 5 and Franklin Boulevard, north 
of Laguna Boulevard. The remaining 2,650 acres on the site serve as a “bufferland” between 
the SRWTP and nearby residential areas. 

https://www.sacsewer.com/glossary#Main_Line
https://www.sacsewer.com/glossary#Lateral
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The SRWTP has 169 miles of pipeline. Wastewater is treated by accelerated physical and 
natural biological processes before it is discharged to the Sacramento River (Regional San 
2020).  

This comment consists of editorial remarks that do not affect the analysis or data provided in the Draft EIR. 
No further changes to the document are necessary. 

A1-7  The comment recommends text changes to Impact 3.12-1, consistent with SacSewer’s requirement to 
construct a 120-foot long 8-inch collector across the property frontage on Waterman Road as part of the 
Project. The text in the first paragraph under Impact 3.1-1 on page 3.12-9 of the Draft EIR has been modified 
as follows: 

As discussed in Section 2.5.8, “Utilities,” water would be provided to the Project site by EGWD via a 
16-inch water main that is planned for construction on the west side of the Union Pacific Railroad 
track and a 12-inch water main that would extend across the railroad track and parallel to the east 
side of the track for a total of 1,001 linear feet. The cost of the new water main would be split, 
between the applicant, developer to the north of the Project site, and the Elk Grove Water District. 
located in Waterman Road. In addition, wastewater pipelines would be connected to the local sewer 
system via a collector main line along the parcel frontage of Waterman Road. SMUD would provide 
electricity to the Project site from existing 12-kilovolt facilities located at the northwestern corner of 
the site, Pacific Gas and Electric Company would supply natural gas to the site, and. stormwater from 
a small bioretention facility would be conveyed to the City’s system along Waterman Road. 

The modified text shown above does not result in a new significant impact or an impact of greater severity 
than disclosed in the Draft EIR. No further changes are necessary. 
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Letter A2 Sacramento Municipal Utility District 
Amy Spitzer, Environmental Services Specialist  
February 27, 2023 

A2-1 The comment requests that impacts related to transmission and distribution lines, utility routing, electrical 
load needs/requirements, energy efficient, climate change, and cumulative impacts related to the need for 
increased energy demand of the Project are addressed. Impact 3.12-1 addresses expansion of infrastructure 
that could cause adverse environmental effects. As described in the ninth paragraph on page 3.12-9 of the 
Draft EIR, “…SMUD would provide electricity to the Project site from existing 12-kilovolt facilities located at 
the northwestern corner of the site.” The potential cumulative effects associated with expansion of electrical 
infrastructure are described in Section 5.4.12 of the Draft EIR, “Utilities and Service Systems.” As discussed in 
the third to last paragraph on page 5-20, “No additional utility infrastructure would be needed off-site to 
adequately serve the Project. Therefore, the Project would not combine to create considerable changes and 
cumulative effects related to expansion of infrastructure.”  

Section 3.5 of the Draft EIR, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Climate Change, and Energy,” provides a summary 
of regulations applicable to greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, a summary of climate change science and 
GHG sources in California, quantification of Project-generated GHG emissions and discussion about their 
contribution to global climate change, and analysis of the Project’s resiliency to climate change–related risks. 
This section also contains an energy analysis pursuant to Appendices F and G of the State CEQA Guidelines, 
which require that EIRs include a discussion of the potential energy impacts of projects. The analysis 
considers whether implementing the Project would result in an environmental impact from the inefficient, 
wasteful, and unnecessary consumption of energy or would conflict with a plan to promote renewable 
energy and energy efficiency. 

The comment does not provide any specific details related to the Project’s effect on electrical infrastructure 
for which additional response can be provided. No changes to the document are necessary. 

A2-2 The comment requests that details from the Sacramento Municipal Utility District’s (SMUD) Conditional Use 
Permit letter dated February 23, 2021 are incorporated into the project description of the CEQA document, 
including the requirement to maintain all Division of Occupational Safety and Health of California (CalOSHA) 
and State of California Public Utilities Commission, the potential need for a dedicated SMUD easement, the 
potential for coordination of the relocation or removal of existing SMUD facilities, clearance requirement for 
utilities, compliance with SMUD siting requirements, easement dedication, access road dedication, and the 
potential for offsite work. The Draft EIR notes the existing 12-kilovolt facilities at the northwestern corner of 
the site in the fourth paragraph on page 2-7 of the Draft EIR and states that the project would maintain all 
CalOSHA and State of California Public Utilities Commission clearance requirements related to overhead and 
underground facilities on the sixth paragraph of page 2-7 of the Draft EIR. The Project proposes no removal 
or relocation of SMUD facilities and no off-site work is required. To address the potential need for further 
coordination with SMUD, the text in fourth paragraph on page 2-7 the has been modified as shown below.  

