RESOLUTION NO. 2020-242

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF ELK GROVE
ADOPTING A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION AND MITIGATION
MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM; APPROVING A LARGE LOT

TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP, SMALL LOT TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP, AND
DESIGN REVIEW FOR SUBDIVISION LAYOUT; APPROVING AN AMENDMENT TO
THE CITY’S BICYCLE, PEDESTRIAN, AND TRAILS MASTER PLAN; AND
APPROVING A REQUEST FOR PARK AND RECREATION FEE DEFERRAL FOR
THE SHELDON FARMS NORTH PROJECT
ASSESSOR PARCEL NUMBERS: 116-0012-051 AND 116-0012-059
PROJECT NO. EG-18-019

WHEREAS, the Development Services Department of the City of Elk Grove (the
“City”) received an application on March 13, 2018, from Carl Stein (the “Applicant”)
requesting a Large Lot Tentative Subdivision Map; a Small Lot Tentative Subdivision
Map; Design Review for Subdivision Layout; an Amendment to the City’s Bicycle,
Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan; and a request for Park and Recreation Fee Deferral
for the Sheldon Farms North Project (the “Project”); and

WHEREAS, the proposed Project is located on real property in the incorporated
portions of the City more particularly described as Assessor Parcel Numbers 116-0012-
051 and -059; and

WHEREAS, the Project qualifies as a project under the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resource Code §§ 21000 et seq.; and

WHEREAS, a Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND)
and Errata, attached hereto as Exhibit B and incorporated herein by reference, was
prepared to analyze any environmental impacts related to the Project; and

WHEREAS, the Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
(IS/MND) determined that the proposed Project would not result in any environmental
impacts that could not be mitigated to a less than significant level; and

WHEREAS, the Development Services Department considered the Project
request pursuant to the Elk Grove General Plan; the EIk Grove Municipal Code (EGMC)
Title 22 (Land Development) and Title 23 (Zoning); Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master
Plan; the Elk Grove Design Guidelines; and all other applicable state and local
regulations; and

WHEREAS, the Planning Commission of the City (the “Planning Commission”)
held a duly-noticed public hearing on September 17, 2020, as required by law to consider
all of the information presented by staff, information presented by the Applicant, and
public testimony presented in writing, and voted 4-0 to recommend approval of the Project
to the City Council; and

WHEREAS, the City Council of the City of Elk Grove (the “City Council”’) held a
duly-noticed public hearing on October 14, 2020, as required by law to consider all of the
information presented by staff, information presented by the Applicant, and public
testimony presented in writing.



NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the City Council of the City of Elk
Grove hereby finds that no further environmental review is required under the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the Sheldon Farms North Project (EG-18-019) as
described in Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference, and adopts
the Supplemental Mitigated Negative Declaration and the Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program, attached hereto as Exhibits B and C respectively and incorporated
herein by reference, based upon the following findings:

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)

Finding: The proposal will not have any significant adverse impacts on the environment
and all potentially significant effects have been adequately analyzed in a Supplemental
Mitigated Negative Declaration that was prepared for the Project by the City. The
Mitigated Negative Declaration adequately addresses all environmental issues related to
the development of the subject property. The Planning Commission has reviewed the
Supplemental Initial Study and Draft Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) and has
considered the Errata, which will be incorporated into the Final IS/MND, which indicates
the Sheldon Farms North Project will not have a significant impact on the environment.

Evidence: The City prepared an IS/IMND for the Sheldon Farms North Project and
mitigation measures have been developed that will reduce potential environmental
impacts to less than significant levels. Preparation of a Mitigation Monitoring and
Reporting Program (MMRP) is required in accordance with the City of Elk Grove
regulations and State law, which is designed to ensure compliance during project
implementation.

The City distributed the Notice of Intent (NOI) to Adopt the MND on July 10, 2020. It
was posted at the Sacramento County Clerk’s office, distributed through the 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 comment period was opened on July 10, 2020 and closed on August 10, 2020.
The MND was made available to the public during this review period. The City received
four written comment letters within the 30-day public review period and one after the
comment period had closed. The comments do not alter the conclusions of the
Supplemental IS/MND as described in the staff report for the Project.

An Errata Sheet, dated August 27, 2020, which presents the staff-generated changes
to the IS/MND that have been determined to be appropriate since the release of the
IS/MND for public review has been appended to the Supplemental IS/MND document.
Specifically, the changes are based on an update to the mitigation measures provided
within the Biological Resources section of the IS/MND. All of the changes have been
made for clarification purposes only and do not change the conclusions of the IS/MND.

The Supplemental IS/MND determined that the proposed Project would not result in
any environmental impacts that could not be mitigated to a less than significant level.
On the basis of the Supplemental 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.



AND, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the City Council hereby approves the
Large Lot Tentative Subdivision Map; Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map; and Design
Review for Subdivision Layout; the Amendment to the Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails
Master Plan; and the Park and Recreation Fee Deferral Request for the Sheldon Farms
North Project (EG-18-019), as shown in Exhibits D and E, , subject to the conditions of
approval in Exhibits F and G (all incorporated herein by this reference), based upon the
following findings:

Tentative Subdivision Maps, Large and Small

Finding: None of the findings (a) through (g) below in Section 66474 of the California
Government Code that require a City to deny approval of a tentative map apply to this
Project.

a. That the proposed map is not consistent with applicable general and specific
plans as specified in Section 65451.

b. That the design or improvement of the proposed subdivision is not consistent
with applicable general and specific plans.

c. That the site is not physically suitable for the type of development.
d. That the site is not physically suitable for the proposed density of development.

e. That the design of the subdivision or the proposed improvements is likely to
cause substantial environmental damage or substantially and avoidably injure
fish or wildlife or their habitat.

f. That the design of the subdivision or type of improvements is likely to cause
serious public health problems.

g. That the design of the subdivision or type of improvements will conflict
with easements acquired by the public at large, for access through or
use of, property within the proposed subdivision.

Evidence:

(a) As described in the Project staff report, the proposed Project is consistent with
proposed land use designation and policies in the Elk Grove General Plan
which designates the site as Low Density Residential, Medium Density
Residential, High Density Residential, Public/Quasi-Public, and Parks/Open
Space. The proposed Large Lot and Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Maps will
allow for residential and commercial development consistent with the General
Plan.

(b) As described in the staff report, the proposed subdivision design, lot sizes, lot
configurations, and proposed infrastructure improvements are consistent with
the EGMC Title 23 development standards and land use designations for the
proposed site.

(c) The site is physically suitable for the proposed development. The General Plan
land use map designates the Project site for the development of both residential
and commercial uses. Access to the site will be provided or is available and
necessary services and facilities can be provided. Therefore, the site is
physically suitable for the development proposed.

(d) As described in the Project staff report, all residential lots proposed by the
Project are consistent with the allowed densities as provided under the General



Plan. Services and facilities to serve the Project, including water, sewer,
electricity, and other utilities, are available or will be provided. Therefore, the
sites are appropriate for the proposed density of development.

(e) The Project site is physically suitable for the proposed type of development
based upon the analysis presented in the Sheldon Farms North IS/MND.

(f) The design of the subdivision will not cause serious public health problems
based upon the analysis presented in the IS/MND and MMRP prepared for the
Project.

(g) The design of the subdivision will not conflict with easements acquired by the
public at large as demonstrated by review of the Project.

Design Review for Subdivision Layout

Finding #1: The proposed Project is consistent with the objectives of the General
Plan, complies with applicable zoning regulations, Specific Plan provisions, Special
Planning Area provisions, and Citywide Design Guidelines adopted by the City.

Evidence #1: The site layout has been reviewed against the EIk Grove Design
Guidelines for residential subdivisions and meets all applicable design
requirements. The Project does not include any buildings at this time. The
proposed subdivision map and related plans provide all the design elements
required by the EGMC Titles 22 and 23. The conditions of approval and the
requirement for subsequent design review entitlements for future development will
ensure consistency with all standard requirements.

Finding #2: The proposed architecture, site design, and landscape are suitable for
the purposes of the building and the site and will enhance the character of the
neighborhood and community.

Evidence #2: The Project does not include any buildings at this time. The proposed
subdivision map and related plans provide all the design elements required by the
EGMC Titles 22 and 23. The conditions of approval and the requirement for
subsequent design review entitlements for future development will ensure
consistency with all standard requirements.

Finding #3: The architecture, including the character, scale and quality of the design,
relationship with the site and other buildings, building materials, colors, screening of
exterior appurtenances, exterior lighting and signing and similar elements establishes
a clear design concept and is compatible with the character of buildings on adjoining
and nearby properties.

Evidence #3: The Project does not include any buildings. All future residential and
commercial development will be subject to compliance with the Elk Grove
Municipal Code and Elk Grove Design Guidelines. The conditions of approval and
the requirement for subsequent design review entitlements for future development
will ensure consistency with all standard requirements.



Finding #4: The proposed Project will not create conflicts with vehicular, bicycle, or
pedestrian modes of transportation.

Evidence #4: The proposed Project layout and circulation is based upon a
“‘modified grid” pattern. The layout of streets includes a mixture of grid, cul-de-sacs,
and curvilinear alignments. The Project would include a total of five vehicle access
points, including one access at Bruceville Road to the west, two access points
along Sheldon Road to the north, and two access points at Lewis Stein Road to
the east. “Street D” is a primary residential street with separated sidewalks that
runs east-west through the site from Lewis Stein Road to the future High-Density
Residential Site (Lot B). Access to the site is also provided from Bruceville Road
on Street E. Internal streets have been planned to achieve access throughout the
various villages, making it possible to circulate through the subdivision without
having to exit onto a major arterial. Along the western site boundary, the Project
will provide for a 40-foot-wide easement to accommodate the planned extension
of a light rail transit (LRT) line. A 10-foot multi-purpose trail will be constructed
along the southern boundary of the site (off-site) along the Laguna Creek Bypass
Channel, with multiple connections extending northward to the proposed
commercial and residential development. The proposed trail would connect to
existing bike trail segments located west and east of the site. The Project includes
an Amendment to the City’s Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan to modify
the Class 1 multi-purpose trail alignment. Based upon the Project design and
amendment to the City’s Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan, the Project
will not create conflicts with vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian modes of
transportation.

Finding #5: The residential subdivision is well integrated with the City’s street network,
creates unique neighborhood environments and establishes a pedestrian friendly
environment.

Evidence #5: The Project includes an interconnected street system as well as
sufficient open space. The proposed Project provides trail connections along
Sheldon Road, Lewis Stein Road, and Bruceville Road that will connect to the
future Class 1 multi-purpose trail on Laguna Creek. Pedestrians will be able to
utilize the trails to connect to the proposed park on the Project site, the neighboring
Pinkerton Park, as well as larger off-site parks within the City.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Elk Grove this 14" day

of October 2020
MQ\
STEVE LY, MAYOR of the
CITY OF ELK GROVE
ATTEST: APPROVED AS TO FORM:
JASON LINDGREN, CITY CLERK NATHAN P. HOBBS,

< CITY ATTORNEY



EXHIBIT A
SHELDON FARMS NORTH (EG-18-019)
PROJECT DESCRIPTION

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Sheldon Farms North Project (Project) includes a Large Lot Tentative Subdivision
Map for the creation of 14 large lots for financing and phasing purposes as well as a
Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map for the creation of 391 single-family residential lots,
one commercial lot, one high-density residential lot, a park lot, and other lots for
drainage and open space. The Project also includes Design Review for Subdivision
Layout, an Amendment to the City’s Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan, and a
Park and Recreation Fee Deferral request.



EXHIBIT B

CITY OF ELK GROVE
DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT

Sheldon Farms North Project

SUPPLEMENTAL INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION

CITY OF

ELKGROVE

PROUD HERITAGE. BRIGHT FUTURE

July 2020

20

1501 SPORTS DRIVE, SUITE A, * SACRAMENTO = CA * 95834
OFFICE916.372.6100*FAX916.419.610

/¢ RANEY 20

PLANNING & MANAGEMENT, INC




Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration
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Sheldon Farms North Project

Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

INITIAL STUDY
July 2020

A. BACKGROUND

1.

2.

Project Title:

Lead Agency Name and Address:

Contact Person and Phone Number:

Sheldon Farms North Project

City of Elk Grove

Current Planning Department
8401 Laguna Palms Way

Elk Grove, CA 95758

Sarah Kirchgessner
Project Planner
(916) 478-2245

Project Location: Southeast of Sheldon Road/Bruceville Road Intersection

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

Existing General Plan Designations:

Existing Zoning Designation:

Elk Grove, CA 95758

Carl Stein

Sheldon Farms North
P.O. Box 490
Carmichael, CA 95609
(916) 451-1110

Low Density Residential (LDR)

Medium Density Residential (MDR)
Community Commercial
Public/Quasi-Public and Open Space (POS)

Low Density Residential (RD-6 and RD-10)
High Density Residential (RD-25)

General Commercial (GC)

Open Space (O)

Required Approvals from Other Public Agencies: None
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Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

0. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

Currently, the Project site is vacant and undeveloped. The site consists primarily of ruderal
grasses, which are regularly mowed and baled. The Project site is bounded by Bruceville
Road to the west, Sheldon Road to the north, and Lewis Stein Road to the east. The site is
located to the north of Laguna Creek Bypass Channel (Laguna Creek), which is separated
from the site by a raised berm used for flood control purposes. Surrounding uses include
multi-family residential uses to the west across Bruceville Road (Laguna Creek
Apartments), condominiums (Laguna Pointe) and single-family homes to the north across
Sheldon Road, and commercial development and multi-family residential uses (Terracina
at Park Meadows) to the east of the site across Lewis Stein Road. The commercial uses
include a gas station, a WinCo Foods grocery store, drive-thru restaurants, and various
other retail uses.

10.  Project Description Summary:

The Sheldon Farms North Project (Project) would include subdivision of the Project site
into 391 single-family residential lots, a 6.3-acre multi-family residential lot, a 5.3-acre
commercial lot, a 2.5-acre park, and a total of 7.9 acres of public open space, including a
3.8-acre water quality detention basin area. The single-family units would be located within
the central and eastern portions of the site, while the commercial and high-density
residential uses would be located within the western portion of the site, southwest of the
Sheldon Road/Bruceville Road intersection. The proposed open space areas would parallel
the site’s southern boundary adjacent to Laguna Creek. The Project would require City
approval of a Tentative Subdivision Map, Subdivision Design Review, and an amendment
to the City’s Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan to modify the location of a
proposed Class 1 multi-purpose trail alignment.

11. Status of Native American Consultation Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21080.3.1:

In compliance with Assembly Bill (AB) 52 (Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1),
on May 28, 2019, the City provided formal notification letters to local tribes that had
requested notification. The City received responses from Auburn Rancheria, Wilton
Rancheria, and the United Auburn Indian Community requesting to initiate formal
consultation. The tribes requested inclusion of specific mitigation measures in the [IS/MND.
The City coordinated with the tribes to refine those measures, which have been
incorporated into Section V, Cultural Resources, of this IS/'MND. The refined measures
were provided to the tribes on August 7, 2019. No further response was received.

B. SOURCES
All of the technical reports and modeling results used for the Project analysis are available upon

request at the City of Elk Grove Current Planning Department, 8401 Laguna Palms Way, Elk
Grove, California, Monday through Friday between 8:00 AM and 5:00 PM. The following
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Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

documents are referenced information sources used for the purposes of this Supplemental Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND):

1.

2.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

California Department of Conservation. California Important Farmland Finder. Available
at: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/. Accessed January 2019.

California Department of Transportation. California Scenic Highway Mapping System.
Available at:

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/16 _livability/scenic_highways/index.htm. Accessed
September 2018.

City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report. February
2019.

City of Elk Grove. General Plan. February 2019.

City of Elk Grove. Transportation Analysis Guidelines. February 2019.

Federal Emergency Management Agency. National Flood Hazard Layer FIRMette.
Exported January 2019.

Fehr & Peers. Sheldon Farms North Draft Traffic Report. January 27, 2019.

Madrone Ecological Consulting. Biological Resources Assessment for the Sheldon Farms
Property, City of Elk Grove, Sacramento County, California. May 6, 2016.

Peak & Associates, Inc. Cultural Resources Assessment for the Sheldon Farms North
Project, City of Elk Grove, California. February 2018.

Sacramento Area Sewer District. Sewer Ordinance. January 10, 2018.

Sacramento County Water Agency. Water Supply Assessment for Sheldon Farms North.
January 2019.

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Air Quality Pollutants and
Standards. Available at: http://www.airquality.org/Air-Quality-Health/Air-Quality-
Pollutants-and-Standards. Accessed June 2018.

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Guide to Air Quality
Assessment in Sacramento County. May 2018. Available at:
http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/ceqaguideupdate.shtml. Accessed June 2018.

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. SMAQMD Thresholds of
Significance Table. Available at: http://www.airquality.org/ceqa/CH2ThresholdsTables5-
2015.pdf. May 2015. Accessed June 2018.

State  Water  Resources  Control  Board.  GeoTracker.  Available  at:
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/. Accessed January 2019.

Wood Rodgers. Preliminary Drainage Study, Sheldon Farms North, City of Elk Grove,
California. June 2018.
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Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

C. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving
at least one impact that is “Less-Than-Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by
the checklist on the following pages.

O Aesthetics O Agriculture and Forest O  Air Quality
Resources
® Biological Resources 8  Cultural Resources [0 Energy
[0 Geology and Soils 8  Greenhouse Gas [0 Hazards and Hazardous
Emissions Materials
® Hydrology and Water Quality O Land Use and Planning O Mineral Resources
O Noise [0 Population and Housing %  Public Services
¥ Recreation 8  Transportation ®  Tribal Cultural Resources
[0 [Utilities and Service Systems O Wildfire # Mandatory Findings of
Significance
4
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Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

D. DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial study:

[

I find that the Proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment,
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the Project have been
made by or agreed to by the applicant. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will
be prepared.

I find that the Proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

I find that the Project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated” on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2)
has been addressed by 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.

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

Signature Date

Sarah Kirchgessner, Project Planner City of Elk Grove

Printed Name For
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Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

E. BACKGROUND AND INTRODUCTION

This Initial Study identifies and analyzes the potential environmental impacts of the Project. The
information and analysis presented in this document is organized in accordance with the order of
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) checklist in Appendix G of the CEQA
Guidelines. Where the analysis provided in this document identifies potentially significant
environmental effects of the Project, mitigation measures are prescribed. The mitigation measures
prescribed for environmental effects described in this IS/MND would be implemented in
conjunction with the Project, as required by CEQA. The mitigation measures would be
incorporated into the Project through project conditions of approval. The City would adopt
findings and a Mitigation Monitoring/Reporting Program for the Project in conjunction with
approval of the Project.

In February 2019, the City of Elk Grove approved a new General Plan and certified an associated
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the updated General Plan. The General Plan EIR is a
program EIR, prepared pursuant to Section 15168 of the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California
Code of Regulations, Sections 15000 ef seq.). The General Plan EIR analyzed full implementation
of the General Plan and identified measures to mitigate the significant adverse impacts associated
with the General Plan.