ELECTRICAL AND NATURAL GAS SERVICE 
The Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) would provide electricity to the Project site from 
the existing 12-kilovolt facilities located at the northwestern corner of the site. Electrical service 
would be provided by SMUD, and the Project would be enrolled in SMUD’s Greenergy program to 
ensure that 50 percent of the power used on-site is provided from renewable energy supplies. In 
addition, the Project would meet California Green Building Standards Code Tier 1 standards for 
nonresidential development.  

The Pacific Gas and Electric Company would supply natural gas to the site. 

During construction, the applicant would be responsible for maintaining all California Division of 
Occupational Health and Safety and California Public Utilities Commission safety clearance 
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requirements related to overhead and underground facilities would be maintained. The applicant 
would coordinate the need for easements, siting requirements, clearance requirements for utilities, 
and load requirements for the project prior to SMUD providing electrical provisions to the Project.  

These modifications provide clarifications to the text, and identify the need to further coordination with 
SMUD. They would not affect the project such that new physical changes that have not been described in the 
EIR would occur. Thus, there would be no new significant environmental impacts or impacts of greater 
severity. No further changes to the document are necessary. 
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Letter A3 Sacramento County Environmental Management Department 
Eric Haupt, Environmental Specialist  
May 15, 2023 

A3-1 The comment provides an overview of the authority and background of the Sacramento County 
Environmental Management Department’s (EMD’s) role as the Local Enforcement Agency (LEA) for the 
California Department of Resources, Recycling, and Recovery (CalRecycle) and provides a summary of the 
State’s Construction and Demolition/Inert Debris Regulatory Requirements and LEA oversight roles. This 
comment consists of operational requirements that would be enforced through the eventual solid 
waste/recycling permitted that would be issued by EMD as the LEA. In response to this comment, the text on 
page 2-9 has been modified as follows. 

2.1 PROJECT–RELATED APPROVALS, AGREEMENTS, 
AND PERMITS 

The Sacramento County Environmental Management Department (EMD) is the Local Enforcement 
Agency (LEA) for the California Department of Resources, Recycling, and Recovery (CalRecycle). The LEA 
enforces Title 14 and 27 of California Code of Regulations (CCR) governing solid waste disposal and 
solid waste facilities in Sacramento County. This includes facilities that handle construction and 
demolition debris and inert debris. EMD as the LEA may issue a permit if the facility meets certain 
requirements and would inspect the facility to verify that it is and has been operating in a manner that 
meets the requirements of Title 14 Division 7 Section 17381.1 of the California Code of Regulations.  

As the lead agency under CEQA, the City of Elk Grove is responsible for considering the adequacy 
of this EIR and determining whether the Project should be approved and issued a Conditional 
Use Permit.  

The following discretionary actions and permits are anticipated for the proposed Project. 

 Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board: Waste Discharge Requirements 

 Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District: Clean Air Act compliance 

 City approval of Design Review  

 City approval of a Conditional Use Permit 

 City approval of a Tree Removal Permit 

 Sacramento County Water Agency Elk Grove Water District: approval of water supply 
distribution facility improvements 

 Sacramento Area Sewer District: approval of wastewater conveyance facility improvements 

 Sacramento Municipal Utility District: approval of electrical conveyance facility 
improvements 

 Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District: approval of an Authority to 
Construct and Permit to Operate 

 Sacramento County Environmental Management Department solid waste/recycling permit. 

This modification expands the list of potential project-related approvals, agreements, and permits. It would not result 
in a new significant impact or impact of greater severity. No specific environmental issues pertaining to the content of 
the EIR are addressed in this comment for which a further response can be provided.  



Ascent Environmental  Responses to Comments 

City of Elk Grove 
Grant Line Construction Aggregate Production and Recycling Facility Project Final EIR 2-23 

2.2.2 Individuals 
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Letter I1 James R. Hudson 
February 17, 2023 

I1-1 The comment expresses general concerns and provides photos of unknown facilities. No specific 
environmental issues pertaining to the content of the EIR are addressed in this comment for which a further 
response can be provided.  
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Letter I2 James Hudson 
February 17, 2023 

I2-1 The comment expresses general opposition to the Project. No specific issues pertaining to the content of the 
EIR are addressed in this comment for which a further response can be provided.  

I2-2 The comment states that other approved development near to the Project site is affecting the commenter’s 
property. No specific issues pertaining to the content of the EIR are addressed in this comment for which a 
further response can be provided.  

I2-3 The comment states that the Project would cause impacts on noise, concrete dust, and traffic.  

Project-related noise impacts are addressed in Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR, which is based on technical 
analysis provided in Draft EIR Appendix D. As discussed under Impact 3.9-1, construction-generated noise 
levels would not result in exceedance of City noise standards at any nearby receptors or result in a 
substantial increase in noise levels that would affect area residents (see pages 3.9-15 through 3.9-17 of the 
Draft EIR). As discussed under Impact 3.9-3 (pages 3.9-18 through 3.9-19 of the Draft EIR), predicted 
increases in traffic noise levels associated with development under the Project would not exceed any of the 
City’s incremental noise increase standards listed in General Plan Policy N-2-2 (note that City transportation 
noise exposure standards do not have separate daytime or nighttime levels identified in the General Plan). In 
regard to operational noise, as discussed under Impact 3.9-4 (pages 3.9-19 through 3.9-22 of the Draft EIR), 
the predicted daytime and nighttime noise levels associated with on-site equipment would not exceed the 
City’s noise standards of 60 equivalent continuous sound level (Leq) A-weighted decibels (dBA) and 50 Leq 
dBA set forth in the Elk Grove Municipal Code Chapter 6.32 for daytime and nighttime hours, respectively. 
Additionally, sleep disturbance impacts were evaluated and considered to be potentially significant if the 
single-event noise level resulting from the project would exceed 65 dB sound exposure level (SEL) within 
interior areas of residences not currently exposed to appreciable nighttime single-event noise, consistent 
with studies prepared by the Federal Interagency Committee on Aviation Noise (FICAN 1997).  As discussed 
in Impact 3.9-4, the estimated project-induced SEL levels at nearby residential uses would not exceed the 
applicable criteria of 65 dBA SEL. However, due to uncertainties surrounding the timing and intensity of use 
of on-site equipment at the facility, these noise standards could be exceeded from Project operation and 
may generate single event noise conditions that could create sleep disturbance for sensitive receptors in the 
area. Noise control measures are provided in Mitigation Measure 3.9-4 to reduce impacts to a less-than-
significant level (see pages 3.9-19 through 3.9-22 of the Draft EIR), and include: limiting operating hours of 
facility operations; requirements for design and maintenance of the on-site equipment; use of growler-type 
backup warning systems for mobile plant area equipment, rather than conventional beeping systems; and 
further noise monitoring testing until noise levels can be shown to be in compliance with City standards. 
These mitigation measures would ensure that noise standards would not be exceeded and that noise levels 
at nighttime would not disturb sleep at nearby sensitive receptors. The commenter provides no evidence or 
analysis that counter the conclusions of the Draft EIR regarding noise impacts. 

Section 3.2 of the Draft EIR, “Air Quality,” addresses the air quality impacts that would occur during 
construction and operation of the Project, which is based air quality modeling and technical analysis 
provided in Draft EIR Appendix B. As discussed under Impact 3.2-1 (page 3.2-12 through 3.2-14) and 3.2-2 
(page 3.2-14 through 3.2-17), the Project would result in potentially significant impacts to air quality during 
construction and operation, respectively. Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and 3.2-2, applicable to both Impact 
3.2-1 and 3.2-2, would adjust Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District’s (SMAQMD) 
thresholds of significance for respirable particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 10 micrometers 
or less (PM10) and fine particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of 2.5 micrometers or less (PM2.5) to 
80 and 82 pounds per day (lb/day), respectively. Mitigation Measure 3.2-1, which requires implementation of 
best management practices (BMPs), would reduce construction-related PM10 and PM2.5 emissions by 
approximately 54 percent to 8 and 4 lb/day, respectively. Operational project emissions after implementation 
of Mitigation Measure 3.2-2 would be lower than pre-mitigation emission levels of 50 lb/day of PM10 and 15 
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lb/day of PM2.5, which are below SMAQMD’s operational emissions thresholds of significance of 80 PM10 and 
82 lb/day PM2.5 (SMAQMD’s thresholds when BMPs and best available control technologies (BACTs) are 
applied). These levels of emissions are below SMAQMD’s operational emissions thresholds of significance (80 
PM10 and 82 lb/day PM2.5) used following implementation of BMPs and BACT. Therefore, this impact would 
be less than significant with mitigation. The commenter provides no evidence or analysis that counter the 
conclusions of the Draft EIR regarding air quality impacts. 

Section 3.11 of the Draft EIR, “Transportation,” and Draft EIR Appendix E addresses the effects on 
transportation from implementation of the Project. Beginning on July 1, 2020, agencies analyzing the 
transportation impacts of new projects must consider the change to vehicle miles traveled (VMT) instead of 
level of service (LOS). VMT measures how much actual auto travel (additional miles driven) a project would 
create on California roads, whereas LOS addresses issues of congestion. As discussed under Impact 3.11-2 
(pages 3.11-15 through 3.11-16 of the Draft EIR), the Project is exempt from VMT analysis pursuant to the 
City’s Transportation Analysis Guidelines and is presumed to result in a less-than-significant impact. Note 
that the exemption is provided because a project located within a low VMT area would not exceed the City’s 
efforts in meeting its VMT targets. The commenter provides no evidence or analysis that counter the 
conclusions of the Draft EIR regarding air quality impacts. 