As discussed in this IS/MND, the modifications proposed as part of the Project would not result in
any new significant impacts, nor would any previously identified impact increase in severity from
what was originally documented in the General Plan EIR certified February 27, 2019. The Project
would be consistent with the Project site’s current General Plan land use designations.
Additionally, no mitigation identified in the EIR and found to be infeasible has now been
determined feasible, and the Project proponent has accepted all mitigation measures previously
adopted. The City of Elk Grove has determined that only items further analyzed within this
IS/MND would be necessary for it to adequately address the impacts of the proposed Project.
Therefore, the City has prepared this Supplemental IS/MND.

F. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The following provides a description of the Project site’s current location and setting, as well as
the Project components and the discretionary actions required for the Project.

Project Location and Setting

The Project site consists of approximately 79.2 acres located south of Sheldon Road between
Bruceville Road and Lewis Stein Road in the City of Elk Grove, California (see Figure 1 and
Figure 2). The site is identified by Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs) 116-0012-051 and -059.
Per the City’s General Plan, the site is designated Low Density Residential (LDR), Medium
Density Residential (MDR), High Density Residential (HDR), Community Commercial, and
Public/Quasi-Public and Open Space (POS). The site is zoned RD-6, RD-10, RD-25, GC, and O.

Currently, the Project site is vacant and undeveloped. The site consists primarily of ruderal grasses,

which are regularly mowed and baled. The site does not contain any existing trees, wetland
features, or waterways.
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Figure 1
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Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Figure 2

Project Site
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Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

With the exception of a low berm within the eastern portion of the site, the topography of the site
is relatively level. The Project site is bounded by Bruceville Road to the west, Sheldon Road to
the north, and Lewis Stein Road to the east. The site is located to the north of Laguna Creek Bypass
Channel (Laguna Creek), which is separated from the site by a raised berm used for flood control
purposes.

Surrounding uses include multi-family residential uses to the west across Bruceville Road (Laguna
Creek Apartments), condominiums (Laguna Pointe) and single-family homes to the north across
Sheldon Road, and commercial development and multi-family residential uses (Terracina at Park
Meadows) to the east of the site across Lewis Stein Road. The commercial uses include a gas
station, a WinCo Foods grocery store, drive-thru restaurants, and various other retail uses.

Project Components

The Project would include subdivision of the Project site into 391 single-family residential lots, a
6.3-acre multi-family residential lot, a 5.3-acre commercial lot, a 2.5-acre park, and a total of 7.9
acres of public open space, including, a 3.8-acre water quality detention basin area (see Figure 3
Figure 4). The single-family units would be located within the central and eastern portions of the
site, while the commercial and high-density residential uses would be located within the western
portion of the site, southeast of the Sheldon Road/Bruceville Road intersection. The proposed open
space areas would parallel the site’s southern boundary adjacent to Laguna Creek. The Project
components, including the requested approvals, are discussed in detail below.

Tentative Subdivision Map

Within the central and eastern portions of the site, the proposed Tentative Subdivision Map would
provide for a total of 391 single-family residential lots, including 122 low-density lots and 269
medium-density lots. The low-density development areas would have a typical lot size of 50 feet
by 100 feet, whereas the medium-density development areas would include typical lot sizes of 40
feet by 80 feet and 45 feet by 80 feet. The proposed subdivision would incorporate a ‘modified
grid’ street pattern.

The proposed 6.3-acre multi-family lot within the western portion of the site (Lot B) would allow
for future development with a total of 126 units at a density of 23.8 dwelling units per acre (du/ac)
(net). Immediately north of Lot B, the proposed 5.3-acre commercial lot (Lot A) would allow for
future development of up to 45,800 square feet (sf) of commercial uses. While the specific type
and intensity of uses to be constructed within Lot A is not yet known at this time, the proposed
zoning designation allows for a wide range of retail, wholesale commercial, entertainment, office,
service, and professional uses

Overall, the Project would include the development of 391 single-family homes and 126 multi-
family residential units, resulting in a total of 517 dwelling units.
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Figure 3
Tentative Subdivision Map
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Figure 4
Illustrative Site Plan

| 2 e - s
|‘. R . == u B
ey e "l'_ L -
- 2
o e =z
1 s o —
- n s
= = =
I3
g -
- L
o “
o - k]
- N 2
-
; < 3 n
ks " n | =
" i) )
" = L]
= 1
= 4 I S O R - - 2
L] - 2
“ o -
of o]l ™ =
“ =
n - b
“ =
Wl e =
" . =
"
] a -
LAND USE SUMMARY 2 7o = 3
o o g o
)
; - = . - 0 % oo ) * e = “
. - ws ol - " y
L = = =i S ; ®
E T — T i w
. e [ r— .
3 remommer Ty sewmam e o o
H e g st - s ™ "
4 ameowien e i o
i T = 7
. smasan s o i -
il e T by Pl T— i "
T kel - & - -
= MIAC MIAC AW

Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

.
A
3 v
10,
» . B
= -
£
»
b ¥
R n e
= Ry
=
S,
Ed
=7
» [
o -
i =
T
n
a|n|»
i

July 2020



Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Access and Circulation

The Project would include a total of five vehicle access points, including one access at Bruceville
Road to the west, two access points along Sheldon Road, and two access points at Lewis Stein
Road to the east. Entrances into the residential portion of the Project from Bruceville Road (“Street
E”), the first street to the east off of Sheldon Road (“Street N*), and the first access on Lewis Stein
Road (“Street D’) would be right-turn-only. The southern extension of Whitehouse Road into the
Project site and the western extension of West Stockton Road into the site would be signalized
four-way intersections.

In addition to the five aforementioned access points, the Project would provide for potential future
driveways to serve Lot A and Lot B. The Lot A driveway would provide right-in/right-out access
to Sheldon Road, with a second internal driveway connecting to the proposed internal roadway
system (Street N). The potential future driveways to serve Lot B would provide internal access
from Street E and Street N. The specific ingress and egress configurations for the commercial and
mixed-use sites, including any requests to provide access from Bruceville Road would be designed
in the future as part of the site layouts for both parcels and subject to further review.

Along the western site boundary, the Project would provide for a 40-foot-wide easement to
accommodate the planned extension of a light rail transit (LRT) line. At the eastern site boundary,
the Project would include construction of a bus stop at Lewis Stein Road.

The Project would provide for attached sidewalks along all of the proposed internal roadways,
with the exception of Street L and Street D, which would include detached sidewalks. In addition,
new sidewalks would be provided along the Project frontages to the north, east, and west. Within
the southern portion of the Project site, the Project would include the construction of a 10-foot-
wide bike trail along the length of Laguna Creek, with multiple connections extending northward
to the proposed commercial and residential development. The proposed trail would connect to
existing bike trail segments located west and east of the site.

Landscaping and Open Space

In total, the Project would provide for a total of 7.9 acres of open space, including a 2.5-acre public
park (Lot C) and a 3.8-acre water quality detention basin area (Lot D). The public park would be
located near the center of the site (Lot C), with a connection provided to the proposed bike trail to
the south. In addition, the Project would provide for landscaped strips along each of the Project
frontages, with the exception of the northern frontage of Lot A at Sheldon Road. Landscaping
elements would similarly be provided along a portion of the interior roadways within the Project
site. In addition, landscaping would be provided with future development of the proposed
commercial center. The water quality detention basin area would be contiguous with additional
open space areas along Laguna Creek to the west and east (Lots E, F, and G). The proposed open
space lots would be graded and landscaped as part of the Project.
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Utilities

Water supply to the proposed development would be provided by the Sacramento County Water
Agency (SCWA) by way of the following new connections: a new 12-inch water line connecting
to the SCWA’s existing 42-inch water main located in Bruceville Road near the proposed Street E
access; a new 12-inch water line connecting to the SCWA’s existing 24-inch water main located
in Sheldon Road to the north; and a new eight-inch water line connecting to the SCWA’s existing
18-inch water main located in Lewis Stein Road to the east (see Figure 5). As discussed in Section
XIX, Utilities and Service Systems, of this [IS/MND, a Water Supply Assessment (WSA) has been
prepared for the Project.

Sewer service would be provided by the Sacramento Area Sewer District (SASD) by way of new
anew 10-inch line connecting to the SASD’s existing 18-inch sewer main located in Sheldon Road
and a new eight-inch sewer line connecting to the SASD’s existing 15-inch sewer line in Lewis
Stein Road to the east.

Stormwater generated by impervious surfaces within the Project site would be captured by a series
of curb inlets and conveyed, by way of a system of new underground storm drains, to a series of
vegetated swales along the southern boundary of the site. From the vegetated swales, stormwater
would be directed to the proposed water quality detention basin at the southern portion of the site
(Lot D) (see Figure 6). The water quality detention basin would provide for detention and treatment
of stormwater prior to discharging treated runoff to Laguna Creek by way of a new 42-inch outfall.
The basin would treat stormwater primarily by filtering runoff slowly through an active layer of
soil, allowing for removal of pollutants.

Off-site utility improvements to be constructed with the Project would be limited to connections
to existing infrastructure within the paved rights-of-way along the Project frontages.

Phasing

The Project would be constructed over a total of three phases (see Figure 7). Phase I would include
buildout of approximately 198 single-family residential units within the central and southeastern
portions of the site, as well as construction of necessary on-site and off-site utility improvements
and grading and landscaping of the open space areas within Lots D, E, F, and G. Phase II would
include buildout of the eastern portion of the Project site with an additional 193 single-family
homes. The proposed multi-family residential and commercial lots would be developed as part of
Phase III.

Subdivision Design Review

Pursuant to Section 23.16.080 of the City of Elk Grove Municipal Code, a subdivision design
review is required for any tentative subdivision map within the City. The purpose of the design
review process to is to ensure physical, visual, and functional compatibility between uses and
encourage development in keeping with the desired character of the City.
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Figure 5
Preliminary Water and Sewer Plan
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Figure 6
Preliminary Grading and Drainage Plan
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Figure 7
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Per Section 23.16.080(F), a design review permit or any modification thereto may only be granted
when the following conditions are met:

1. The proposed project is consistent with the objectives of the General Plan, complies
with applicable zoning regulations, specific plan provisions, special planning area
provisions, Citywide and/or other applicable design guidelines, and improvement
standards adopted by the City;

2. The proposed architecture, site design, and landscape are suitable for the purposes
of the building and the site and will enhance the character of the neighborhood and
community;

3. The architecture, including the character, scale and quality of the design,
relationship with the site and other buildings, building materials, colors, screening
of exterior appurtenances, exterior lighting and signing and similar elements
establishes a clear design concept and is compatible with the character of buildings
on adjoining and nearby properties;

4. The proposed project will not create conflicts with vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian
transportation modes of circulation; and

5. For residential subdivision design review applications, the residential subdivision
is well integrated with the City’s street network, creates unique neighborhood
environments, reflects traditional architectural styles, and establishes a pedestrian
friendly environment.

Amendment to the City’s Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan

As noted previously, the Project would include the construction of a 10-foot-wide bike trail along
the length of Laguna Creek within the southern portion of the Project site. The Project would adjust
the alignment of the trail from what has been anticipated in the City’s Bicycle, Pedestrian, and
Trails Master Plan. As such, the Project would require City approval of an amendment to the City’s
Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan to modify the Class 1 multi-purpose trail alignment.

Project Approvals

The Project would require City approval of the following:

e Tentative Subdivision Map;

e Subdivision Design Review; and

e An amendment to the City’s Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan to modify the
location of a proposed Class 1 multi-purpose trail alignment.
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G. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

The following Checklist contains the environmental checklist form presented in Appendix G of
the CEQA Guidelines. The checklist form is used to describe the impacts of the Project. A
discussion follows each environmental issue identified in the checklist. Included in each discussion
are Project-specific mitigation measures recommended, as appropriate, as part of the Project. For
this checklist, the following designations are used:

Potentially Significant Impact: An impact that could be significant, and for which no mitigation
has been identified. If any potentially significant impacts are identified, an EIR must be prepared.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: An impact that requires mitigation to
reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level.

Less-Than-Significant Impact: Any impact that would not be considered significant under
CEQA relative to existing standards.

No Impact: The Project would not have any impact.

18
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I AESTHETICS. oy Sigifent LeeThn e Sowtyor
Would the Pr: oject: Impact Mitigation Impact Sli’re\'/fl.ous
Incorporated I‘f: 1alcctz§?nt
p
a. Havg a spbstantial adverse effect on a ] O ”® O No
scenic vista?
b. Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, Frqes, rock ] 0 % 0 No
outcroppings, and historic buildings
within a State scenic highway?
c. Innon-urbanized areas, substantially
degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its
surroundings? (Public views are those
that are experienced from publicly 0 U 2 3 U No
accessible vantage point). If the project is
in an urbanized area, would the project
conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?
d. Create a new source of substantial light
or glare which would adversely affect [ Il [ No

day or nighttime views in the area?
Discussion

a,b.

Examples of typical scenic vistas would include mountain ranges, ridgelines, or bodies of

water as viewed from a highway, public space, or other area designated for the express
purpose of viewing and sightseeing. In general, a Project’s impact to a scenic vista would
occur if development of the Project would substantially change or remove a scenic vista.
The City’s General Plan does not identify any scenic vistas in the Project area. Thus, the
proposed residential development would not have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic
vista. In addition, according to the California Scenic Highway Mapping System, the Project
site is located approximately five miles east of the nearest State Scenic Highway, State
Route (SR) 160.! The Project site is not visible from SR 160.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR did not identify any significant impacts related to scenic vistas or
State Scenic Highways. Based on the above, the Project would not have a substantial
adverse effect on a scenic vista and would not substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State
Scenic Highway. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur. There is no new or

substantially more severe impact.

1

California Department of Transportation. California Scenic Highway Mapping System. Available at:

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hg/LandArch/16_livability/scenic_highways/index.htm. Accessed September 2018.
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Distinguishing between public and private views is important when evaluating changes to
visual character or quality, because private views are views seen from privately-owned
land and are typically associated with individual viewers, including views from private
residences. Public views are experienced by the collective public, and include views of
significant landscape features and along scenic roads. According to CEQA (Pub. Resources
Code, § 21000 et seq.) case law, only public views, not private views, are protected under
CEQA. For example, in Association for Protection etc. Values v. City of Ukiah (1991) 2
Cal.App.4th 720 [3 Cal. Rptr.2d 488], the court determined that “we must differentiate
between adverse impacts upon particular persons and adverse impacts upon the
environment of persons in general. As recognized by the court in Topanga Beach Renters
Assn. v. Department of General Services (1976) 58 Cal.App.3d 188 [129 Cal.Rptr. 739]:
‘[A]ll government activity has some direct or indirect adverse effect on some persons. The
issue is not whether [the project] will adversely affect particular persons but whether [the
project] will adversely affect the environment of persons in general.”” Therefore, the focus
in this section is on potential impacts to public views. Sensitive public viewers in the
surrounding area include motorists, bicyclists, and pedestrians travelling on Bruceville
Road, Sheldon Road, and Lewis Stein Road in the Project vicinity. In addition, the site is
visible to bicyclists and pedestrians on the shared-use trail that extends along the south side
of the Laguna Creek corridor between Bruceville Road and Lewis Stein Road.

The Project would change the visual character and quality of the site from a vacant lot to a
residential and commercial development. However, the Project site is already located
within an urban area and is surrounded by existing development to the north, east, and
west. In addition, the Project would provide for landscaped strips with trees, shrubs, and
groundcover along each of the Project frontages, with the exception of the northern
frontage of Lot A at Sheldon Road. Such landscaped buffers would help to screen public
views of the proposed buildings from the surrounding roadways. In addition, the Project
would include a total of 7.9 acres of open space, including a 2.5-acre public park and a 3.8-
acre water quality detention basin area, located within the southern portion of the site. The
proposed open space areas would not be developed with residential or commercial
structures as part of the Project, and would maintain the aesthetically pleasing viewshed
for bicyclists and pedestrians on the shared-use trail to the south of the site, as well as
motorists travelling on Bruceville Road and Lewis Stein Road. Furthermore, all
architectural elements of the Project would be designed in compliance with the applicable
sections of the City’s Design Guidelines.

The Project site is located in an urbanized area, and the Project would essentially serve as
an extension of the existing residential and commercial development in the Project vicinity.
The proposed single-family residences along the northern portion of the Project site would
include lot sizes similar to the single-family residential development to the north of the site
across Sheldon Road, while the proposed commercial area at the northwestern corner of
the site would be compatible with the existing commercial uses (Shell gas station, Mexican
restaurant, tea shop) located northwest of the site. The multi-family residential component
of the Project would be located across from the existing Laguna Creek Apartments to the
west of the site. All components of the Project would be subject to the City’s design review
process pursuant to Section 23.16.080 of the City’s Municipal Code, which is intended to
encourage development in keeping with the desired character of the City and to ensure
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physical, visual, and functional compatibility between uses. Required findings for a design
review permit are as follows:

1. The proposed project is consistent with the objectives of the General Plan, complies
with applicable zoning regulations, specific plan provisions, special planning area
provisions, Citywide and/or other applicable design guidelines, and improvement
standards adopted by the City;

2. The proposed architecture, site design, and landscape are suitable for the purposes
of the building and the site and will enhance the character of the neighborhood and
community;

3. The architecture, including the character, scale and quality of the design,
relationship with the site and other buildings, building materials, colors, screening
of exterior appurtenances, exterior lighting and signing and similar elements
establishes a clear design concept and is compatible with the character of buildings
on adjoining and nearby properties;

4. The proposed project will not create conflicts with vehicular, bicycle, or pedestrian
transportation modes of circulation; and

5. For residential subdivision design review applications, the residential subdivision
is well integrated with the City’s street network, creates unique neighborhood
environments, reflects traditional architectural styles, and establishes a pedestrian
friendly environment.

Conclusion

The Project would be consistent with the site’s current General Plan land use designations.
The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan could result in a
significant and unavoidable impact related to degradation of the visual character and
quality of the Planning Area (including the Project site). As such, changes to the visual
character and quality of the site have been anticipated by the City and analyzed in the
General Plan EIR. In addition, as discussed above, the Project would include landscaping
elements to screen public views of the site and would be visually compatible with the
existing commercial and residential development to the north, east, and south of the site.
Therefore, impacts related to degrading the existing visual character of the site and its
surroundings or a conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic
quality would be less-than-significant. There is no new or substantially more severe
impact.

The Project site is currently undeveloped and, thus, does not contain any existing sources
of light or glare. Implementation of the Project would develop the site with residential and
commercial buildings, and, thus, would introduce new sources of light and glare where
none currently exists. Potential sources of light and glare associated with the Project would
include interior light spilling through windows, exterior lighting on homes, street lighting
on the internal street system, lighting from parking areas associated with the proposed
commercial uses, and light reflected off windows.