Because issues related to noise, concrete dust, and traffic are addressed in the Draft EIR, as described above, 
no changes to the document are necessary. 

I2-4 The comment expresses concerns related to air quality emissions, particularly cement dust. Section 3.2 of the 
Draft EIR, “Air Quality,” addresses the air quality impacts that would occur during construction and operation 
of the Project. As discussed under Impact 3.2-2 (page 3.2-14 through 3.2-17), the Project would result in 
potentially significant impacts to air quality during operation; however, Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and 3.2-2, 
applicable to Impact 3.2-2, would adjust SMAQMD’s thresholds of significance for PM10 and PM2.5 to 80 and 
82 lb/day, respectively. Mitigation Measure 3.2-1, which requires implementation of BMPs, would reduce 
construction-related PM10 and PM2.5 emissions by approximately 54 percent to 8 and 4 lb/day, respectively. 
Operational project emissions after implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.2-2 would be lower than pre-
mitigation emission levels of 50 lb/day of PM10 and 15 lb/day of PM2.5, which are below SMAQMD’s 
operational emissions thresholds of significance of 80 PM10 and 82 lb/day PM2.5 (SMAQMD’s thresholds when 
BMPs and BACTs are applied). These levels of emissions are below SMAQMD’s operational emissions 
thresholds of significance (80 PM10 and 82 lb/day PM2.5) used following implementation of BMPs and BACT. 
Therefore, this impact would be less than significant with mitigation.  

I2-5 The comment expresses general concerns for the living conditions near the Project. The Draft EIR analyzes 
effects on the areas surrounding the Project site during construction and operation, including in Section 3.1, 
“Aesthetics,” Section 3.2, “Air Quality,” Section 3.9, “Noise,” and Section 3.11, “Transportation,” which includes 
a discussion of traffic safety issues. No specific issues pertaining to the content of the EIR are addressed in 
this comment for which a further response can be provided.  

I2-6 The comment provides information related to agreements made between the City and commenter 
concerning construction of a storm drainage basin pond. This comment does not pertain to the Project. No 
specific environmental issues related to the content of the EIR are addressed in this comment for which a 
further response can be provided.  

I2-7 The comment expresses general concerns for the living conditions near the Project. No specific 
environmental issues pertaining to the content of the EIR are addressed in this comment for which a further 
response can be provided.  
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Letter I3 Harry and Lisa Alvis 
February 25, 2023 

I3-1 The comment addresses concerns related to operational noise levels. Project-related noise impacts are 
addressed in Section 3.9 of the Draft EIR and Appendix D. As discussed under Impact 3.9-3 (pages 3.9-18 
through 3.9-19 of the Draft EIR), noise impacts related to the operation of the Project would not exceed the 
City’s noise standards of 60 Leq dBA and 50 Leq dBA for daytime and nighttime hours, respectively. 
Nevertheless, due to uncertainties surrounding the timing and intensity of use of on-site equipment at the 
facility, these noise standards could be exceeded from Project operation as well as generate single event 
noise conditions that could create sleep disturbance for sensitive receptors in the area. Noise control 
measures are provided in Mitigation Measure 3.9-4 to reduce impacts to a less-than-significant level (see 
pages 3.9-19 through 3.9-22 of the Draft EIR), and  include: limiting operating hours of facility operations; 
requirements for design and maintenance of the on-site equipment; use of growler-type backup warning 
systems for mobile plant area equipment, rather than conventional beeping systems; and further noise 
monitoring testing until noise levels can be shown to be in compliance with City standards. These mitigation 
measures would ensure that noise standards would not be exceeded and that noise levels at nighttime would 
not disturb sleep at nearby sensitive receptors. No changes to the document are necessary. 

I3-2 The comment addresses concerns related to vibration during operation of the Project. The potential for the 
Project to generate vibration levels that would cause annoyance or damage to residential structures is 
addressed under Impact 3.9-2 in the Draft EIR (pages 3.9-17-3.9-18). Table 3.9-1 of the Draft EIR presents the 
Federal Transit Administration guidelines for maximum-acceptable vibration criteria for different types of 
land uses, and indicates that residences and buildings where people normally sleep should not have a 
ground-borne vibration level in excess of 72 vibration decibels (VdB) for frequent events, 75 VdB for 
occasional events, and 80 VdB for infrequent events. As discussed under this Impact 3.9-2, a study (Draft EIR 
Appendix D) was prepared to address the potential for operational vibration determined that vibration levels 
above 60 VdB are not expected at locations beyond 100 feet from the operating equipment. Therefore, impacts 
related to operational vibration would be less than significant as concluded under Impact 3.9-2. No changes to 
the document are necessary.  