While the site does not currently contain sources of light or glare, the site is bordered by
existing development that currently generates light and glare in the area. Furthermore, the
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Project would be subject to compliance with all applicable regulations included in Chapter
23.56, Lighting, of the City’s Municipal Code. For example, per Section 23.56.030(A), all
multifamily and nonresidential outdoor lighting must be constructed with full shielding.
Where the light source from an outdoor light fixture is visible beyond the property line,
shielding is required to reduce glare so that the light source is not visible from within any
residential dwelling unit. In addition, per Section 23.56.030(B), the Project applicant would
be required to submit a point-by-point photometric calculation listing the number, type,
height, and level of illumination of all outdoor lighting fixtures in conjunction with the
development permit application and prior to issuance of a building permit or site
improvement plans. The photometric plan would be required to demonstrate compliance
with the following City standards:

1. Parking lots, driveways, trash enclosures/areas, public phones, and group
mailboxes shall be illuminated with a minimum maintained one (1 fc) foot-candle
of light and an average not to exceed four (4 fc) foot-candles of light.

2. Pedestrian walkways shall be illuminated with a minimum maintained one-half (0.5
fc) foot-candle of light and an average not to exceed two (2 fc) foot-candles of light.

3. Exterior doors of nonresidential structures shall be illuminated during the hours of
darkness with a minimum maintained one (1 fc) foot-candle of light, measured
within a five (5' 0") foot radius on each side of the door at ground level.

4. In order to minimize light trespass on abutting residential, agricultural-residential,
and agricultural property, illumination measured at the nearest residential structure
or rear yard setback line shall not exceed the moon’s potential ambient illumination
of one-tenth (0.1 fc) foot-candle.

Furthermore, the Project would be required to comply with the maximum height
restrictions for freestanding and exterior light fixtures specified by Section 23.56.030(C)
of the Municipal Code.

Compliance with such standards would ensure that on-site lighting would be directed
within the Project site and would not substantially illuminate adjacent properties. In
addition, new landscaping elements along the Project frontages help to further screen the
proposed exterior light fixtures.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR identified a significant and unavoidable impact related to creation
of new sources of light and glare. However, given the consistency of the Project with
surrounding residential and commercial development, and the added assurance of the
design review process, implementation of the Project would result in a less-than-significant
impact with respect to creating a new source of substantial light or glare that would
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. There is no new or substantially more
severe impact.
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I1.

AGRICULTURE AND
FOREST RESOURCES.

Would the Project:

Less-Than-
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less-Than-
Significant
Impact

No Impact

New
Impact or
Increase
Severity of
Previous
Significant
Impact?

a.

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on
the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or
cause rezoning of, forest land (as
defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as
defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?
Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-
forest use?

Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their
location or nature, could individually
or cumulatively result in loss of
Farmland to non-agricultural use?

Discussion

a,e.

No

No

No

No

The Project site is currently vacant and undeveloped and consists primarily of ruderal
grasses, which are regularly mowed and baled. Currently, the site is designated as
“Farmland of Local Importance” and “Grazing Land” per the California Department of
Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP).2 While the General
Plan EIR identified a significant and unavoidable impact related to cumulative loss of
Important Farmland (Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Statewide
Importance), Farmland of Local Importance and Grazing Land are not considered
“Important Farmland” under CEQA.? The City’s General Plan does not require mitigation
for conversion of Farmland of Local Importance or Grazing Land.

2

3

California Department of Conservation.

California  Important

https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/. Accessed January 2019.
City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.2-8]. February 2019.
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The site is not zoned or designated in the General Plan for agriculture uses, and such uses
would be incompatible with surrounding land uses in the area.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, could result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to conversion of Farmland.
However, given the FMMP designations for the site, development of the Project would not
convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance to a non-
agricultural use, or otherwise result in the loss of Farmland to non-agricultural use.
Therefore, the Project would have a less-than-significant impact. There is no new or
substantially more severe impact.

The Project site is not under a Williamson Act contract and is not designated or zoned for
agricultural uses.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, could result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to conflicts with
Williamson Act contracts. However, based on the above, buildout of the Project would not
conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a Williamson Act contract, and no
impact would occur. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

The Project area is not considered forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220[g]), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), and is not
zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104[g]). In
addition, the site is designated by the General Plan for residential, commercial, and open
space uses, which are not compatible with timberland production.

Conclusion

Per the General Plan EIR, the City’s planning area does not contain any forest land; thus,
the EIR did not identify any significant impacts related to forest land or timber resources.
Based on the above, the Project would have no impact with regard to conversion of forest
land or any potential conflict with forest land, timberland, or Timberland Production
zoning. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.
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affecting a substantial number of No
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a,b.  The City of Elk Grove is located within Sacramento County, which is within the boundaries

of the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB) and under the jurisdiction of the Sacramento
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD). Federal and State ambient air
quality standards (AAQS) have been established for six common air pollutants, known as
criteria pollutants, due to the potential for pollutants to be detrimental to human health and
the environment. The criteria pollutants include particulate matter (PM), ground-level
ozone, carbon monoxide (CO), sulfur oxides, nitrogen oxides (NOx), and lead. At the
federal level, Sacramento County is designated as severe nonattainment for the 8-hour
ozone AAQS, nonattainment for the 24-hour PM2s AAQS, and attainment or unclassified
for all other criteria pollutant AAQS. At the State level, the area is designated as a serious
nonattainment area for the 1-hour ozone AAQS, nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone
AAQS, nonattainment for the PMio and PM2.s AAQS, and attainment or unclassified for
all other State AAQS.

Due to the nonattainment designations, SMAQMD, along with the other air districts in the
SVAB region, is required to develop plans to attain the federal and State AAQS for ozone
and particulate matter. The attainment plans currently in effect for the SVAB are the 2013
Revisions to the Sacramento Regional 8-Hour Ozone Attainment and Reasonable Further
Progress Plan (2013 Ozone Attainment Plan), PM>s Implementation/Maintenance Plan
and Re-designation Request for Sacramento PM>s Nonattainment Area (PMas
Implementation/Maintenance Plan), and the 1991 Air Quality Attainment Plan (AQAP),
including triennial reports. The air quality plans include emissions inventories to measure
the sources of air pollutants, to evaluate how well different control measures have worked,
and show how air pollution would be reduced. In addition, the plans include the estimated
future levels of pollution to ensure that the area would meet air quality goals.

Nearly all development projects in the Sacramento region have the potential to generate air
pollutants that may increase the difficultly of attaining federal and State AAQS. Therefore,
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evaluation of air quality impacts is required. In order to evaluate ozone and other criteria
air pollutant emissions and support attainment goals for those pollutants that the area is
designated nonattainment, SMAQMD has developed the Guide to Air Quality Assessment
in Sacramento County (SMAQMD Guide), which includes recommended thresholds of
significance, including mass emission thresholds for construction-related and operational
ozone precursors, as the area is under nonattainment for ozone. The SMAQMD’s
recommended thresholds of significance for the ozone precursors reactive organic
compounds (ROG) and NOx, which are expressed in pounds per day (lbs/day), are
presented in Table 1.

Table 1
SMAQMD Thresholds of Significance (Ibs/day)
Pollutant Construction Thresholds Operational Thresholds
NOx 85 65
ROG - 65
PMio 80 80
PMy s 82 82
Source: SMAQMD, May 2015.

The Project’s construction and operational emissions were quantified using the California
Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) software version 2016.3.2 - a Statewide model
designed to provide a uniform platform for government agencies, land use planners, and
environmental professionals to quantify air quality emissions, including GHG emissions,
from land use projects. The model applies inherent default values for various land uses,
including construction data, vehicle mix, trip length, average speed, etc. Where project-
specific information is available, such information should be applied in the model.
Accordingly, the Project’s modeling assumed the following:

e Construction would likely commence in April of 2020;

e Construction would occur over an approximately three-year period;

e Off-site improvements would be limited to connections to existing utility
infrastructure within the paved rights-of-way along the Project frontages;

e Trip generation rates were adjusted based on the Traffic Report prepared for the
Project; and

e Vehicle trip lengths were adjusted based on project-specific vehicle miles travelled
(VMT) provided by Fehr & Peers.

The Project’s estimated emissions associated with construction and operations are
presented and discussed in further detail below. A discussion of the Project’s contribution
to cumulative air quality conditions is provided below as well. All Cal[EEMod results are
included in the appendix to this IS/MND.

Construction Emissions

According to the Cal[EEMod results, the Project would result in maximum unmitigated
construction criteria air pollutant emissions as shown in Table 2. As shown in the table, the
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Project’s construction emissions would be below the applicable SMAQMD thresholds of
significance for NOx, ROG, PM1o, and PMa2s. In addition, development within the Project
site would be required to comply with the SMAQMD Basic Construction Emission Control
Practices, which would likely further reduce emissions beyond the estimates shown in the
table below. Thus, in accordance with SMAQMD guidance, the Project would be
considered to have a less-than-significant impact on air quality during construction.

Table 2
Maximum Construction Emissions (Ibs/day)
Proposed Project Threshold of
Pollutant Emissions Significance Exceeds Threshold?
NOx 50.24 85 NO
ROG 18.89 -- NO
PMio 20.40 80 NO
PM>s 2.02 82 NO
Source: CalEEMod, April 2019 (see appendix).

Operational Emissions

According to the CalEEMod results, the Project would result in maximum operational
criteria air pollutant emissions as shown in Table 3. As shown in the table, the Project’s
operational emissions would be below the applicable thresholds of significance. As such,
the Project would not result in a significant air quality impact during operations.

Table 3
Maximum Operational Emissions (Ibs/day)
Proposed Project Threshold of
Pollutant Emissions Significance Exceeds Threshold?
NOx 33.94 65 NO
ROG 33.87 65 NO
PMio 19.08 80 NO
PMy s 5.56 82 NO
Source: CalEEMod, April 2019 (see appendix).

Cumulative Emissions

Past, present, and future development projects contribute to the region’s adverse air quality
impacts on a cumulative basis. By nature, air pollution is largely a cumulative impact. A
single project is not sufficient in size to, by itself, result in nonattainment of AAQS. Instead,
a project’s individual emissions contribute to existing cumulatively significant adverse air
quality impacts. If a project’s contribution to the cumulative impact is considerable, then
the project’s impact on air quality would be considered significant. In developing
thresholds of significance for air pollutants, SMAQMD considered the emission levels for
which a project’s individual emissions would be cumulatively considerable. The thresholds
of significance presented in Table 1 represent the levels at which a project’s individual
emissions of criteria air pollutants or precursors would result in a cumulatively
considerable contribution to the SVAB’s existing air quality conditions. If a project
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exceeds the significance thresholds presented in Table 1, the Project’s emissions would be
cumulatively considerable, resulting in significant adverse cumulative air quality impacts
to the region’s existing air quality conditions. Because the Project would result in emissions
below the applicable thresholds of significance established by SMAQMD for criteria
pollutants, the project would not result in a cumulatively considerable contribution to the
region’s existing air quality conditions.

Conclusion

As stated previously, the applicable regional air quality plans currently in effect for the
SVAB are the 2013 Ozone Attainment Plan, the PM2.s Implementation/Maintenance Plan,
and the 1991 AQAP, including triennial reports. According to SMAQMD, if a project
would not result in significant and unavoidable air quality impacts, after the application of
all feasible mitigation, the project may be considered consistent with the air quality plans.
The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, could result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to construction-related and
operational emissions of criteria pollutants.

Because construction-related and operational emissions associated with the Project would
be below the applicable SMAQMD thresholds of significance, the Project would not
conflict with or obstruct implementation of regional air quality plans. Therefore, the Project
would not contribute to the region’s nonattainment status of ozone, and a less-than-
significant impact would occur. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to air pollution than others, due to the types
of population groups or activities involved. Heightened sensitivity may be caused by health
problems, proximity to the emissions source, and/or duration of exposure to air pollutants.
Children, pregnant women, the elderly, and those with existing health problems are
especially vulnerable to the effects of air pollution. Sensitive receptors are typically defined
as facilities where sensitive receptor population groups (i.e., children, the elderly, the
acutely ill, and the chronically ill) are likely to be located. Accordingly, land uses that are
typically considered to be sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds,
childcare centers, retirement homes, convalescent homes, hospitals, and medical clinics.
The nearest existing sensitive receptors would be the single- and multi-family residences
located approximately 125 feet north of the site across Sheldon Road and the multi-family
residences located approximately 175 feet west of the site across Bruceville Road.

The major pollutant concentrations of concern are localized carbon monoxide (CO)
emissions and toxic air contaminant (TAC) emissions, which are addressed in further detail
below. In addition, a discussion of health effects related to criteria pollutants is provided.
Issues related to odors are discussed under question ‘d’” below.

Localized CO Emissions

Localized concentrations of CO are related to the levels of traffic and congestion along
streets and at intersections. Implementation of the Project would increase traffic volumes
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on streets near the Project site; therefore, the Project would be expected to increase local
CO concentrations. Concentrations of CO approaching the ambient air quality standards
are only expected where background levels are high, and traffic volumes and congestion
levels are high. The SMAQMD’s preliminary screening methodology for localized CO
emissions provides a conservative indication of whether project-generated vehicle trips
would result in the generation of CO emissions that contribute to an exceedance of the
applicable threshold of significance. The first tier of SMAQMD’s recommended screening
criteria for localized CO states that a project would result in a less-than-significant impact
to air quality for local CO if:

e Traffic generated by the project would not result in deterioration of intersection
level of service (LOS) to LOS E or F; and

e The project would not contribute additional traffic to an intersection that already
operates at LOS of E or F.

Even if a project would result in either of the above, under the SMAQMD’s second tier of
localized CO screening criteria, if all of the following criteria are met, the project would
still result in a less-than-significant impact to air quality for localized CO:

e The project would not result in an affected intersection experiencing more than
31,600 vehicles per hour;

e The project would not contribute traffic to a tunnel, parking garage, bridge
underpass, urban street canyon, or below-grade roadway; or other locations where
horizontal or vertical mixing of air would be substantially limited; and

e The mix of vehicle types at the intersection is not anticipated to be substantially
different from the County average (as identified by the EMFAC or CalEEMod
models).

As discussed in Section XVII, Transportation & Circulation, of this IS/MND, the Project
would add traffic to study intersections that already operate at LOS E. However, per the
Traffic Report prepared for the Project by Fehr & Peers, the traffic volumes at the foregoing
intersections would be a maximum of 1,574 vehicles per hour, which is well below the
SMAQMD’s second tier screening criteria of 31,600 vehicles.* Furthermore, neither of the
foregoing intersections are below-grade or include limitations to vertical or horizontal
mixing such as tunnels or street canyons. Finally, the mix of vehicle types associated with
the Project would be standard for other commercial and residential developments within
Sacramento County, and would not be anticipated to be significantly different than the
County average. Consequently, the Project is not anticipated to result in significant impacts
to air quality related to localized CO emissions.

TAC Emissions

Another category of environmental concern is TACs. The CARB’s Air Quality and Land
Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective (Handbook) provides recommended

4 Fehr & Peers. Sheldon Farms North Draft Traffic Report [Figure 8]. September 18, 2018.
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setback distances for sensitive land uses from major sources of TACs, including, but not
limited to, freeways and high traffic roads, distribution centers, and rail yards. The CARB
has identified diesel particulate matter (DPM) from diesel-fueled engines as a TAC; thus,
high volume freeways, stationary diesel engines, and facilities attracting heavy and
constant diesel vehicle traffic are identified as having the highest associated health risks
from DPM. Health risks associated with TACs are a function of both the concentration of
emissions and the duration of exposure, where the higher the concentration and/or the
longer the period of time that a sensitive receptor is exposed to pollutant concentrations
would correlate to a higher health risk.

The Project would not involve any land uses or operations that would be considered major
sources of TACs, including DPM. As such, the Project would not generate any substantial
pollutant concentrations during operations. However, short-term, construction-related
activities could result in the generation of TACs, specifically DPM, from on-road haul
trucks and off-road equipment exhaust emissions. Construction is temporary and occurs
over a relatively short duration in comparison to the operational lifetime of the Project.
Specifically, as noted above, construction would occur over an approximately three-year
period. Mass grading of the Project site, when emissions would be most intensive, would
occur over the period of approximately four weeks. Health risks are typically associated
with exposure to high concentrations of TACs over extended periods of time (e.g., 30 years
or greater), whereas the construction period associated with the Project would be limited
to approximately three years.

All construction equipment and operation thereof would be regulated per the In-Use Off-
Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation, which is intended to help reduce emissions associated
with off-road diesel vehicles and equipment, including DPM. The In-Use Off-Road Diesel
Vehicle Regulation includes the following standards:

e Imposes limits on idling, requires a written idling policy, and requires a disclosure
when selling vehicles;

e Requires all vehicles to be reported to CARB (using the Diesel Off-Road Online
Reporting System) and labeled;

e Restricts the adding of older vehicles into fleets; and

e Requires fleets to reduce their emissions by retiring, replacing, or repowering older
engines, or installing Verified Diesel Emission Control Strategies (i.e., exhaust
retrofits).

In addition, construction equipment would operate intermittently throughout the day and
only on portions of the site at a time, and construction activity occurring adjacent to existing
residential uses would be limited to the hours of 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM per Section 6.32.100
of the City’s Municipal Code. Because construction equipment on-site would not operate
for long periods of time and would be used at varying locations within the site, associated
emissions of DPM would not occur at the same location (or be evenly spread throughout
the entire Project site) for long periods of time. Due to the temporary nature of construction
and the relatively short duration of potential exposure to associated emissions, the potential
for any one sensitive receptor in the area to be exposed to concentrations of pollutants for
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a permanent or substantially extended period of time would be low. Therefore, construction
of the Project would not be expected to expose nearby sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations.

Criteria Pollutants

The SMAQMD thresholds of significance were established with consideration given to the
health-based air quality standards established by the NAAQS and CAAQS, and are
designed to aid the district in achieving attainment of the NAAQS and CAAQS. The
SMAQMD’s thresholds of significance are intended to aid achievement of the NAAQS
and CAAQS for which the SVAB is in nonattainment, but the thresholds of significance
do not represent a level above which individual project-level emissions would directly
result in public health impacts. Rather, the thresholds of significance represent emissions
levels that would ensure that project-specific emissions would not inhibit attainment of
regional NAAQS and CAAQS. As noted previously, the Project would not result in short-
term construction-related or long-term operational emissions of criteria pollutants that
would exceed SMAQMD standards. Thus, the Project would not inhibit attainment of
regional NAAQS and CAAQS. Accordingly, the Project would not expose sensitive
receptors to excess concentrations of criteria pollutants.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, could result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to exposure of existing or
planned sensitive land uses to stationary or mobile-source TACs. However, based on the
above discussion, the Project would not expose any sensitive receptors to substantial
concentrations of localized CO or TACs during construction or operation. Therefore, the
Project would result in a less-than-significant impact related to the exposure of sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations. There is no new or substantially more
severe impact.

Due to the subjective nature of odor impacts, the number of variables that can influence
the potential for an odor impact, and the variety of odor sources, quantitative
methodologies to determine the presence of a significant odor impact do not exist. Typical
odor-generating land uses include, but are not limited to, wastewater treatment plants,
landfills, and composting facilities. The Project would not introduce any such land uses
and is not located in the vicinity of any such existing or planned land uses.

Construction activities often include diesel fueled equipment and heavy-duty trucks, which
could create odors associated with diesel fumes that may be considered objectionable.
However, as discussed above, construction activities would be temporary, and operation of
construction equipment adjacent to existing residential uses would be restricted to the hours
of 7:00 AM to 7:00 PM per the City’s Municipal Code. Project construction would also be
required to comply with all applicable SMAQMD rules and regulations, particularly
associated with permitting of air pollutant sources. The aforementioned regulations would
help to minimize air pollutant emissions as well as any associated odors. Accordingly,
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substantial objectionable odors would not be expected to occur during construction
activities.

SMAQMD regulates objectionable odors through Rule 402 (Nuisance), which prohibits
any person or source from emitting air contaminants that cause detriment, nuisance, or
annoyance to a considerable number of persons or the public. Rule 402 is enforced based
on complaints. If complaints are received, SMAQMD is required to investigate the
complaint, as well as determine and ensure a solution for the source of the complaint, which
could include operational modifications. Thus, although not anticipated, if odor complaints
are made after the Project is approved, SMAQMD would ensure that such odors are
addressed and any potential odor effects reduced to less than significant.

Conclusion

There General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including
development of the project site, could result in a significant and unavoidable impact related
to odors. However, for the reasons discussed above, construction and operation of the
Project would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people, and
a less-than-significant impact related to objectionable odors would result. There is no new
or substantially more severe impact.
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Discussion

a. The following discussion is based primarily on a Biological Resources Assessment
prepared for the Project by Madrone Ecological Consulting.’

Currently, the Project site is vacant and undeveloped. The site consists primarily of ruderal
grasses, which are regularly mowed and baled. The site does not contain any existing trees,
wetland features, or waterways. The site consists primarily of relatively flat terrain ranging
from 20 to 30 feet above mean sea level (msl).

Special-status species include those plant and wildlife species that have been formally
listed, are proposed as endangered or threatened, or are candidates for such listing under
the federal and State Endangered Species Acts. Both acts afford protection to listed and
proposed species. In addition, California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Species
of Special Concern, which are species that face extirpation in California if current
population and habitat trends continue, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Birds of
Conservation Concern, sensitive species included in USFWS Recovery Plans, and CDFW
special-status invertebrates are all considered special-status species. Although CDFW
Species of Special Concern generally do not have special legal status, they are given special
consideration under CEQA. In addition to regulations for special-status species, most birds
in the U.S., including non-status species, are protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act
(MBTA) of 1918. Under the MBTA, destroying active nests, eggs, and young is illegal. In
addition, plant species on California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Lists 1 and 2 are
considered special-status plant species and are protected under CEQA.

In January of 2019, a query was conducted for published records of special-status plant and
wildlife species for the Florin USGS 7.5” quadrangle, in which the Project site occurs,
using the California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB) Rarefind 5 application. The
intent of the database review was to identify documented occurrences of special-status
species in the vicinity of the Project area, to determine their locations relative to the Project
site, and for use in the field assessment of habitats suitable for special-status species within
the site. As part of the Biological Resource Assessment prepared for the Project, Madrone
Ecological Consulting conducted a site visit on April 19, 2016. In addition, historic aerial
photography was reviewed to determine prior uses of the Project site.

The results of the CNDDB search and the site survey are discussed below.

Special-Status Plants

Based on the results of the CNDDB search, at total of 15 special-status plant species have
been recorded within the Project region. Of the 15 species, all are considered absent from
or unlikely to occur on the site due to a lack of suitable habitat, such as vernal pools and
serpentine or alkaline soils. Special-status plant species were not observed on-site during
the 2016 site visit. In addition, as noted previously, the Project site is regularly mowed. As

5 Madrone Ecological Consulting. Biological Resources Assessment for the Sheldon Farms Property, City of Elk

Grove, Sacramento County, California. May 6, 2016.
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such, special-status plant species are unlikely to occur on the Project site, and development
of the Project would not result in significant impacts to such species.

Special-Status Wildlife

Based on the results of the CNDDB search, at total of 12 special-status wildlife species
have been recorded within the Project region. Of the 12 species, nine species would be
absent from or unlikely to occur on the site due to a lack of suitable habitat. For example,
as noted in the Biological Resource Assessment, because the site lacks vernal
pool/depressional seasonal wetland habitat, federally-listed vernal pool invertebrates do
not occur on the site. In addition, the site does not contain any elderberry shrubs, which are
the exclusive host for the federally-listed valley elderberry longhorn beetle. However, as
described in the following sections, the project area contains suitable habitat for burrowing
owl, Swainson’s hawk, and giant garter snake, as well as migratory birds and raptors
protected under the MBTA.

Burrowing Owl

While burrowing owls were not identified on-site during the 2016 site visit, squirrel
burrows were noted. Because burrowing owls can occupy squirrel burrows, the potential
exists for the species to occur on-site. Thus, in the absence of mitigation, the Project could
result in adverse effects to burrowing owl.

Swainson’s Hawk

Swainson’s hawk is a State-listed threatened species. Historically, Swainson’s hawks
foraged in the agricultural lands in and around Elk Grove.® Given that the species has been
known to occur within the Project region, the potential exists for Swainson’s hawk to nest
in existing trees located to the south of the Project site and forage on the site.

In 2003, the City established and adopted Chapter 16.130 (Swainson’s Hawk Impact
Mitigation Fees) of the Elk Grove Municipal Code, which establishes mitigation policies
tailored for projects in Elk Grove that have been determined through the CEQA process to
result in a “potential significant impact” on Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat. Chapter
16.130 of the Municipal Code serves as a conservation strategy that is achieved through
the selection of appropriate replacement lands and through management of suitable habitat
value on those lands in perpetuity.’

The Project would include grading of the entire Project site, thereby resulting in the
removal of approximately 79.2-acres of non-native annual grassland that provides foraging
habitat for Swainson’s hawk. The CDFW considers five or more vacant acres within ten
miles of an active nest within the last five years to be significant foraging habitat for

City of Elk Grove. Swainson’s Hawk Program. Available at:
http://www.elkgrovecity.org/city hall/departments_divisions/planning/resources_and_policies/swainsons_hawk
_program. Accessed July 2019.

1bid.

35
July 2020



Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Swainson’s hawk, the conversion of which to urban uses is considered a significant impact
and requires mitigation. Per CNDDB, the nearest documented occurrence of an active
Swainson’s hawk nest is from 2015, approximately 8.75 miles northwest of the site
(Occurrence Number 2736). Given that the Project site is located within 8.75 miles of a
Swainson’s hawk nest that has been active within the last five years and would convert
more than five acres of vacant land to urban uses, mitigation for Swainson’s hawk would
be required.

Based on the above, Project implementation could result in permanent and temporary direct
impacts to Swainson’s hawk, related to habitat loss and construction disturbance,

respectively.

Giant Garter Snake

Because the site is located adjacent to Laguna Creek, the potential exists for giant garter
snakes to occur in the site vicinity. Although it is unlikely that any giant garter snakes
would venture beyond the lower creek corridor, ground-disturbing activities associated
with the Project would result in adverse effects to the species if individuals migrate
northward into the site.

Migratory Birds and Raptors

The potential exists for migratory birds and raptors protected under the MBTA to nest
within the trees located to the south of the Project site within the Laguna Creek corridor.
Buildout of the Project during the nesting period for migratory birds (i.e., typically between
February 1 to August 31), including initial grading activities, could pose a risk of nest
abandonment and death of any live eggs or young that may be present within nests that are
near the Project site.

Conclusion

Based on the above, special-status plant species are not likely to occur on-site.
Implementation of the Project could potentially result in adverse effects to burrowing owls,
Swainson’s hawk, giant garter snakes, and migratory birds and raptors protected by the
MBTA. However, implementation of Mitigation Measures [V-1 through IV-5 below would
ensure that the Project would not have an adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on species identified as special-status species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW or the USFWS. Therefore, the impact would be
less-than-significant with mitigation incorporated. The General Plan EIR concluded that
buildout of the General Plan, including the Project site, could result in a significant and
unavoidable impact related to special-status species. There is no new or substantially more
severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.
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Burrowing Owl

V-1

If clearing and construction activities are planned to occur during the
nesting period for burrowing owls (February I1-August 31), a qualified
biologist shall conduct "take avoidance” surveys for burrowing owls on the
Project site within 14 days prior to construction initiation, as described in
CDFG'’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation, published March 7,
2012. Surveys shall be repeated if Project activities are suspended or
delayed for more than 14 days during nesting season. The results of the
surveys shall be submitted to the Development Services Department.

If burrowing owls are not detected, further mitigation is not required. If
active burrowing owls nest sites are detected, the Project proponent shall
implement the avoidance, minimization, and mitigation methodologies
outlined in the CDFW’s Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation prior to
initiating Project-related activities that may impact burrowing owls.

Swainson’s Hawk

1V-2(a).

Prior to the commencement of construction activities during the nesting
season for Swanson’s hawk (between March 1 and September 15), a
qualified biologist shall conduct protocol-level preconstruction surveys
within at least 2 (two) of the recommended survey periods within the nesting
season that coincides with the commencement of construction activities, in
accordance with the Recommended Timing and Methodology for
Swainson’s Hawk Nesting Surveys in California’s Central Valley
(Swainson’s Hawk Technical Advisory Committee 2000). At least one
survey shall be conducted within each survey period selected, the dates
should be adjusted in consideration of early or late nesting seasons for the
year in which the surveys are conducted. If the final survey is completed
more than 14 days prior to initiation of construction, an additional survey
shall be conducted within 14 days of the start of construction to ensure that
nesting has not been initiated within the intervening time. The qualified
biologist shall conduct surveys for nesting Swainson’s hawk within 0.25
mile of the Project Site, where legally permitted. The qualified biologist
shall use binoculars to visually determine whether Swainson’s hawk nests
occur within the 0.25-mile survey area, if access is denied on adjacent
properties. If no active Swainson’s hawk nests are identified on or within
0.25 mile of the Project site within the recommended survey periods, a letter
report summarizing the survey results shall be submitted to the City of Elk
Grove within 30 days following the final survey, and no further avoidance
and minimization measures for nesting habitat are required.

If active Swainson’s hawk nests are found within 0.25-mile of construction
activities, the qualified biologist shall contact the City of Elk Grove within
one business day following the pre-construction survey to report the
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findings. For the purposes of this mitigation measure, construction
activities are defined to include heavy equipment operation associated with
vegetation clearing, grading, construction (use of cranes or draglines, new
rock crushing) or other Project-related activities that could cause nest
abandonment or forced fledging within 0.25-mile of a nest site between
February 15 and August 31. Should an active nest be present within 0.25-
mile of the construction area, the City of Elk Grove shall be consulted to
establish take avoidance plan. Such a plan could include measures such as
establishment of a construction setback, placement of high-visibility
construction fencing along the setback boundaries, and monitoring of the
nest during construction activities. The qualified biologist shall have the
authority to stop construction activities if the hawks show signs of distress;
if this occurs, construction may not resume until the City of Elk Grove is
consulted and the construction setback is increased or other take-avoidance
measures are modified. A letter report summarizing the survey results and
describing implementation of the take avoidance measures will be
submitted to the City of Elk Grove within 30 days of the final monitoring
event. No further avoidance and minimization measures for nesting habitat
would be required after submittal of the report.

Prior to initiation of construction activities, the Project applicant shall
mitigate for the loss of Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat at a 1:1 ratio.
Mitigation shall be accomplished through acquisition of a conservation
easement(s) or other instrument suitable to preserve foraging habitat for
the Swainson’s hawk in accordance with either Section 16.130.040 or
16.130.110 of the Elk Grove Municipal Code.

Giant Garter Snake

1V-3.

Within 14 days prior to initiation of any ground disturbing activities, a pre-
construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to determine
the presence or absence of giant garter snakes. Results of the surveys shall
be submitted to the Development Services Department. If the species is not
found, further mitigation is not required. If the giant garter snake is found
on-site, the following measures shall be implemented during construction
and shall be reflected on the grading plans, subject to approval by the
Development Services Department:

1. A qualified biologist shall stake or otherwise mark the restriction
limits of a “no disturbance” zone prior to initiation of construction,

2. Construction personnel shall receive CDFW-approved worker
environmental awareness training. The training shall include
instruction on methods of identifying giant garter snakes and their
habitat;

3. The Project area shall be surveyed for giant garter snakes 24-hours
prior to construction activities. Survey of the Project area shall be
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repeated if a lapse in construction activity of two weeks or greater
has occurred. If a snake is encountered during construction,
activities shall cease until appropriate corrective measures have
been completed or the determination has been made that the snake
will not be harmed; and

4. Any dewatered habitat should remain dry for at least 15 consecutive
days after April 15 and prior to excavating or filling of the
dewatered habitat.

Proof of compliance with the aforementioned measure shall be submitted to
the Development Services Department.

Migratory Birds

V-4

Raptors

IV-5.

If vegetation clearing, grading and/or construction activities are planned
to occur during the migratory bird nesting season (April 15 to August 15),
preconstruction surveys to identify active migratory bird nests shall be
conducted by a qualified biologist within 14 days prior to construction
initiation. Focused surveys shall be performed by a qualified biologist for
the purposes of determining presence/absence of active nest sites within the
Project site, including construction access routes and a 200-foot buffer (if
feasible). The results of the surveys shall be submitted to the Development
Services Department.

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

If clearing and/or construction activities are planned to occur during the
raptor nesting season (January 15 to August 15), preconstruction surveys
to identify active raptor nests shall be conducted by a qualified biologist
within 14 days prior to construction initiation. Focused surveys shall be
performed by a qualified biologist for the purposes of determining
presence/absence of active nest sites within the Project site, including
construction access routes and a 500-foot buffer (if feasible). The results of
the surveys shall be submitted to the Development Services Department.
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If active nest sites are identified on or within 500 feet of the Project site, the
applicant shall impose an LOP for all active nest sites prior to

commencement of any Project construction activities to avoid construction-

or access-related disturbances to nesting raptors. An LOP constitutes a

period during which Project-related activities (i.e., vegetation removal,

earth moving, and construction) may not occur, and shall be imposed within

250 feet of any active nest sites until the nest is deemed inactive by a

qualified biologist. Activities permitted within and the size (i.e., 250 feet) of
LOPs may be adjusted through consultation with the City.

The Project site consists of annual non-native grasses and ruderal vegetation. In addition,
the site does not contain any sensitive plant communities. Laguna Creek is located to the
south of the Project site, but is not included within the site boundaries. Per General Plan
Standard NR-1.2d, development adjacent to natural streams are required to provide a
“stream buffer zone”. For Laguna Creek, the buffer zone requirements is at least 50 feet
from the stream centerline. Development of trails and greenbelts, as well as vegetative
filtration, is permitted within the buffer zone.

The proposed commercial and residential structures would be located approximately 110
feet minimum from the centerline of Laguna Creek. In addition, the proposed bio-retention
basin would be located approximately 70 feet minimum from the stream centerline. As
such, the Project would comply with the stream buffer requirements established by General
Plan Standard NR-1.2d.

As part of the Project’s stormwater drainage system, the proposed water quality detention
basin would discharge treated stormwater runoff to Laguna Creek by way of a new 42-inch
outfall. The USACE regulates the filling or grading of waters of the U.S. under the
authority of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. The extent of jurisdiction within drainage
channels is defined by “ordinary high-water mark” (OHWM) on opposing channel banks.
All activities that involve the discharge of dredge or fill material into waters of the U.S. are
subject to the permit requirements of the USACE. If the proposed outfall would be located
within the OHWM of Laguna Creek, which is under the jurisdiction of the USACE, the
Project would be subject to the permit requirements of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.

In addition, under the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act of 1969, the State Water
Resources Control Board (SWRCB) has regulatory authority to protect the water quality
of all surface water and groundwater in the State of California (“waters of the State”). Nine
Regional Water Quality Control Boards (RWQCBs) oversee water quality at the local and
regional level. The RWQCB for a given region regulates discharges of fill or pollutants
into waters of the State through the issuance of various permits and orders. Discharges into
waters of the State that are also waters of the U.S. require a Section 401 Water Quality
Certification from the RWQCB as a prerequisite to obtaining certain federal permits, such
as a Section 404 Clean Water Act permit. Discharges into all waters of the State, even those
that are not also waters of the U.S., require Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs), or
waivers of WDRs, from the RWQCB.
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The CDFW has jurisdiction over the bed and bank of natural drainages and lakes according
to provisions of Section 1601 and 1602 of the California Fish and Game Code. Activities
that may substantially modify such waters through the diversion or obstruction of their
natural flow, change or use of any material from their bed or bank, or the deposition of
debris require a Notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration. If CDFW determines that
an activity may adversely affect fish and wildlife resources, a Lake or Streambed Alteration
Agreement must be prepared. Such an agreement typically stipulates that certain measures
would be implemented to protect the habitat values of the lake or drainage in question.
Because the proposed outfall structure would require modification of the Laguna Creek
bank, the Project could potentially impact CDFW-jurisdictional features.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to riparian vegetation or sensitive
natural communities. Because the Project may include the construction of an outfall
structure within the OHWM of Laguna Creek, the Project may require issuance of a
USACE Section 404 Clean Water Act Permit. In addition, the Project would require
issuance of Section 401 Water Quality Certification if a Section 404 Clean Water Act
permit were required. A notification of Lake or Streambed Alteration would have to be
submitted to CDFW regardless of the outfall’s placement in relation to the OHWM and, if
required, a Streambed Alteration Agreement obtained prior to initiation of outfall
construction activities. With implementation of Mitigation of Mitigation Measures [V-5(a)
through IV-5(c) below, which would require compliance with the necessary permitting
requirements prior to the start of construction activities, the impact related to having a
substantial adverse effect on a riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community
identified in local or regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the CDFW or USFWS
would be less-than-significant with mitigation incorporated. There is no new or
substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.

1V-5(a) Prior to initiation of outfall construction activities, the applicant shall
obtain permit authorization if necessary, as determined by USACE, to fill
waters of the U.S. under Section 404 of the federal Clean Water Act (Section
404 Permit) from USACE. The Section 404 Permit application shall include
an assessment of directly impacted, avoided, and preserved acreages of
waters of the U.S. Mitigation measures may be developed as part of the
Section 404 Permit to ensure no net loss of wetland function and values,
although the USACE may not require compensatory mitigation for the loss
of less than 1/10 acre of wetlands, or for the loss of streams or other open
waters. Final mitigation requirements shall be developed in consultation
with USACE. A copy of the Section 404 Permit issued for the Project shall
be submitted to the City Development Services Department.
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1V-5(b) If required and prior to initiation of outfall construction activities, the
Project applicant shall submit to the Central Valley Regional Water Quality
Control Board an application for Clean Water Act Section 401 Water
Quality Certification and/or Waste Discharge Requirements for Projects
Involving Discharge of Dredged and/or Fill Material to Waters of the State.
The Project applicant shall be responsible for conducting all Project
activities in accordance with the permit provisions outlined in the
applicable Central Valley Water Board permit. A copy of the Water Quality
Certification or waiver issued for the Project shall be submitted to the City
Development Services Department.