I3-3 The comment addresses concerns related to dust generated during operation of the Project. Section 3.2 of 
the Draft EIR, “Air Quality,” addresses the air quality impacts, including particulate matter or dust, that would 
occur during construction and operation of the Project. As discussed under Impact 3.2-1 (page 3.2-12 
through 3.2-14 of the Draft EIR) and 3.2-2 (page 3.2-14 through 3.2-17 of the Draft EIR), the Project would 
result in potentially significant impacts to air quality during construction and operation, respectively. 
Mitigation Measures 3.2-1 and 3.2-2, applicable to both Impact 3.2-1 and 3.2-2, would adjust SMAQMD’s 
thresholds of significance for PM10 and PM2.5 to 80 and 82 lb/day, respectively. Mitigation Measure 3.2-1, 
which requires implementation of BMPs, would reduce construction-related PM10 and PM2.5 emissions by 
approximately 54 percent to 8 and 4 lb/day, respectively. Operational project emissions after implementation 
of Mitigation Measure 3.2-2 would be lower than pre-mitigation emission levels of 50 lb/day of PM10 and 15 
lb/day of PM2.5, which are below SMAQMD’s operational emissions thresholds of significance of 80 PM10 and 
82 lb/day PM2.5 (SMAQMD’s thresholds when BMPs and BACTs are applied). These levels of emissions are 
below SMAQMD’s operational emissions thresholds of significance (80 PM10 and 82 lb/day PM2.5) used 
following implementation of BMPs and BACT. Therefore, this impact would be less than significant with 
mitigation. No changes to the document are necessary. 

I3-4 The comment states that homes values in the area would decrease due to increased noise, odors, and dust 
associated with the Project. See response to comment I3-1 regarding noise impacts of the Project and 
response to comment I3-3 regarding dust emissions from the Project.  

Impact 3.2-5 addresses potential odor emissions related to the Project, and concludes that because the 
Project would include operational Project design features that are considered the BACT by SMAQMD, 
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potential odor impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level (see page 3.2-20 of the Draft EIR). 
Furthermore, as discussed on page 3.2-20 of the Draft EIR: 

Project features considered to be BACT by SMAQMD are related to the hot-mix asphalt 
facility. Each asphalt tank would use a vent condenser to capture emissions generated when 
air is displaced as the tank is filled. Additionally, since the vent condensers are integral to the 
tanks, they would also capture emissions when the tanks experience any standing losses. 
Emissions released during asphalt plant silo filling and loadout also would be controlled by a 
Blue Smoke Control device. The blend of particulate and vapors would be controlled through 
the silo filling and loadout duct work, which would vent into the Blue Smoke Control device. 

To consider the potential for odor complaints from the Project operations, it is notable that 
the Project site is located directly north of the existing Paramount Petroleum Asphalt Plant. 
Any odor complaints associated with this asphalt plant would be compiled by SMAQMD. 
However, SMAQMD has received no complaints from nearby residents regarding odors 
generated at the plant (Muller, pers comm., 2022); thus, it is reasonable to assume that 
objectional odors are not occurring from the existing Paramount Petroleum Asphalt Plant. 
Because the Project would produce similar odors to the Paramount Petroleum Asphalt Plant, 
it is reasonable to assume that complaints from nearby receptors would not be registered for 
the Project during operation.  

Issues pertaining to home values are economic and social effects. CEQA Guidelines Section 15131 states that 
economic and social effects of a project should not be treated as significant environmental effects, unless 
there is a physical change to the environment related to anticipated economic or social changes associated 
with the project. A potential physical change to the environment associated with a potential for decreased 
home values has not been established; thus, no changes to the EIR are necessary.  

 No changes to the document are necessary. 

I3-5 The comment suggests that a different location would be more appropriate for the Project. State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15126.6(c) states that a project alternative must meet most of the basic project objectives 
and avoid or substantially lessen one or more of the significant effects. As discussed throughout Chapter 3 of 
the EIR, there are no significant environmental effects identified for the Project, including for noise (see 
response to comment I3-1, above). Chapter 4 of the Draft EIR, “Alternatives,” contains an evaluation of 
alternatives to the Project, including an alternate Project site (see Section 4.3.1 of the Draft EIR, “Alternate 
Project Site Location”). However, because no significant environmental impacts would be eliminated or 
reduced, an alternate Project site was not considered in detail in the alternatives analysis. No changes to the 
document are necessary. 

I3-6 The comment requests information related to the public review process. The City will hold a public hearing 
before the Planning Commission to consider certification of the EIR and approval of the Project. The City will 
send a notice of this hearing to the commenter. 
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3 REVISIONS TO THE DRAFT EIR 
This chapter presents specific text changes made to the Draft EIR since its publication and public review. The changes 
are presented in the order in which they appear in the original Draft EIR and are identified by the Draft EIR page 
number. Text deletions are shown in strikethrough, and text additions are shown in underline. 

The information contained within this chapter clarifies and expands on information in the Draft EIR and does not 
constitute “significant new information” requiring recirculation. (See Public Resources Code Section 21092.1; CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15088.5.) 

3.1 REVISIONS TO THE LIST OF ACRONYMS 
In response to comment A1-1, the text on page vii has been modified as follows. 

  SacSewerSASD    Sacramento Area Sewer District’s 

3.2 REVISIONS TO THE PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
In response to comment A1-2, the text in the third paragraph on page 2-6 has been modified as follows.  

WASTEWATER 
The Sacramento Area Sewer District would serve the Project site. Wastewater would be limited to that 
produced by the employees on‐site. The Project would include installation of an approximately 120-foot long 
8-inch collector across the property frontage on Waterman Road a minimum 6-inch lateral that would 
connect to SASD’s trunk sewer line manhole located in Waterman Road. 

In response to comment A2-2, the text in fourth paragraph on page 2-7 the has been modified as follows.  

ELECTRICAL AND NATURAL GAS SERVICE 
The Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) would provide electricity to the Project site from the 
existing 12-kilovolt facilities located at the northwestern corner of the site. Electrical service would be 
provided by SMUD, and the Project would be enrolled in SMUD’s Greenergy program to ensure that 50 
percent of the power used on-site is provided from renewable energy supplies. In addition, the Project would 
meet California Green Building Standards Code Tier 1 standards for nonresidential development.  

The Pacific Gas and Electric Company would supply natural gas to the site. 

During construction, the applicant would be responsible for maintaining all California Division of 
Occupational Health and Safety and California Public Utilities Commission safety clearance requirements 
related to overhead and underground facilities would be maintained. The applicant would coordinate the 
need for easements, siting requirements, clearance requirements for utilities, and load requirements for the 
project prior to SMUD providing electrical provisions to the Project.  

In response to comment A3-1, the text on page 2-9 has been modified as shown below. A modification was 
also made on this page to list the correct the listed water agency responsible for approval of water supply 
distribution facility improvements for the project. 
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3.1 PROJECT–RELATED APPROVALS, AGREEMENTS, AND 
PERMITS 

The Sacramento County Environmental Management Department (EMD) is the Local Enforcement 
Agency (LEA) for the California Department of Resources, Recycling, and Recovery (CalRecycle). The LEA 
enforces Title 14 and 27 of California Code of Regulations (CCR) governing solid waste disposal and 
solid waste facilities in Sacramento County. This includes facilities that handle construction and 
demolition debris and inert debris. EMD as the LEA may issue a permit if the facility meets certain 
requirements and would inspect the facility to verify that it is and has been operating in a manner that 
meets the requirements of Title 14 Division 7 Section 17381.1 of the California Code of Regulations.  

As the lead agency under CEQA, the City of Elk Grove is responsible for considering the adequacy of 
this EIR and determining whether the Project should be approved and issued a Conditional Use Permit.  

 The following discretionary actions and permits are anticipated for the proposed Project. 

 Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board: Waste Discharge Requirements 

 Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District: Clean Air Act compliance 

 City approval of Design Review  

 City approval of a Conditional Use Permit 

 City approval of a Tree Removal Permit 

 Sacramento County Water Agency Elk Grove Water District: approval of water supply distribution 
facility improvements 

 Sacramento Area Sewer District: approval of wastewater conveyance facility improvements 

 Sacramento Municipal Utility District: approval of electrical conveyance facility improvements 

 Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District: approval of an Authority to Construct 
and Permit to Operate 

 Sacramento County Environmental Management Department solid waste/recycling permit. 

3.2 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.3. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 
To provide clarification, the text in the fourth bullet on page 3.3-24 has been modified to provide greater clarity to 
the description of Chapter 16.130 of the City of Elk Grove Municipal Code, as discussed in the text of Mitigation 
Measure 3.3-2a: 

 Approximately 16.7 acres of Swainson's hawk foraging habitat (i.e., ruderal herbaceous, seasonal wetland) would 
be affected by project implementation. Mitigation for loss of Swainson's hawk foraging habitat will follow Chapter 
16.130 of the City of Elk Grove Municipal Code, which requires mitigation for the loss of Swainson’s hawk habitat 
at a 1:1 ratio, which may be achieved through the dedication of a conservation easement or through purchase of 
City-owned credits for projects of 40-acres or less. projects that would impact less than 40 acres of habitat to 
mitigate loss of Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat by paying a mitigation fee. 