1V-5(c) Prior to initiating outfall construction activities, the Project applicant shall
submit a complete Lake or Streambed Alteration notification form to the
CDFW regional office. If CDFW determines that the Project will not
substantially alter a river, stream, or lake, CDFW will provide written
verification and refund the notification fee, and the Project applicant shall
submit a copy of the verification letter to the City Development Services
Department. Alternatively, if CDFW determines that a Lake or Streambed
Alteration Agreement is required, the Project applicant shall comply with
all provisions associated with the Agreement, and a copy of the issued
Agreement for the Project shall be submitted to the City Development
Services Department.

Per the Biological Resources Assessment, the Project site does not contain any existing
wetlands or other waters of the U.S. or State.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to State or federally protected
wetlands, given compliance with existing regulations and applicable General Plan policies.
Based on the above, the Project would not have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur. There is no
new or substantially more severe impact.

The Project site is bordered by existing development to the north, east, and west. Such
development limits the potential for use of the Project site as a wildlife movement corridor.
In addition, the Project site does not contain streams or other waterways that could be used
by migratory fish or as a wildlife corridor for other wildlife species. It should be noted that
while wildlife may move through the Laguna Creek corridor to the south of the site, the
Project would not include any alterations to the corridor that would limit such existing
movement.
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Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to interfering with wildlife
movement. Based on the above, the Project would not interfere substantially with the
movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established resident
or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of wildlife nursery sites. Thus, a less-
than-significant impact would occur. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Section 19.12 of the City of Elk Grove Municipal Code contains the City’s Tree
Preservation and Protection Ordinance. The ordinance provides protections for landmark
trees, trees of local importance, secured trees, and trees on City property or in a public
right-of-way. Currently, the Project site does not contain any trees. In addition, the site is
not located adjacent to any trees that overhang the site.

Conclusion

Based on the above, the Project would not conflict with Section 19.12 of the City’s
Municipal Code. Furthermore, The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the
General Plan, including the Project site, would not result in any significant impacts related
to conflicting with local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. As a result,
the Project would not conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance, and a less-than-significant
impact could occur. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Sacramento County, the City of Rancho Cordova, the City of Galt, and other local partners
have adopted the South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP). However, the
City of Elk Grove is not a participating city. Furthermore, as noted above, this IS/MND
includes mitigation measures to address potential impacts to species which are covered by
the SSHCP, including burrowing owl, Swainson’s hawk, and giant garter snake. The
mitigation measures included herein generally do not conflict with the avoidance and
minimization measures included in Chapter 5 of the SSHCP.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, would result in no impact related to conflicting with the provisions of an adopted HCP.
Based on the above, the Project site is not located in an area with an approved HCP/NCCP,
or local, regional, or State habitat conservation plan. As a result, no impact would occur
regarding a conflict with the provisions of such a plan. There is no new or substantially
more severe impact.
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Less-Than- or ncrease.
Vv CULTURAL RESOURCES Potentially Significant Less-Than- Severity of
: . : Significant with Significant No Impact Previo};s
Would the Project: Impact Mitigation Impact St
ignificant
Incorporated I .
mpact?
a. Cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a historical
& . O O ® O No
resource pursuant to Section
15064.5?
b. Cause a substantial adverse change
in the significance of a unique
g q O ® O O No

archaeological resource pursuant
to Section 15064.5?
c. Disturb any human remains,
including those interred outside of 0 4 O O No
dedicated cemeteries.

Discussion

The following discussion is based on a Cultural Resources Assessment prepared for the Project by
Peak & Associates, Inc.?

a. Historical resources are features that are associated with the lives of historically important
persons and/or historically significant events, that embody the distinctive characteristics of
a type, period, region or method of construction, or that have yielded, or may be likely to
yield, information important to the pre-history or history of the local area, California, or
the nation. Examples of typical historical resources include, but are not limited to,
buildings, farmsteads, rail lines, bridges, and trash scatters containing objects such as
colored glass and ceramics.

The Cultural Resources Assessment included archival research at the Northwest
Information Center for records of previously recorded cultural resources within the Project
area. Per the Cultural Resources Assessment, one historic site has been recorded across
Bruceville Road from the Project site (CA-SAC-549H), consisting of a small residential
complex and dairy dating to 1937. However, the Project site does not contain any existing
permanent structures or any other resources that could be considered historic.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to historical resources, provided
that development projects within the City identify any on-site historical resources and
include mitigation, as necessary, to avoid potential impacts. Based on the above, the Project
would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource,

8 Peak & Associates, Inc. Cultural Resources Assessment for the Sheldon Farms North Project, City of Elk Grove,
California. February 2018.
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and a less-than-significant impact would occur. There is no new or substantially more
severe impact.

Based on the results of the archival research conducted by Peak & Associates, Inc., the
Project site and the immediate surrounding area does not contain any recorded prehistoric
sites. In addition, a 2006 field survey conducted by Peak & Associates, Inc. did not identify
any cultural resources within the Project area. The 2006 survey covered the Project area as
part of a larger project unrelated to the current development proposal.

A second survey of the Project site was conducted by Peak & Associates, Inc. on November
3 through 5, 2017. At the time of the 2017 survey, the site had been recently plowed,
resulting in excellent ground visibility throughout the survey area. Per the Cultural
Resources Assessment, the 2017 survey did not identify any cultural resources on the
Project site.

It should be noted that although the Project site is located adjacent to Laguna Creek, very
few cultural resource sites have been identified in associated with the drainage. Campsites
and villages would more likely be located near the larger, more reliable water sources. As
a result, it is likely that the Native American inhabitants of the region used the Project area
but did not live in the immediate area. Probable uses include collection of plant foods and
hunting; however, such activities leave little physical evidence. Close inspection was given
to the edge of Laguna Creek during the 2017 survey for possible signs of historic or
prehistoric human occupation; however, signs of such occupation were not noted. Tribal
cultural resources are discussed further in Section XVIII of this IS/MND.

Conclusion

Unknown archaeological resources, including human remains, may exist in the Project area
and be obscured by vegetation, siltation, or historic agricultural activities, resulting in an
absence of surficial evidence. Such resources may have the potential to be uncovered
during ground-disturbing construction and excavation activities at the Project site.

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to cultural resources, provided
that development projects within the City implement project-level mitigation to avoid
resources. Implementation of Mitigation Measures V-1 through V-3 would ensure that if
previously unknown resources are encountered during construction activities, the Project
would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a unique archaeological
resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 and/or disturb human remains,
including those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries, during construction. Therefore,
impacts would be considered less than significant with mitigation incorporated. There is
no new or substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.
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In the event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any human
remains, the Development Services Department shall be notified, and
further excavation or disturbance of the find or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent human remains shall not occur until
compliance with the provisions of CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(e)(1)
and (2) has occurred. The Guidelines specify that in the event of the
discovery of human remains other than in a dedicated cemetery, no further
excavation at the site or any nearby area suspected to contain human
remains shall occur and the County Coroner shall be notified to determine
if an investigation into the cause of death is required. If the coroner
determines that the remains are Native American, then, within 24 hours, the
Coroner must notify the Native American Heritage Commission, which in
turn will notify the most likely descendants who may recommend treatment
of the remains and any grave goods. If the Native American Heritage
Commission is unable to identify a most likely descendant or most likely
descendant fails to make a recommendation within 48 hours after
notification by the Native American Heritage Commission, or the
landowner or his authorized agent rejects the recommendation by the most
likely descendant and mediation by the Native American Heritage
Commission fails to provide a measure acceptable to the landowner, then
the landowner or his authorized representative shall rebury the human
remains and grave goods with appropriate dignity at a location on the
property not subject to further disturbances. Should human remains be
encountered, a copy of the resulting County Coroner report noting any
written consultation with the Native American Heritage Commission shall
be submitted as proof of compliance to the Development Services
Department. Work on the project site cannot commence until after the
human remains are removed from the area.

In the event that cultural resources or tribal cultural resources are
discovered during grading or construction activities during development of
the Project, work shall halt immediately within 100 feet of the discovery,
the Development Services Director shall be immediately notified. The
Applicant’s on-site Construction Supervisor, the City of Elk Grove, an
archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards in
Archaeology, and any applicable Native American tribes shall assess the
discovery to determine if it qualifies as a tribal cultural resource. The
appropriate treatment of the discovery, including any applicable avoidance
or mitigation strategies, shall be determined in consultation with the City
and the applicable tribes. Construction activities within 100 feet of the
discovery shall not commence until the appropriate treatment has been
determined and any applicable mitigation has been completed. Mitigation
shall follow the recommendations detailed in Public Resources Code
sections 21084.3(a) and (b), and CEQA Guidelines section 15370.Work
may continue on other parts of the Project site while historical or unique
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archaeological resource mitigation takes place (Public Resources Code
Section 21083.2).

The applicant shall retain the services of a qualified professional to conduct
a worker environmental training session for the construction crew that will
be conducting grading and excavation at the project site. The worker
environmental training shall include archaeological and Tribal Cultural
Resource awareness. The training shall be developed in coordination with
the applicable tribes and approved by the City. The training shall identify
the appropriate point of contact in the case of tribal cultural resource
discovery and shall include relevant information regarding tribal cultural
resources, including applicable regulations, protocols for avoidance, and
consequences of violating State laws and regulations. The training shall
also underscore the requirement for confidentiality and culturally-
appropriate treatment of tribal cultural resources.
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Less-Than- New Impact
. o or Increase
VI ENERGY Potentially Significant Less-Than- Severity of
* R * Significant with Significant No Impact Previo};s
Would the Project: Impact Mitigation Impact Significant
Incorporated I%n pact?
a. Result in potentially significant
environmental impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or
’ ’ [ U 4 L] No

unnecessary consumption of
energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

b. Conflict with or obstruct a state
or local plan for renewable [ Ll ® ] No
energy or energy efficiency?
Discussion
a,b. The main forms of available energy supply are electricity, natural gas, and oil. A

description of the 2016 California Green Building Standards Code and the Building Energy
Efficiency Standards, with which the Project would be required to comply, as well as
discussions regarding the Project’s potential effects related to energy demand during
construction and operations are provided below.

California Green Building Standards Code

The 2016 California Green Building Standards Code, otherwise known as the CALGreen
Code (CCR Title 24, Part 11), is a portion of the California Building Standards Code
(CBSC), which became effective with the rest of the CBSC on January 1, 2017. The
purpose of the CALGreen Code is to improve public health, safety, and general welfare by
enhancing the design and construction of buildings through the use of building concepts
having a reduced negative impact or positive environmental impact and encouraging
sustainable construction practices. The provisions of the code apply to the planning, design,
operation, construction, use, and occupancy of every newly constructed building or
structure throughout California. Requirements of the CALGreen Code include, but are not
limited to, the following measures:

e Compliance with relevant regulations related to future installation of Electric
Vehicle (EV) charging infrastructure in residential and non-residential structures;

e Indoor water use consumption is reduced through the establishment of maximum
fixture water use rates;

e Outdoor landscaping must comply with the California Department of Water
Resources’ Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance (MWELO), or a local
ordinance, whichever is more stringent, to reduce outdoor water use;

e Diversion of 65 percent of construction and demolition waste from landfills;

e Mandatory use of low-pollutant emitting interior finish materials such as paints,
carpet, vinyl flooring, and particle board; and
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e For some single-family and low-rise residential development developed after
January 1, 2020, mandatory on-site solar energy systems capable of producing 100
percent of the electricity demand created by the residence(s). Certain residential
developments, including those developments that are subject to substantial shading,
rendering the use of on-site solar photovoltaic systems infeasible, are exempted
from the foregoing requirement.

Building Energy Efficiency Standards

The 2016 Building Energy Efficiency Standards is a portion of the CBSC, which expands
upon energy efficiency measures from the 2013 Building Energy Efficiency Standards
resulting in a 28 percent reduction in energy consumption from the 2013 standards for
residential structures. Energy reductions relative to previous Building Energy Efficiency
Standards are achieved through various regulations including requirements for the use of
high-efficacy lighting, improved water heating system efficiency, and high-performance
attics and walls.

Construction Energy Use

Construction of the Project would involve on-site energy demand and consumption related
to use of oil in the form of gasoline and diesel fuel for construction worker vehicle trips,
hauling and materials delivery truck trips, and operation of off-road construction
equipment. In addition, diesel-fueled portable generators may be necessary to provide
additional electricity demands for temporary on-site lighting, welding, and for supplying
energy to areas of the sites where energy supply cannot be met via a hookup to the existing
electricity grid. Project construction would not involve the use of natural gas appliances or
equipment.

Even during the most intense period of construction, due to the different types of
construction activities (e.g., site preparation, grading, building construction), only portions
of the Project site would be disturbed at a time, with operation of construction equipment
occurring at different locations on the Project site, rather than a single location. In addition,
all construction equipment and operation thereof would be regulated per the CARB In-Use
Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation. The In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation is
intended to reduce emissions from in-use, off-road, heavy-duty diesel vehicles in California
by imposing limits on idling, requiring all vehicles to be reported to CARB, restricting the
addition of older vehicles into fleets, and requiring fleets to reduce emissions by retiring,
replacing, or repowering older engines, or installing exhaust retrofits. The In-Use Off-Road
Diesel Vehicle Regulation would subsequently help to improve fuel efficiency and reduce
energy use. Technological innovations and more stringent standards are being researched,
such as multi-function equipment, hybrid equipment, or other design changes, which could
help to reduce demand on oil and emissions associated with construction.

The CARB has recently prepared the 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan Update (2017
Scoping Plan),” which builds upon previous efforts to reduce GHG emissions and is

®  California Air Resources Board. The 2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan Update. January 20, 2017.
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designed to continue to shift the California economy away from dependence on fossil fuels.
Appendix B of the 2017 Scoping Plan includes examples of local actions (municipal code
changes, zoning changes, policy directions, and mitigation measures) that would support
the State’s climate goals. The examples provided include, but are not limited to, enforcing
idling time restrictions for construction vehicles, utilizing existing grid power for electric
energy rather than operating temporary gasoline/diesel-powered generators, and increasing
use of electric and renewable fuel-powered construction equipment. The regulations
described above, with which the Project must comply, would be consistent with the
intention of the 2017 Scoping Plan and the recommended actions included in Appendix B
of the 2017 Scoping Plan.

Based on the above, the temporary increase in energy use occurring during construction of
the Project would not result in a significant increase in peak or base demands or require
additional capacity from local or regional energy supplies. In addition, the Project would
be required to comply with all applicable regulations related to energy conservation and
fuel efficiency, which would help to reduce the temporary increase in demand.

Operational Energy Use

Following implementation of the Project, PG&E would provide natural gas to the Project
site. Electricity would be provided by SMUD. Energy use associated with operation of the
Project would be typical of residential uses, requiring electricity and natural gas for interior
and exterior building lighting, heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC),
electronic equipment, machinery, refrigeration, appliances, security systems, and more.
Maintenance activities during operations, such as landscape maintenance, would involve
the use of electric or gas-powered equipment. In addition to on-site energy use, the Project
would result in transportation energy use associated with vehicle trips generated by the
proposed development.

The Project would be subject to all relevant provisions of the most recent update of the
CBSC, including the Building Energy Efficiency Standards. Adherence to the most recent
CALGreen Code and the Building Energy Efficiency Standards, including the more
stringent Tier 1 standards required per the City’s Climate Action Plan (CAP), would ensure
that the proposed structures would consume energy efficiently through the incorporation
of such features as efficient water heating systems, high performance attics and walls, and
high efficacy lighting. Required compliance with the CBSC would ensure that the building
energy use associated with the Project would not be wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary.
The City’s CAP would require approximately 10 percent of the proposed residential units
to be all-electric; thus, such units would not involve any natural gas demand. In addition,
electricity supplied to the Project by SMUD would comply with the State’s Renewables
Portfolio Standard, which requires investor-owned utilities, electric service providers, and
community choice aggregators to increase procurement from eligible renewable energy
resources to 33 percent of total procurement by 2020 and to 60 percent by 2030. For 2024,
the first full year that this IS/MND assumes the Project would be operational, SMUD’s
renewable portfolio standard is anticipated to be approximately 43.8 percent. Thus, a
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portion of the energy consumed during Project operations would originate from renewable
sources.

With regard to transportation energy use, the Project would comply with all applicable
regulations associated with vehicle efficiency and fuel economy. Per the City’s CAP, the
proposed residential units would be required to be EV-ready. In addition, as discussed in
Section XVII, Transportation, of this Initial Study, the cumulative VMT associated with
development of the Project and other existing and planned development within the City of
Elk Grove would be below the established city-wide VMT threshold.

Conclusion

Based on the above, construction and operation of the Project would not result in wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources or conflict with or obstruct a
State or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. Thus, a less-than-significant
impact would occur. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including
the Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy, given compliance with the City’s CAP
(see Table 4). There is no new or substantially more severe impact.
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_ Lgss—lThan- Less- ImT;:X or
VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Potentially  Significant —p Increase
R Significant with L No Impact  Severity of
Would the PVO]QCt.' Impact Mitigation Slig;;llﬁcam Previous
Incorporated pact Significant
Impact?
a. Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including the No
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:
1. Rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as delineated on
the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map [ U 4 0 No
issued by the State Geologist for the
area based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault?
11. ' Strong seismic ground ] ] ”® ] No
shaking?
iii.  Seismic-related ground
failure, including liquefaction? - = * - No
iv.  Landslides? [] O 4 ] No
b. Resultin substantial soil erosion or the ] ] ”® ] No
loss of topsoil?
c. Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that
is unstable, or that would become
unstab}e as a resu?t of the proj ect, and ] ] ”® ] No
potentially result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?
d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined
in Table 18-1B of the Uniform Building
Code, creating substantial direct or - - * - No
indirect risks to life or property?
e. Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems [ [ L] No
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?
f. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or [ O ® L] No
unique geologic feature?
Discussion
ai-il.  As noted in the General Plan EIR, Sacramento County is less affected by seismic events

and geologic hazards than other portions of the state.!” The California Geological Survey’s
(CGS) map of seismic shaking hazards in California shows that most of Sacramento

10 City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.6-1]. February 2019.
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County, including the City of Elk Grove, is located in a relatively low-intensity ground
shaking zone. The nearest mapped fault is the Foothills Fault System, located
approximately 21 miles east of the City. The City does not contain any active or potentially
active faults, and is not located within an Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone. Thus, the
potential for surface rupture due to faulting occurring beneath the Project site during the
design life of the proposed development would be low.

Due to the site’s proximity to the nearest active faults, the potential exists for the proposed
apartment buildings to be subject to seismic ground shaking. However, the proposed
buildings would be properly engineered in accordance with the California Building Code
(CBC), which includes engineering standards appropriate for the seismic area in which the
Project site is located. The most recent edition of the CBC is adopted as Section 16.04.010
of the City’s Municipal Code. Conformance with the design standards is enforced through
building plan review and approval by the City of Elk Grove Division of Building prior to
the issuance of building permits. Proper engineering of the Project would ensure that
seismic-related effects would not cause adverse impacts. Therefore, a less-than-significant
impact would occur related to seismic surface rupture and strong seismic ground shaking.
There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

aiii,aiv,c,d.
The Project’s potential effects related to liquefaction, subsidence, landslides, lateral
spreading, and expansive soils are discussed in detail below.

Liquefaction

Liquefaction is the loss of soil strength due to seismic forces generating various types of
ground failure. As noted in the General Plan EIR, the soils underlying the City’s Planning
Area are relatively dense/stiff, and the upper 50 feet of soil are above the depth of
groundwater; therefore, the potential for liquefaction within the City, including the Project
site, is considered low.!! Project-specific design features related to liquefaction hazards
would not be required.

Landslides
Seismically-induced landslides are triggered by earthquake ground shaking. The risk of
landslide hazard is greatest in areas with steep, unstable slopes. The Project site does not

contain, and is not adjacent to, any steep slopes. Thus, landslides are not likely to occur on-
or off-site as a result of the Project.

Lateral Spreading

Lateral spreading is horizontal/lateral ground movement of relatively flat-lying soil
deposits towards a free face such as an excavation, channel, or open body of water;
typically, lateral spreading is associated with liquefaction of one or more subsurface layers
near the bottom of the exposed slope. The Project site does not contain open faces within

' City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.6-3]. February 2019.
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a distance that would be considered susceptible to lateral spreading. Therefore, the
potential for lateral spreading to affect the site is low.

Subsidence and Expansive Soils

When subsurface earth materials move, the movement can cause the gradual settling or
sudden sinking of ground. The phenomenon of settling or sinking ground is referred to as
subsidence, or settlement. Expansive soils are soils which undergo significant volume
change with changes in moisture content. Specifically, such soils shrink and harden when
dried and expand and soften when wetted, potentially resulting in damage to building
foundations.

As noted above, the City of Elk Grove has adopted the most recent edition of the CBC in
Section 16.04.010 of the City’s Municipal Code. As discussed in the General Plan EIR,
The CBC’s accepted engineering practices require special design and construction methods
for dealing with expansive soils. The two most common methods to prevent damage from
expansive soils are to design the building’s foundation to resist soil movement and to
control surface drainage in order to reduce seasonal fluctuations in soil moisture. Pursuant
to the CBC, the Project applicant would be required to submit a geotechnical report for the
site prior to issuance of building permits. The geotechnical study would identify
appropriate construction and structural design methods to reduce the potential for damage
from unstable soil conditions, including subsidence and expansive soils, and associated
risks to the proposed development would not occur.

Conclusion

Based on the above discussion, the Project would not result in potential hazards or risks
related to liquefaction, landslides, lateral spreading, or subsidence. Therefore, the Project
would not directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving liquefaction or landslides, and would not 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 off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse. In addition, substantial risks would not occur related to being
located on expansive soil. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur. The General
Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project site, would result in a
less-than-significant impact related to related to liquefaction, landslides, lateral spreading,
or subsidence, given compliance with existing State and local regulations and standards.
There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

During grading activities associated with development of the Project, and prior to
overlaying of the ground with impervious surfaces and landscaping elements, topsoil
would temporarily be exposed. Thus, the potential exists for wind and water to erode
portions of the exposed topsoil during construction, which could adversely affect
downstream storm drainage facilities. However, as noted in the General Plan EIR, Chapter
16.44, Land Grading and Erosion Control, of the City’s Municipal Code establishes
administrative procedures, minimum standards of review, and implementation and
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enforcement procedures for controlling erosion caused by land clearing, grubbing, grading,
filling, and land excavation activities. Section 16.44.050 includes the following
requirement:

Except as provided by EGMC Section 16.44.060, 16.44.065 or 16.44.070, a
grading and erosion control permit shall be required to: A) grade, fill, excavate,
store or dispose of three hundred fifty (350 yd®) cubic yards or more of soil or
earthy material, or B) clear and grub one (1) acre or greater of land within the City.
A separate permit is required for work on each site unless sites are contiguous,
have the same ownership, and are included in the approved plan. Any
determination by the Director as to whether a permit is required may be appealed
pursuant to the provisions of EGMC Section 16.44.300.

Furthermore, per Section 16.44.090, plans submitted to the City must include the location,
implementation schedule, and maintenance schedule of all erosion control measures and
sediment control measures to be implemented or constructed prior to, during or after the
proposed activity, along with a description of measures designed to control dust and
stabilize the construction site road and entrance. Per Section 16.44.150, grading and
erosion control permit applications and improvement plans may only be issued or approved
by the City if the Public Works Director finds that the Project would not adversely affect
surrounding properties and public rights-of-way, the water quality of watercourses, or
existing drainage.

Based on the above, the Project would be required to comply with all applicable standards
established in Chapter 16.44, including issuance of a grading and erosion control permit as
required by Section 16.44.050.

Conclusion

Given compliance with Chapter 16.44 and other applicable City regulations related to
erosion control, the Project would result in a less-than-significant impact related to
substantial soil erosion or loss of topsoil during construction. The General Plan EIR
concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project site, would result in a less-than-
significant impact related to related to soil erosion, given compliance with existing State
and local regulations and standards. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

The Project would connect to the existing City sanitary sewer lines located in the Project
vicinity. The construction or operation of septic tanks or other alternative wastewater
disposal systems is not included as part of the Project.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no impact regarding the capability of soil to adequately support the
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems would occur. The General
Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project site, would result in a
less-than-significant impact related to related to alternative waste disposal systems. There
is no new or substantially more severe impact.
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As noted in the General Plan EIR, impacts to paleontological resources can occur when
excavation activities encounter fossiliferous geological deposits and cause physical
destruction of fossil remains. The potential for impacts on fossils depends on the sensitivity
of the geologic unit and the amount and depth of grading and excavation. Much of the
City’s Planning Area is considered highly sensitive for paleontological resources.

Conclusion

Based on the above, ground-disturbing activities associated with the Project could
potentially result in the uncovering of paleontological resources. However, Implementation
of Mitigation Measure VII-1, as adopted from Mitigation Measure 5.6.5 of the General
Plan EIR, would ensure that the Project would not directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature. The General Plan EIR
concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project site, would result in a less-than-
significant impact to paleontological resources, given implementation of Mitigation
Measure 5.6.5. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur with implementation of
mitigation. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.

VII-1. Before the start of any earthmoving activities, the Project applicant shall
retain a qualified scientist (e.g., geologist, biologist, paleontologist) to train
all construction personnel involved with earthmoving activities, including
the site superintendent, regarding the possibility of encountering fossils, the
appearance and types of fossils likely to be seen during construction, and
proper notification procedures should fossils be encountered. Training on
paleontological resources shall also be provided to all other construction
workers but may use videotape of the initial training and/or written
materials rather than in-person training.

If any paleontological resources (fossils) are discovered during grading or
construction activities within the Project area, work shall be halted
immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, and the City Planning Division
shall be immediately notified. The Project applicant shall retain a qualified
paleontologist to evaluate the resource and prepare a recovery plan in
accordance with Society of Vertebrate Paleontology guidelines (SVP 2010).
The recovery plan may include, but is not limited to, a field survey,
construction monitoring, sampling and data recovery procedures, museum
storage coordination for any specimen recovered, and a report of findings.
Recommendations in the recovery plan that are determined by the City to
be necessary and feasible shall be implemented by the applicant before
construction activities resume in the area where the paleontological
resources were discovered.
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New Impact or
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. Impact Mitigation Impact Impact Preylous
Would the Project: Incorporated Significant
Impact?

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions,

either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the - * = N No
environment?
b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy
or regulation adopted for the purpose of ] % 0 0 N
0

reducing the emissions of greenhouse

gasses?

a,b.

Emissions of greenhouse gases (GHGs) contributing to global climate change are
attributable in large part to human activities associated with the industrial/manufacturing,
utility, transportation, residential, and agricultural sectors. Therefore, the cumulative global
emissions of GHGs contributing to global climate change can be attributed to every nation,
region, and city, and virtually every individual on earth. An individual project’s GHG
emissions are at a micro-scale level relative to global emissions and effects to global
climate change; however, an individual project could result in a cumulatively considerable
incremental contribution to a significant cumulative macro-scale impact. As such, impacts
related to emissions of GHG are inherently considered cumulative impacts.

Implementation of the Project would cumulatively contribute to increases of GHG
emissions. Estimated GHG emissions attributable to future development would be
primarily associated with increases of carbon dioxide (CO2) and, to a lesser extent, other
GHG pollutants, such as methane (CH4) and nitrous oxide (N20) associated with area
sources, mobile sources or vehicles, utilities (electricity and natural gas), water usage,
wastewater generation, and the generation of solid waste. The primary source of GHG
emissions for the Project would be mobile source emissions. The common unit of

measurement for GHG is expressed in terms of annual metric tons of CO2 equivalents
(MTCOz2el/yr).

In September 2006, Assembly Bill (AB) 32 was enacted, which requires that statewide
GHG emissions be reduced to 1990 levels by the year 2020. AB 32 delegated the authority
for implementation to the CARB and directs the CARB to enforce the statewide cap. In
accordance with AB 32, CARB prepared the Climate Change Scoping Plan (Scoping Plan)
for California, which was approved in 2008 and subsequently revised in 2014 and 2017.
The 2017 revision to the Scoping Plan updated the plan in compliance with Senate Bill
(SB) 32. SB 32 codified emissions reduction targets for the year 2030, which had
previously been established by Executive Order B-30-15.
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Per SMAQMD and Section 15183.5 of the CEQA Guidelines, a project may satisfy
applicable GHG analysis requirements under CEQA by demonstrating compliance with a
qualified CAP.!? Specifically, Section 15183.5 states the following:

Lead agencies may analyze and mitigate the significant effects of greenhouse gas
emissions at a programmatic level, such as in a general plan, a long range
development plan, or a separate plan to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Later
project-specific environmental documents may tier from and/or incorporate by
reference that existing programmatic review. Project-specific environmental
documents may rely on an EIR containing a programmatic analysis of greenhouse
gas emissions as provided in section 15152 (tiering), 15167 (staged EIRs) 15168
(program EIRs), 15175-15179.5 (Master EIRs), 15182 (EIRs Prepared for Specific
Plans), and 15183 (EIRs Prepared for General Plans, Community Plans, or
Zoning).

On February 27, 2019, the City of Elk Grove adopted an updated CAP that includes city-
wide goals and strategies for the reduction of GHG emissions. The City’s CAP includes
per-capita GHG emissions targets of 7.6 metric tons of CO2 equivalents (MTCOze/yr) by
2020, 4.1 MTCOze/yr by 2030, and 1.4 MTCOze/yr by 2050. As calculated per CalEEMod
(see the appendix to this IS/MND), using the same assumptions as presented in the Air
Quality section of this IS'MND and relying on the population estimates provided in the
Population and Housing section of this IS/MND, the Project would generate a per capita
total of 3.69 MTCOze/yr (for a worst-case scenario), which is below both the 2020 and
2030 targets (6282.19 MTCO2/yr / 1,701 residents. However, such targets are not intended
for use as CEQA thresholds but, rather, are plan-level, community-wide emissions
reductions targets developed to demonstrate consistency with the State’s GHG reduction
targets. It should be noted that the CAP does not include a threshold of significance for
construction emissions.

The CAP is a qualified plan for GHG emissions. The General Plan EIR concluded that with
implementation of the CAP, buildout of the City’s Planning Area would not conflict with
applicable plans, policies, or regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions
of GHGs, and a less-than-significant impact would occur. As such projects that are
implement all applicable CAP measures and are consistent with the CAP may streamline
based on the CAP, and would similarly result in less-than-significant impacts.

As demonstrated in Table 4 below, the Project would be consistent with all applicable
measures included in the City’s CAP, upon implementation of Mitigation Measure VIII-1.
Furthermore, the Project is consistent with the Project site’s current General Plan land use
designations. As such, buildout of the site and associated GHG emissions has been
previously anticipated by the City and analyzed in the General Plan EIR.

12 Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Climate Action Planning in the Sacramento

Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. November 2017.
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CAP Consistency

Table 4

CAP Implementation Measure

Project Consistency

BE-4. Building Stock: Encourage or
Require Green Building Practices in
New Construction

Implement Mitigation Measure VIII-1.

BE-5. Building Stock: Phase in Zero Net
Energy Standards in New Construction

Implement Mitigation Measure VIII-1.

BE-6. Building Stock: Electrification in
New and Existing Residential
Development

Implement Mitigation Measure VIII-1.

BE-7. Building Stock: Solar
Photovoltaics in Residential and
Commercial Development

The Project would be required to comply with 2019
Title 24 standards, which include requirements
related to installation of PV systems for new
residential development and construct PV-ready
commercial buildings.

BE-8. SMUD Greenergy and
SolarShares Programs (only if on-site
solar is not deemed feasible)

Given consistency with BE-7, this measure is not
applicable to the Project.

TACM-2. Transit-Oriented
Development

The Project would include construction of both
medium-density and high-density residential uses,
as well as future construction of on-site commercial
uses. Thus, the Project would contribute to
increased densities within the project area. In
addition, at the eastern site boundary, the Project
would include construction of a bus stop at Lewis
Stein Road.

TACM-4. Pedestrian and Bicycle Travel

The Project would provide for attached sidewalks
along all of the proposed internal roadways, and
new sidewalks would be provided along the Project
frontages to the north, east, and west. Within the
southern portion of the Project site, the Project will
include the construction of a 10-foot-wide bike trail
along the length of Laguna Creek, with multiple
connections extending northward to the proposed
commercial and residential development. The
proposed trail would connect to existing bike trail
segments located west and east of the site.

TACM-6. Limit Vehicle Miles Traveled

As discussed in Section XVII, Transportation, of
this Supplemental IS/MND, the estimated VMT
associated with the Project would not exceed the
thresholds established by General Plan Policy
MOB-1-1.

TACM-8. Tier 4 Final Construction
Equipment

Implement Mitigation Measure VIII-1.

TACM-9. EV Charging Requirements

Implement Mitigation Measure VIII-1.

For disclosure purposes, the Project’s GHG emissions were quantified with CalEEMod
using the same assumptions as presented in the Air Quality section of this Supplemental
IS/MND. The Project’s required compliance with the 2016 California Building Energy
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Efficiency Standards Code was assumed in the modeling; however, given that building
permits would be issued after January 1, 2020, the project would be required to comply
with the more stringent 2019 standards. Thus, the modeling assumptions provide a
conservative estimate of project emissions. In addition, the COz intensity factor within the
model was adjusted to reflect the Sacramento Municipal Utility District’s anticipated
progress towards statewide renewable portfolio standard goals. All CalEEMod results are
included in an appendix to this Supplemental IS/MND.

Construction GHG emissions are a one-time release and are, therefore, not typically
expected to generate a significant contribution to global climate change. Nonetheless, the
Project’s construction-related GHG emissions have been estimated and are presented in
Table 5 below. The construction modeling assumptions are described in the Air Quality
section of this Supplemental IS/MND and included in the appendix.

Table 5
Unmitigated Annual Project Construction GHG Emissions

Year Annual GHG Emissions (MTCO,e/yr)
2020 816.46

2021 1,171.13

2022 1,148.03

2023 427.94

Source: CalEEMod, April 2019 (see Appendix).

Emissions modeling for construction showed that the most intensive year of construction
of the proposed development would result in GHG emission of 1,171.13 MTCOze/yr. The
City does not have a threshold of significance for construction-related emissions. However,
in order to provide a meaningful analysis of GHG emissions, the emissions from the most
intensive year of construction have been added to the annual operational emissions.
According to the CalEEMod results, the Project would result in total annual GHG
emissions as shown in Table 6 below, including the maximum annual expected
construction emissions. As noted above, the emissions estimates presented herein are for
disclosure purposes only, and do not affect the conclusions of this analysis.

Table 6
Maximum Unmitigated Project GHG Emissions
Annual GHG Emissions
Construction-Related GHG Emissions: 1,171.13 (MTCOze/yr)
Operational GHG Emissions 5,111.06 (MTCOqe/yr)
Area 8.92 (MTCOze/yr)

Energy 1,358.24 (MTCOze/yr)
Mobile 3,426.43 (MTCO,e/yr)

Solid Waste 242.78 (MTCOqe/yr)

Water 74.71 (MTCOze/yr)
Total Annual GHG Emissions 6,282.19 (MTCOzelyr)

Source: CalEEMod, April 2019 (see Appendix).
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Conclusion

As noted previously, the City’s CAP was established to ensure the City’s compliance with
the statewide GHG reduction goals required by AB 32 and SB 32. Therefore, given that
the Project would implement all applicable CAP measures within the CAP, as required by
Mitigation Measure VIII-1, and would be consistent with the site’s current General Plan
land use designations, the Project would not result in increased GHG emissions relative to
what was previously considered by the City and analyzed in the General Plan EIR. Thus,
the Project would not be considered to generate GHG emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment, or conflict with any
applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of
GHGs. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project
site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to related to GHG emissions
given compliance with the City’s CAP and applicable General Plan policies. The Project
is consistent with that determination upon implementation of the proposed Mitigation
Measures. There is no new or substantially more severe impacts than those previously
analyzed.

Mitigation Measure(s)

VIII-1. Prior to issuance of building permits, Project Building Plans shall
demonstrate compliance with the following applicable measures included
in the City’s Climate Action Plan, to the satisfaction of the City of Elk Grove
Planning Division:

e BE-4: The Project shall comply with 2016 CalGreen Tier 1
standards, including a 15 percent improvement over minimum Title
24, Part 6, Building Energy Efficiency Standards. If building
permits are issued subsequent to January 1, 2020, the Project shall
provide a level of efficiency at least that of Tier 1 of the 2016
CalGreen Code, or baseline of the current CalGreen Code,
whichever is more efficient.

e BE-5: Should any residential portion of the Project (including
single-family and multi-family) be constructed after January I,
2025, these units shall be constructed as Zero Net Energy units. The
Project shall achieve a Total Energy Deign Rating (Total EDR) and
Energy Efficiency Design Rating (Efficiency EDR) of zero,
consistent with the standards in Title 24, Part 6 of the California
Code of Regulations, for all units permitted after January 1, 2025.

o BE-6: At least 10 percent of all residential units shall include all-
electric appliances and HVAC systems, including, but not limited to,
(A) a heat pump water heater with a minimum Uniform Energy
Factor of 2.87, and (B) an induction cooktop/range for all cooking
surfaces in the unit.

o  TACM-8: A minimum of 25 percent of the off-road construction fleet
used during construction of the Project shall include Environmental
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Protection Agency certified off-road Tier 4 diesel engines (or
better).