3.3 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.9, NOISE 
Section 6.32.080 of the Elk Grove Municipal Code contains exterior noise standards for sensitive receptors, outlined in 
Table 6.32-1 (presented as Table 3.9-5 in the Draft EIR). In the case that the measured ambient noise level exceeds 
the noise levels identified in Table 6.32-1 (presented as Table 3.9-5 in the Draft EIR), a maximum increase of 5-dBA is 
allowed where the ambient noise level is above that shown in the table but less than 60 dB. Because the measured 
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ambient noise conditions exceed the City’s standards, adjusted thresholds were used in the Draft EIR to evaluate 
operational noise impacts (Impact 3.9-4). However, ambient noise measurements were taken during the day 
(approximately 10 am to 3:45pm), and it is not clear if nighttime noise standards may be adjusted without nighttime 
ambient noise measurements. Regardless, as noted above, the project would not exceed pre-adjusted noise standard 
levels; thus, impacts would be less-than-significant under adjusted and non-adjusted noise standard conditions. To 
provide greater clarity and to provide more protective standards, the text in the last paragraph on page 3.9-19 was 
revised as follows:  

Operation of the Project would involve the operation of an asphalt and ready-mix plant and a recycling 
facility, as well as movement of on-site vehicles associated with the sale of future aggregate products. 
Predicted daytime and nighttime noise levels from the operation of the noise sources would not exceed the 
pre-adjusted City’s noise standards of 55 60 Leq dBA and 45 50 Leq dBA for daytime and nighttime hours, 
respectively. Nevertheless, due to uncertainties surrounding the timing and intensity of use of on-site 
equipment at the facility, these noise standards could be exceeded from Project operation as well as 
generate single event noise conditions that could create sleep disturbance for sensitive receptors in the area. 
Impacts would be less than significant with mitigation. 

Because it is unclear whether it is appropriate to adjust nighttime noise standards solely based on daytime ambient 
noise levels, Mitigation Measure 3.9-4 has been modified to reflect pre-adjusted noise standards. This change to the 
mitigation measure would create a more stringent threshold in terms of how to consider the City’s noise standard. It 
is important to note that implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.9-4 places requirements for on-site operations that 
would limit noise, including requirements for on-site equipment and limiting operation of the recycle facility and 
aggregate sales to daytime hours (i.e., 7 a.m. – 10 p.m.). Further, Mitigation Measure 3.9-4 requires that upon 
completion of project construction but prior to issuance of authority to operate, the onsite equipment and operations 
shall be subject to a sound level measurement by an acoustical professional to ensure that City daytime and 
nighttime noise standards, as well as the 65 dBA SEL interior level for sleep disturbance, are not exceeded at any 
nearby sensitive receptor. While predicted noise levels indicate that City noise standards would not be exceeded, 
these mitigation measures ensure that sleep disturbances at nearby receptors would be avoided. Thus, impacts would 
continue to be less-than-significant upon implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.9-4. Consistent with the discussion 
above regarding adjusted noise thresholds allowed by the City, the text of Mitigation Measure 3.9-4 (last bullet on 
page 3.9-21 of the Draft EIR) has been modified as follows to no longer include an adjustment to nighttime noise 
standards: 

 Upon completion of project construction but prior to issuance of authority to operate, the onsite 
equipment and operations shall be subject to a sound level measurement by an acoustical professional 
to ensure that City daytime and nighttime noise standards, as well as the 65 dBA SEL interior level for 
sleep disturbance, are not exceeded at any nearby sensitive receptor. In the event that noise monitoring 
indicates that the Project noise generation would exceed either the City’s daytime (i.e., 55 60 dBA Leq) or 
nighttime (i.e., 50 45 dBA Leq) noise standards or create noise levels at nighttime that could disturb sleep 
at nearby sensitive receptors, additional noise control measures shall be implemented until such 
compliance is achieved. Operation of the facility shall not be allowed until a noise operational analysis, 
submitted to the City for review and approval, can verify that noise standards are in compliance. If any 
identified noise standard is not being met, additional analysis of the noise monitoring results shall be 
conducted to determine the sources of noise responsible for any exceedances and noise control 
measures shall be targeted for those sources. The following noise control options have been successfully 
implemented at aggregate facilities and should be considered for this facility if needed and as feasible: 
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3.4 REVISIONS TO SECTION 3.12, UTILITIES 
In response to comment A1-3, text in the fourth paragraph on page 3.12-2 has been modified as follows. 

NPDES Permit for the Sacramento Regional Water Treatment Plant 
The quality of the effluent that can be discharged to waterways in the Sacramento area by the Sacramento 
Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP) is established by the Central Valley RWQCB through waste 
discharge requirements (WDRs) that implement the NPDES permit. WDRs are updated at least every 5 years. 
A new permit must be issued in the event of a major change or expansion of the facility. In April 20212016, 
the Central Valley RWQCB issued Order No. R5-2016-0020R5-2021-0019-01, NPDES No. CA 0077682, to the 
Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (Regional San) for its Sacramento Regional Wastewater 
Treatment Plant (SRWTP), which treats wastewater from its service area before discharging the treated 
effluent into the Sacramento River. The Central Valley RWQCB amended the NPDES Permit (R5-2021-0019-
01) to include the production of recycled water by the EchoWater Project in accordance with the 2018 
conditionally accepted Title 22 Engineering Report by the Division of Drinking Water. The water quality 
objectives established in the Central Valley RWQCB Basin Plan are protected, in part, by Order No. R5-2016-
0020R5-2021-0019-01, NPDES No. CA 0077682. Currently, the SRWTP is permitted for a discharge of up to 
181 million gallons per day (mgd) of treated effluent into the Sacramento River. 

In response to comment A1-4, the text in the third paragraph on page 3.12-2 has been modified as follows. 

LOCAL 
Sacramento Area Sewer District Standards and Specifications 
The Sacramento Area Sewer District’s (SASDSacSewer’s) Standards and Specifications establish minimum 
standards for the SASD SacSewer public sewer collection system. These standards apply to planning, design, 
construction, and rehabilitation of the public sewer collection system that SASD SacSewer operates and 
maintains. In addition the standards ensure that SASD SacSewer assets are consistently designed and 
constructed. The Standards and Specifications were approved by the SASD SacSewer Board of Directors on 
March 13, 2019November 20, 2021. 

In response to comment A1-6, the text in the second through fifth paragraph on page 3.12-7 has been modified as 
follows. 

Sacramento Area Sewer District 
SASD serves as one contributing agency to Regional San. It provides wastewater collection and conveyance 
services in the urbanized unincorporated area of Sacramento County; in the Cities of Citrus Heights, Elk 
Grove, and Rancho Cordova; and in a portion portions of the Cities of Sacramento and Folsom. SASD owns, 
operates, and maintains a network of 4,600 4,700 miles of main line and lower lateral pipes (SASD 
20222023). 

SASD trunk sewer pipes function as conveyance facilities to transport the collected wastewater flows to the 
Regional San interceptor system. The existing City trunk line extends southeast from the SRWTP influent 
diversion structure to Laguna Boulevard (i.e., the Laguna Interceptor and associated 54-inch truck line), then 
parallel to SR 99 along East Stockton Boulevard, extending close to the southern City boundary. 

Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant 
The SRWTP Regional San SRWTP began operation in 1982 and, operated by Regional San, is located on 900 
acres of a 3,550-acre site between Interstate 5 and Franklin Boulevard, north of Laguna Boulevard. The 
remaining 2,650 acres on the site serve as a “bufferland” between the SRWTP and nearby residential areas. 

The SRWTP has 169 miles of pipeline. Wastewater is treated by accelerated physical and natural 
biological processes before it is discharged to the Sacramento River (Regional San 2020).  

https://www.sacsewer.com/glossary#Main_Line
https://www.sacsewer.com/glossary#Lateral
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In response to comment A1-7, the text in the first paragraph under Impact 3.1-1 on page 3.12-9 has been modified as 
follows: 

As discussed in Section 2.5.8, “Utilities,” water would be provided to the Project site by EGWD via a 16-inch 
water main that is planned for construction on the west side of the Union Pacific Railroad track and a 12-inch 
water main that would extend across the railroad track and parallel to the east side of the track for a total of 
1,001 linear feet. The cost of the new water main would be split, between the applicant, developer to the 
north of the Project site, and the Elk Grove Water District. located in Waterman Road. In addition, wastewater 
pipelines would be connected to the local sewer system via a collector main line along the parcel frontage of 
Waterman Road. SMUD would provide electricity to the Project site from existing 12-kilovolt facilities located 
at the northwestern corner of the site, Pacific Gas and Electric Company would supply natural gas to the site, 
and stormwater from a small bioretention facility would be conveyed to the City’s system along 
Waterman Road. 
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Antonio Ablog .......................................................................................................................................................................Planning Manager 
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Patrick Angell ............................................................................................................................................................................................ Principal 
Marianne Lowenthal ............................................................................................................................................................... Project Manager 
Jim Merk ..................................................................................................................................................................................... Technical Review 
Marianne Lowenthal ........................................................................................................................................................... Aesthetics, Utilities 
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Hannah Weinberger ....................................................................................................................................................... Biological Resources 
Tammie Beyerl ............................................................................................................................................................................ Senior Biologist 
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Zach Miller .......................................................................................................................................................... Senior Transportation/Traffic 
Richa Nanavati ......................................................................................................................................................... Land Use, Public Services  
Phi Ngo .............................................................................................................................................................................................. GIS Specialist 
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