TACM-9: The Project shall, at a minimum, provide the following
minimum electrical vehicle service equipment:

o EV-ready for all single-family units;

o For multi-family units, 2.5 percent of parking stalls with EV
charging equipment installed and 2.5 percent of parking
stalls EV-ready, and

o For retail uses, 3 percent of parking stalls with EV charging
equipment installed and 3 percent of parking stalls EV-
ready.

Should the City adopt a higher standard prior to issuance of any
applicable building permit, such higher standards shall apply.
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IX. HAZARDS AND —
HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Significant
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a. Create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through the ]
routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials?

b. Create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and ]
accident conditions involving the
likely release of hazardous materials
into the environment?

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within O
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 Government
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a O]
result, would it create a significant
hazard to the public or the
environment?

e. For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use ]
airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard or excessive noise for
people residing or working in the
project area?

f.  Impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an adopted ]
emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

g. Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to the risk of ]
loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires?
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Discussion

a. Residential and commercial land uses are not typically associated with the routine
transport, use, disposal, or generation of substantial amounts of hazardous materials. Future
residents, as well as future on-site commercial uses, may use common household cleaning
products, fertilizers, and herbicides on-site, any of which could contain potentially
hazardous chemicals; however, such products would be expected to be used in accordance
with label instructions. Due to the amount utilized on the site, routine use of such products
would not represent a substantial risk to public health or the environment. In addition, the
City provides a special waste collection center for the proper disposal of household
hazardous wastes.

Conclusion

Therefore, the Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, and a less-than-
significant impact would occur. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City,
including the Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact. There is no new
or substantially more severe impact.

b. The following discussion provides an analysis of potential hazards and hazardous materials
associated with upset or accident conditions related to the proposed construction activities

and existing on-site conditions.

Construction Activities

Construction activities associated with the Project would involve the use of heavy
equipment, which would contain fuels and oils, and various other products such as
concrete, paints, and adhesives. Small quantities of potentially toxic substances (e.g.,
petroleum and other chemicals used to operate and maintain construction equipment)
would be used at the Project site and transported to and from the site during construction.
However, the Project contractor would be required to comply with all California Health
and Safety Codes and local City ordinances regulating the handling, storage, and
transportation of hazardous and toxic materials. Pursuant to California Health and Safety
Code Section 25510(a), except as provided in subdivision (b),'* the handler or an
employee, authorized representative, agent, or designee of a handler, shall, upon discovery,
immediately report any release or threatened release of a hazardous material to the unified
program agency (in the case of the Project, the Contra Costa Health Services Department)
in accordance with the regulations adopted pursuant to this section. The handler or an
employee, authorized representative, agent, or designee of the handler shall provide all
State, city, or county fire or public health or safety personnel and emergency response
personnel with access to the handler's facilities. In the case of this Project, the contractor is
required to notify the Contra Costa Health Services Department in the event of an

13" Subdivision (a) does not apply to a person engaged in the transportation of a hazardous material on a highway

that is subject to, and in compliance with, the requirements of Sections 2453 and 23112.5 of the Vehicle Code.
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accidental release of a hazardous material, who would then monitor the conditions and
recommend appropriate remediation measures.

Existing On-Site Hazardous Materials

The Project site is currently vacant and undeveloped. Per a Phase I and Limited Phase II
Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) prepared for the project site by Geocon Consultants,
Inc. (Geocon),' the site does not contain any recognized environmental conditions (RECs)
such as stressed vegetation, septic systems, wells, above-ground storage tanks (ASTs), or
underground storage tanks (USTs). It should be noted that the Project site contains an
existing 12-foot-high soil stockpile, located along the eastern portion of the site, that was
added to the site in 2002 as a result of channelization and trail creation work competed
south and east of the site along Laguna Creek. Per the Phase I ESA, the soil stockpile is
not likely to have created an REC on the Project site.

Given that the site was previously used for agricultural production, Geocon conducted a
limited Phase II soil investigation to evaluate the presence of organochlorine pesticides
(OCPs) and or other agricultural chemicals within on-site soils. As part of the Phase II
analysis, a total of ten soil samples were collected throughout the site and submitted to a
laboratory for analysis. Based on the results of the laboratory analysis, OCPs were not
detected in any of the soil samples. In addition, concentrations of arsenic ere within
naturally occurring background concentrations for local soils. Therefore, Geocon
concluded that on-site soils have not been impacted by prior agricultural uses, and
contaminated soils would not pose a risk to the Project, and development of the Project site
would not result in the release of hazardous materials into the environment.

Conclusion

Construction activities would be required to adhere to all relevant guidelines and
ordinances regulating the handling, storage, and transportation of hazardous materials. In
addition, known hazardous materials have not been identified on the Project site. Thus, the
Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the likely release of
hazardous materials into the environment, and a less-than-significant impact would occur.
The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project site, would
result in a less-than-significant impact related to construction hazards, given compliance
with General Plan EIR Mitigation Measure 5.8.2, which requires evaluation of
development sites for potential hazards. There is no new or substantially more severe
1mmpact.

c. The Project site is not located within a quarter mile of any existing or proposed schools.
The nearest school is the Irene B. West Elementary School, located approximately 0.38-

14" Geocon Consultants, Inc. Phase I and Limited Phase II Environmental Site Assessment Report, Sheldon Farms —

APN 116-0012-051 and 116-0012-059, Sheldon Road at Bruceville Road, Elk Grove, Sacramento County,
California. October 2017.
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mile north of the site. Furthermore, as discussed above, hazardous materials would not be
emitted during construction or operation of the Project.

Conclusion

Therefore, the Project would have no impact related to hazardous emissions or the
handling of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-
quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. The General Plan EIR concluded that
buildout of the City, including the Project site, would result in a less-than-significant
impact. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

d. Per the SWRCB GeoTracker data management system, the Project site is not located on a
list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5.1

Conclusion

Therefore, the Project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
associated with such, and no impact would occur. The General Plan EIR concluded that
buildout of the City, including the Project site, would result in a less-than-significant
impact. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

e. The nearest airport to the site is the private use Borges-Clarksburg Airport, located
approximately 4.75 miles west of the site. As such, the Project site is not located within
two miles of any public airports or private airstrips, and does not fall within an airport land
use plan area.

Conclusion

Therefore, no impact related to a safety hazard for people residing or working in the Project
area related to such would occur. The General Plan EIR did not identify any significant
impacts related to aircraft hazards. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

f. As noted in the City’s General Plan EIR, Elk Grove participates in the multijurisdictional
Sacramento County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP), last updated in 2016.'® The
purpose of the LHMP is to guide hazard mitigation planning to better protect the people
and property of the County from the effects of hazard events. The Sacramento LHMP
includes policies and programs for participating jurisdictions to implement that reduce the
risk of hazards and protect public health, safety, and welfare. In addition to participating in
the County’s LHMP, the City of Elk Grove maintains an Emergency Operations Plan
(EOP) that provides a strategy for the City to coordinate and conduct emergency response.
The intent of the EOP is to provide direction on how to respond to an emergency from the
initial onset, through an extended response, and into the recovery process.

15 State Water Resources Control Board. GeoTracker. Available at: https:/geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/.

Accessed January 2019.
16 City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.8-13]. February 2019.
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Conclusion

Given that the Project is consistent with the site’s current land use and zoning designations,
the Project would not physically interfere with the LHMP or the EOP, particularly with
identified emergency routes. Specifically, development of the site and associated effects
on emergency evacuation has been anticipated by the City and analyzed in the General Plan
EIR. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project site,
would result in a less-than-significant impact related to conflicting with evacuation routes
in the event of an emergency. Therefore, the Project would not interfere with an emergency
evacuation or response plan, and a less-than-significant impact would occur. There is no
new or substantially more severe impact.

According to the City of Elk Grove General Plan EIR, the City does not contain any areas
that are designated as moderate, high, or very high Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZs).!”
In addition, the Project site is surrounded by existing development to the north, east and
west, and is located within a developed urban area within the City. Thus, the potential for
wildland fires to reach the Project site would be relatively limited. Furthermore, all new
development within the Project site would be required per the California Fire Code to
incorporate ignition resistant construction standards such as ignition-resistant materials and
design to resist the intrusion of flame or embers projected by a vegetation fire (wildfire
exposure). In addition to Fire Code requirements, the City is responsible for ensuring that
fire safe standards for defensible space are included in project design to reduce the intensity
of a wildland fire by reducing the volume and density of fuels (e.g., vegetation that can
transmit fire to a building or structure), providing increased safety for fire equipment and
evacuating civilians, and providing a point of attack or defense from a wildland fire. The
current defensible space clearance requirement to be maintained around buildings and
structures is 100 feet.

Conclusion

Therefore, the Project would not expose people or structures to the risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas
or where residences are intermixed with wildlands, and a less-than-significant impact
would occur. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including the
Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to wildfire risk. There is
no new or substantially more severe impact.

17

City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.11-1]. February 2019.
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Discussion

a. The following discussion provides a summary of the Project’s potential to violate water
quality standards/waste discharge requirements or otherwise degrade water quality during
construction and operation.
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Construction

During the early stages of Project construction activities, topsoil would be exposed due to
grading, trenching for utilities, and other standard ground-disturbing activities. After
grading and prior to overlaying the ground surface with impervious surfaces and structures,
the potential exists for wind and water erosion to discharge sediment and/or urban
pollutants into stormwater runoff, which could adversely affect water quality downstream.

The SWRCB regulates stormwater discharges associated with construction activities where
clearing, grading, or excavation results in a land disturbance of one or more acres. The
City’s National Pollutant Discharge FElimination System (NPDES) permit requires
applicants to show proof of coverage under the State’s General Construction Permit prior
to receipt of any construction permits. The State’s General Construction Permit requires
that subject projects must file a Notice of Intent with the SWRCB and develop a site-
specific Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP). A SWPPP describes Best
Management Practices (BMPs) to control or minimize pollutants from entering stormwater
and must address both grading/erosion impacts and non-point source pollution impacts of
the development project. BMPs include, but are not limited to, tracking controls, perimeter
sediment controls, drain inlet protection, wind erosion/dust controls, and waste
management control. Because the Project would disturb greater than one acre of land, the
Project would be subject to the requirements of the State’s General Construction Permit.

Operation

The proposed residential and commercial uses would not involve operations typically
associated with the generation or discharge of polluted water. Thus, typical operations on the
Project site would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, nor
degrade water quality. However, addition of the impervious surfaces on the site would result
in the generation of urban runoff, which could contain pollutants if the runoff comes into
contact with vehicle fluids on parking surfaces and/or landscape fertilizers and herbicides.

The NPDES discharge requirements address waste discharge, such as stormwater, from
municipal separate storm sewer systems (MS4s).!® The City jointly participates as an MS4
permittee, together with Citrus Heights, Folsom, Galt, Rancho Cordova, Sacramento, and
the County of Sacramento. NPDES permit terms are five years. The current region-wide
permit (Order No. R5- 2016-0040) adopted by the Central Valley RWQCB in June 2016
allows each permittee to discharge urban runoff from MS4s in its respective municipal
jurisdiction, and requires Phase I MS4 permittees to enroll under the region-wide permit as
their current individual permits expire. Regional MS4 permit activities are managed jointly
by the Sacramento Stormwater Quality Partnership, which consists of the seven
jurisdictions covered by the permit. Under the permit, each permittee is also responsible
for ensuring that stormwater quality management plans are developed and implemented
that meet the discharge requirements of the permit. Under the 2016 permit, measures
should be included in the stormwater quality management plans that demonstrate how new
development would incorporate low-impact development (LID) design in projects. The

18 City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.9-22]. February 2019.
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City’s Department of Public Works is responsible for ensuring its specific MS4 permit
(Order No. R5-2016-0040-005) requirements are implemented. Compliance with the MS4
permit, as regulated through Chapter 15.12 of the City’s Municipal Code, would ensure
that impacts to water quality standards or waste discharge requirements would not occur
during operation of the Project.

The Conceptual Water Quality Control Plan and Preliminary Drainage Study prepared for
the Project verifies that the Project would comply with all City stormwater requirements
related to water quality.!” Stormwater within the developed portions of the Project site
would be collected by drain inlets and conveyed through underground storm drainage pipes
to water quality swales located adjacent to Laguna Creek within Lots E, F, and G (see
Figure 6). The underground drainage infrastructure would be sized to meet City standards.
The water quality swales would total 1,600 lineal feet and would be between seven and
eight feet deep. Ultimately, runoff from the swales would be directed to a proposed 3.9-
acre bio-retention basin located within Lot D in the Project site. The bio-retention basin
would be constructed at an approximate depth of 10 to 12 feet and would include a drainage
outfall designed to discharge treated runoff to Laguna Creek by way of a new 42-inch
outfall. The basin would treat stormwater primarily by filtering runoff slowly through an
active layer of soil, allowing for removal of pollutants. The bio-retention basin would be
sized to exceed the minimum volume requirement necessary to adequately handle all runoff
from the proposed impervious surfaces and landscaping, consistent with the requirements
of the regional MS4 permit.

Based on the above, the Project would comply with the water quality requirements
established by Chapter 5.12 of the City’s Municipal Code, the SWRCB, and the RWQCB.
Therefore, during operation, the Project would comply with all relevant water quality
standards and waste discharge requirements, and would not degrade water quality.

Conclusion

Based on the SWMP prepared for the Project, the Project would comply with all applicable
regulations during operation, does not involve uses associated with the generation or discharge
of polluted water, and would be designed to adequately treat stormwater runoff from the site
prior to discharge. With implementation of Mitigation Measures X-1 and X-2, which would
ensure that adequate BMPs are incorporated during construction and operation in
accordance with SWRCB regulations, the Project would result in a less-than-significant
impact with regard to violation of water quality standards and degradation of water quality.
The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project site, would
result in a less-than-significant impact related to water quality. There is no new or
substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.

19 Wood Rodgers. Preliminary Drainage Study, Sheldon Farms North, City of Elk Grove, California. June 2018.
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X-1. Prior to issuance of grading permits, the contractor shall prepare a Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for review and approval by the
RWRCB. The developer shall file the Notice of Intent (NOI) and associated
fee to the SWRCB. The SWPPP shall serve as the framework for
identification, assignment, and implementation of BMPs. The contractor
shall implement BMPs to reduce pollutants in stormwater discharges to the
maximum extent practicable. Construction (temporary) BMPs for the
project may include, but are not limited to: fiber rolls, straw bale barrier,
straw wattles, storm drain inlet protection, velocity dissipation devices, silt
fences, wind erosion control, stabilized construction entrance,
hydroseeding, revegetation techniques, and dust control measures. The
SWPPP shall be submitted to the Director of Public Works/City Engineer
for review and approval and shall remain on the project site during all
phases of construction. Following implementation of the SWPPP, the
contractor shall subsequently demonstrate the SWPPP's effectiveness and
provide for necessary and appropriate revisions, modifications, and
improvements to reduce pollutants in stormwater discharges to the
maximum extent practicable.

X-2. Prior to issuance of grading permits, the Project improvement plans shall
demonstrate, to the satisfaction of the City Engineer, that the Project design
is compliant with the City of Elk Grove MS4 permit (Order No. R5-2016-
0040-005), consistent with Chapter 15.12 of the City’s Municipal Code.

Groundwater demands associated with the Project are evaluated in a WSA prepared for the
Project by the SCWA.?° As noted in the WSA, water demands associated with the Project,
as well as demands associated with the larger SCWA Zone 40 service area within which
the Project site is located, would ultimately be met by conjunctive use of groundwater,
surface water, and a small portion of recycled water. The SCWA pumps groundwater from
the South American Sub-basin, as defined by the California Department of Water
Resources (DWR) Bulletin 118. The Sacramento Central Groundwater Authority (SCGA)
manages groundwater in the Central Basin portion of the South American Subbasin within
which the Project site is located. Currently, SCGA is undergoing discussions with other
groundwater basin users of the South American Subbasin to evaluate options for formation
of'a Groundwater Sustainability Agency and development of a Groundwater Sustainability
Plan (GSP), consistent with the requirements of the Sustainable Groundwater Management
Act (SGMA). However, DWR has not approved a GSP for the Subbasin at this time.

Pursuant to the WSA, the estimated long term annual sustainable yield of groundwater
from the Central Basin is 273,000 acre-feet per year (afy). The determination of the
sustainable yield of the Central Basin (273,000 afy) was negotiated by the Water Forum
Groundwater Negotiating Team (GWNT) and involved a complex process that developed
the long-term average annual pumping limit of the basin. The long-term average annual
pumping limit is described as the hydro-geologic process under which groundwater can be
pumped and not exceed average natural recharge over a long-term period of time. As noted
in the General Plan EIR, monitoring and data analysis by the SCGA indicate that subbasin

20

Sacramento County Water Agency. Water Supply Assessment for Sheldon Farms North. January 2019.
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groundwater pumping operations from 2005 through 2017 have not exceeded the
sustainable yield conditions set forth in the Water Forum Agreement.

Conclusion

Given that the Project is consistent with the site’s current General Plan land use and zoning
designations, groundwater use associated with development of the Project has been
anticipated by the City and accounted for in regional planning efforts and analyzed in the
General Plan EIR. Therefore, consistent with the conclusions of the WSA prepared for the
Project, the Project would not substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the Project may impede sustainable
groundwater management of the basin, and a less-than-significant impact would occur. The
General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project site, would
result in a less-than-significant impact related to groundwater, given compliance with
General Plan EIR Mitigation Measure 5.12.1.1 related to new annexations into the City.
There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Development of the Project would result in an increase in impervious surfaces on the
Project site, which would alter the existing drainage pattern of the site. As noted in the
General Plan EIR, Section 16.44 of the City’s Municipal Code requires projects that would
increase drainage flows and have the potential to exceed the capacity of existing drainage
facilities to identify, on project plans, the improvements needed to accommodate the
increased flows. As noted previously, such improvements must comply with the
performance standards set forth in the regional NPDES MS4 permit. As required by
Mitigation Measure X-2, consistent with Section 16.44 of the Municipal Code, the Project
would include appropriate site design measures, source controls, and hydraulically-sized
stormwater treatment measures to limit the rate and amount of stormwater runoff leaving
the site.

As part of the Preliminary Drainage Study prepared for the Project by Wood Rodgers, the
proposed on-site drainage system was evaluated for consistency with the 1996 Sacramento
City/County Drainage Manual (Volume 2) developed for the Sacramento County
Department of Water Resources, as well as the City of Elk Grove 2007 Improvement
standards. The proposed drainage system was evaluated against the minimum velocity,
freeboard, and cover requirements outlined in the City’s standards. In addition, future on-
site stormwater flows were modeled to determine whether such flows would be equal to or
less than existing conditions for the following storm events: 10-year, 24-hour; 100-year,
24-hour; and 100-year, 10-day.

Table 7 below provides a summary of the modeled existing and proposed peak flows,
presented in cubic feet per second (CFS) at the proposed outfall for each modeled storm
event, along with the initial hydraulic grade line (HGL) and proposed stage for the on-site
bio-retention basin during each event. It should be noted that an existing hydraulic model
of the Laguna Creek Bypass Channel could not be acquired at the time the Preliminary
Drainage Study was prepared, nor could a stage hydrograph for the 10-year and 100-year
storm events. Thus, in order to provide a conservative approach, Wood Rodgers used the
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static elevations reported in the FEMA Flood Insurance Study (FIS) for a 10-year storm of
21.0 feet and a 100-year storm of 22.6 feet to determine the maximum tailwater conditions.

Table 7
Existing and Proposed Peak Flows and Basin Stages
FEMA FIS | Basin Initial Existing Proposed Proposed
Static HGL HGL Total Area | Flows (CFS) | Flows (CFS) | Basin Stage |
10-Year, 24-Hour
21.0feet | 172feet | 78acres | 43.2 | 1.9 | 21.2 feet
100-Year, 24-Hour
22.6 feet 74.7 3.7 22.6 feet
18.1 feet 174 feet 78 acres 74.7 13.2 21.5 feet
100-Year, 10-Day
22.6 feet 40.6 39.8 23.0 feet
18.1 feet 174 feet 78 acres 40.6 19.2 21.7 feet

Note: HGLs of 21.0 feet for the 10-year flood event and 22.6 feet for the 100-year flood events are used to determine
maximum tailwater conditions. Alternate scenarios were analyzed for the minimum tailwater conditions to
determine the maximum discharge from the proposed basin outfall. Specifically, the 10-year and 100-year
models were simulated with the 42-inch outfall pipe full at elevation 18.1 feet to verify that the detention/water
quality basin does not increase discharge flows when coincident with a lower water surface in the Laguna Creek
Bypass Channel.

Source: Wood Rogers, 2018.

As shown in the table, the Project would result in reduced stormwater flows from the
Project site for all modeled storm events. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with the
drainage requirements established in Section 16.44 of the City’s Municipal Code and the
regional MS4 permit. The capacity of the City’s existing stormwater drainage
infrastructure would not be exceeded, and alterations to such infrastructure would not be
needed. In addition, pursuant to Section 15.10.020 if the Municipal Code, the proposed
residential and commercial development would be subject to payment of monthly drainage
fees, to be used by the City for the acquisition, construction, reconstruction, maintenance,
and operation of City storm drainage facilities. Furthermore, prior to approval of
improvement plans, the Project would be subject to payment of drainage impact fees to the
City.

Conclusion

In conclusion, the Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the
site or area in a manner which would result in erosion, siltation, or flooding on- or off-site,
create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems, or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff.
Consequently, the Project would result in a less-than-significant impact. The General Plan
EIR concluded that buildout of the City, including the Project site, would result in a less-
than-significant impact related to increases in stormwater runoff. There is no new or
substantially more severe impact.

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate
Map numbers 06067C0308H and 06067C0316H, the Project site is located within Zone
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X.2! FEMA defines Zone X as an area located outside of the 100-year year floodplain.
Thus, the Project would not include any development within a Special Flood Hazard Area,
and would not be subject to the flood damage regulations included in Chapter 16.60 of the
City’s Municipal Code. It should be noted that the southernmost portion of the Project site
is located within a FEMA-designated 500-year floodplain. In addition, Laguna Creek to
the south of the site is designated as a Special Flood Hazard Area located within a 100-
year floodplain. However, the Project would not include development of any buildings or
permanent structures within the 100-year, 200-year, or 500-year floodplain associated with
the Laguna Creek corridor. As part of the Project, the southern portion of the site nearest
Laguna Creek would be retained as open space, with a shared use pedestrian/bike path
extending along the northern edge of the creek corridor. As discussed previously in Section
IV, Biological Resources, the proposed commercial and residential structures would be
located approximately 110 feet minimum from the centerline of Laguna Creek. In addition,
the proposed bio-retention basin would be located approximately 70 feet minimum from
the stream centerline. As such, the Project would comply with the stream buffer
requirements established by General Plan Standard NR-1.2d.

Pursuant to the General Plan EIR, in the event of dam failure, Folsom Dam and Sly Park
Dam have the potential to cause flooding in the Planning Area. While the Project site is
located outside of the Sly Park Dam inundation zone, the site is within the dam failure
inundation zone for Folsom Dam.?? As noted in the General Plan EIR, the US Army Corps
of Engineers is completing improvements to the Folsom Dam spillway on the American
River to help reduce downstream flood risk. The General Plan EIR concluded that future
development in the Planning Area may occur in locations subject to 100- and/or 200-year
flood risk, including flooding from levee failure, or could place structures where they may
have the potential to impede or redirect flood flows. However, with implementation of
General Plan policies and existing regulations, exposure of new development to flood
hazard risk and the potential for future development to cause new flooding or exacerbate
flood hazards was determined to be less than significant. For example, General Plan
Policies ER-2-2 and ER-2-13 provide a mechanism to ensure new development would not
site structures or features where they have the potential to affect floodplain storage capacity
or adversely redirect or impede flood flows.

Conclusion

Based on the above, the Project would not place housing or structures within the 100-year
floodplain, nor would the Project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee
or dam. Therefore, no impact would result. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout
of the City, including the Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related
to flooding. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

d. Tsunamis are defined as sea waves created by undersea fault movement, whereas a seiche
is a long-wavelength, large-scale wave action set up in a closed body of water such as a

2l Federal Emergency Management Agency. National Flood Hazard Layer FIRMette. Exported January 2019.

22 City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [Figure 5.9-5]. February 2019.

74
July 2020



Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

lake or reservoir. The Project site is not located within the vicinity of an ocean or a large
closed body of water. Thus, the Project site would not be exposed to flooding risks
associated with tsunamis or seiches. In addition, as noted above, the Project site is not
located within a flood hazard zone. Furthermore, the General Plan EIR concluded that
buildout of the Planning Area, including the Project site, would result in no impacts related
to inundation by tsunami or seiche.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no impact would occur with development of the Project. The General
Plan EIR did not identify any significant impacts related to tsunamis or seiches associated
with buildout of the City, including the Project site. There is no new or substantially more
severe impact.
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Less-Than- Ne\iv [mpact
Potentially Significant Less-Than- or Increase
XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING. Significant with Significant No Sever}ty of
Would the Pr oject: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact Previous
Incorporated Significant
Impact?
a. Physwall.y divide an established ] ] " ] No
community?
b. Cause a significant environmental impact
due to a conflict with any land use plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the ] 0 ® 0 No
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
Discussion
a. A project risks dividing an established community if the project would introduce

infrastructure or alter land use so as to change the land use conditions in the surrounding
community, or isolate an existing land use. The Project site does not contain existing
housing or other development. In addition, the Project would be compatible with the
existing residential uses to the north, east, and west of the site. The Project would not alter
the existing general development trends in the area or isolate an existing land use.

Conclusion

Based on the above, the Project would not physically divide an established community and
a less-than-significant impact would occur. The General Plan EIR did not identify any
significant impacts related to physically dividing an established community. There is no
new or substantially more severe impact.

b. The Project site is currently designated LDR, MDR, Community Commercial, and POS
per the City’s General Plan and is zoned RD-6, RD-10, RD-25, GC, and O.

As discussed throughout this IS/MND, the Project would essentially serve as an extension
of the existing residential development located to the north, east, and west of the site.
Therefore, should the City of Elk Grove City Council approve the requested Subdivision
Design Review, the Project would not conflict with any applicable land use plans, policies,
or regulations of an agency with jurisdiction over the Project (including, but 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. Furthermore, this IS/MND does
not identify any significant impacts which cannot be mitigated to less-than-significant
levels.

Conclusion
Based on the above, the Project would not conflict with applicable land use plans, policies,

regulations adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect and
a less-than-significant impact would occur. The General Plan EIR did not identify any
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significant impacts related to land use and planning. There is no new or substantially more
severe impact.
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New
Less-Than- Impact or
XII MINERAL RESOURCES Potentially Significant Less-Than- N Increase
) . * Significant with Significant I N " Severity of
Would the Pr: oject: Impact Mitigation Impact mpac Previous
Incorporated Significant
Impact?
a. Result in the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would
. ] ] ] |
be of value to the region and the No
residents of the state?
b. Result in the loss of availability of a
locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local [ 0 ] 4 No
general plan, specific plan or other
land use plan?
Discussion
a,b.  According to the City’s General Plan, mineral deposits or mineral extraction activities are

not located within the City’s Planning Area.?* Therefore, the Project would not result in the
loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and
the residents of the State or result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral

resource recovery site delineated in the City’s General Plan.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no impact to mineral resources would occur as a result of development
of the Project. The General Plan EIR did not identify any significant impacts related to
mineral resources. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

23

City of Elk Grove. General Plan [pg. 7-25]. February 2019.
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New
Less-Than- Impact or
XIII NOISE Potentially Significant Less-Than- No Increase
. a . Significant with Significant I " Severity of
Would the PVO]QCt result in: Impact Mitigation Impact mpac Previous
Incorporated Significant
Impact?
a. Generation of a substantial temporary
or permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the vicinity of the project in
excess of standards established in the 0 U E U No
local general plan or noise ordinance,
or applicable standards of other
agencies?
b. Generation of excessive groundborne ] . ”® . No
vibration or groundborne noise levels?
c. For a project located within the vicinity
of a private airstrip or an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public
prec, P O O O ® No

airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or
working in the project area to excessive

noise levels?

Discussion

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to noise than others, and, thus, are referred
to as sensitive noise receptors. Land uses often associated with sensitive noise receptors
generally include residences, schools, libraries, hospitals, and passive recreational areas.
Noise sensitive land uses are typically given special attention in order to achieve protection
from excessive noise. In the vicinity of the Project site, the nearest existing noise sensitive
land uses include the single-family and multi-family residential developments located to
the north, east, and west of the site.

Pursuant to the General Plan EIR, the noise environment in the City’s Planning Area is
defined primarily by vehicular traffic on State Route (SR) 99, Interstate 5 (I-5), and local
roadways. To a lesser extent, railroad traffic, occasional aircraft overflights, nearby
agricultural activities, and landscape maintenance activities at residential and commercial
uses also contribute on an intermittent basis to ambient noise levels.

Project Construction Noise

During the construction of the Project, heavy equipment would be used for grading,
excavation, paving, and building construction, which could result in temporary noise level
increases at nearby sensitive receptors. Noise levels would vary depending on the type of
equipment used, how the equipment is operated, and how well the equipment is maintained.
In addition, noise exposure at any single point outside the Project site would vary
depending on the proximity of construction activities to that point. Standard construction
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equipment, such as graders, backhoes, loaders, and trucks, would be used on-site. Per the
General Plan EIR, typical construction site noise levels may be as high as 93 dB Leq at 25
feet and 81 dB Leq at 100 feet.

The noise levels from construction operations decrease at a rate of approximately 6 dB per
doubling of distance from the source. As noted previously, the nearest existing sensitive
receptors are the single- and multi-family residences located approximately 125 feet north
of the site across Sheldon Road and the multi-family residences located approximately 175
feet west of the site across Bruceville Road. Thus, the worst-case construction noise levels
at 125 feet and 175 feet from the Project site would be approximately 79 dB and 76 dB Leq,
respectively. Accordingly, construction noise could exceed the City’s 55 dB Leq (daytime)
and 45 dB Leq (nighttime) standards for non-transportation noise sources. However, per
Section 6.32.100(E) of the City’s Municipal Code, noise sources associated with
construction are exempt from the City’s noise standards, provided such activities only
occur between the hours of 7:00 AM and 7:00 PM when located adjacent to residential
uses.?* Section 6.32.100(E) of the Municipal Code is reproduced below as follows:

Noise sources associated with construction, repair, remodeling, demolition, paving
or grading of any real property, provided said activities only occur between the
hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. when located in close proximity to residential
uses. Noise associated with these activities not located in close proximity to
residential uses may occur between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. However,
when an unforeseen or unavoidable condition occurs during a construction project
and the nature of the project necessitates that work in progress be continued until
a specific phase is completed, the contractor or owner shall be allowed to continue
work after 7:00 p.m. and to operate machinery and equipment necessary until
completion of the specific work in progress can be brought to conclusion under
conditions which will not jeopardize inspection acceptance or create undue
financial hardships for the contractor or owner;

Implementation of Mitigation Measure XIII-1 below specifies standards to reduce noise
from construction activities consistent with Section 6.32.100 of the City’s Municipal Code.
In addition, noise associated with construction activities would be temporary in nature. Per
the General Plan EIR, with application of Section 6.32.100(E) of the City’s Municipal
Code and General Plan Policy N-1-7 related to construction of City infrastructure,
construction noise associated with buildout of the General Plan was determined to be less
than significant.

Based on the above, with implementation of Mitigation Measure XIII-1, construction of
the Project would result in a less-than-significant impact related to creation of a substantial
temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the Project vicinity above levels
existing without the Project.

24

City of Elk Grove. Municipal Code, Section 62.32.100. Current through May 8, 2019.
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Project Operational Noise

As part of the General Plan EIR, the FHWA Highway Traffic Noise Prediction Model was
used to determine noise levels associated with existing vehicle traffic on major roadways
in the City. In addition, traffic associated with future buildout of the City, including the
Project site, was modeled in order to determine potential noise level increases that would
occur due to increased traffic volumes.

The General Plan EIR determined that under buildout of the City’s General Plan, including
development of the Project site, traffic noise levels at the Project site would range from 60
to 70 dB (see Figure 8). Thus, noise levels at existing sensitive receptors in the Project
vicinity could exceed the City’s noise exposure standard of 60 dB Lan for outdoor activity
areas. In addition, increases in traffic noise associated with General Plan buildout could
exceed the City’s recommended criteria for substantial increases in ambient noise levels,
reproduced as Table 8 below.

Table 8
Recommended Criteria for Evaluation of Increases in Ambient Noise Levels
Ambient Noise Level Without Project Increase Required for Significant Impact
<60 dB 5.0 dB, or greater
60 to 65 dB 3.0 dB, or greater
> 65 dB 1.5 dB, or greater
Source: City of Elk Grove, 2019.

Based on the above, the General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan,
including the Project site, could result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to
traffic noise, even with implementation of General Plan policies designed to limit traffic
noise exposure at sensitive receptors.

In addition to noise exposure at existing sensitive receptors in the Project vicinity, noise
levels at the proposed residential uses could exceed the City’s 60 dB Lan standard.
However, such an effect would constitute the environment’s effect on the Project. Thus,
the exceedance is not considered an impact under CEQA. Nonetheless, in order to reduce
exterior noise levels at the proposed residences and ensure compliance with the City’s noise
standards, the City would require preparation of a project-level acoustical analysis as a
condition of approval. Consistent with General Plan Policy N-1-2, the use of noise barriers
shall be considered a means of achieving the City’s noise standards only after all other
practical design-related noise reducing features have been integrated into the Project.

Given that the Project would be consistent with the Project site’s current General Plan land
use and zoning designations, operational noise associated with development of the Project
has been anticipated by the City and analyzed in the City’s General Plan EIR. Pursuant to
Public Resources Code Section 21083.3(b), if a development project is consistent with the
General Plan, the subsequent analysis of the project’s environmental impacts should be
limited to the effects on the environment which are peculiar to the project and which were
not addressed as significant effects in the General Plan EIR.
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Figure 8
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The proposed land uses would not include any unique sources of noise that were not
analyzed in the General Plan EIR. Thus, the traffic noise generated from the Project would
not be a peculiar effect requiring analysis pursuant to Section 21083.3(b), and further
environmental analysis is not required.

Based on the above, the Project would not result in new or more severe operational noise
impacts beyond what was analyzed in the General Plan EIR.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, would result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to transportation noise.
With implementation of Mitigation Measure XIII-1, which specifies standards to reduce
noise from construction activities consistent with Section 6.32.100 of the City’s Municipal
Code and General Plan Policy N-1-7, construction noise associated with the Project would
be less than significant. In addition, the Project does not include any unique noise sources
that would result in increased operational noise relative to what was previously analyzed
in the General Plan EIR. Therefore, the Project would not result in the generation of a
substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
Project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur
with implementation of mitigation. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.

XII-1 The following measures, when applicable, shall be followed throughout all
phases of construction to reduce noise from construction activities and shall
be the responsibility of the construction contractor and project applicant:

o (Construction equipment shall be well maintained and used
Jjudiciously to be as quiet as practical. Equip all internal combustion
engine--driven equipment with mufflers, which are in good
condition and appropriate for the equipment.

e Use "quiet" models of air compressors and other stationary noise
sources where technology exists.

e Locate stationary noise--generating equipment and construction
staging areas as far as feasible from sensitive receptors, including
neighboring residential uses, when sensitive receptors adjoin or are
near a construction area.

o  Prohibit unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines.

o Designate a "construction liaison” who shall be responsible for
responding to any local complaints about construction noise. The
liaison shall determine the cause of the noise complaints (e.g.,
starting too early, bad muffler, or similar failure to use best
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practices) and institute reasonable measures to correct the problem.
Conspicuously post a telephone number for the liaison at the
construction site.

e Hold a pre-construction meeting with the job inspectors and the
general contractor/on-site project manager to confirm that noise
mitigation —and practices (including construction  hours,
construction schedule, and noise coordinator) are completed.

Vibration can be measured in terms of acceleration, velocity, or displacement. A common
practice is to monitor vibration measures in terms of peak particle velocities (PPV) in
inches per second (in/sec). Standards pertaining to perception as well as damage to
structures have been developed for vibration levels defined in terms of PPV. Per the
General Plan EIR, a vibration threshold of 0.2 in/sec PPV is typically considered sufficient
to protect against structural damage. The same threshold represents the level at which
vibrations would be potentially annoying to people in buildings.

During Project construction, heavy equipment would be used for grading, excavation,
paving, and building construction, which would generate localized vibration in the
immediate vicinity of construction. The range of vibration source levels for typical
construction equipment are shown in
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Table 12
Project VMT by Land Use Designation
below, as adapted from Table 5.10-14 of the General Plan EIR. As shown in the table,
construction activities associated with development projects that do not require the use of

pile drivers typically generate groundborne vibration levels of approximately 0.09 in/sec
PPV or less at 25 feet.

Table 12
Vibration Levels for Various Construction Equipment
Equipment Type Vibration Level at 25 feet (in/sec PPV)
Pile Drive (impact) upper range 1.518
Typical 0.644
Pile Driver (sonic) upper range 0.734
Typical 0.170
Blasting 1.13
Large Dozer 0.089
Caisson Drilling 0.089
Loaded Trucks 0.076
Rock Breaker 0.059
Jackhammer 0.035
Small Dozer 0.003
Source: City of Elk Grove, 2019.

The Project would not require the use of pile drivers. In addition, the nearest existing
sensitive receptors are the single- and multi-family residences located approximately 125
feet north of the site across Sheldon Road and the multi-family residences located
approximately 175 feet west of the site across Bruceville Road. Based on the typical
vibration levels shown in the table above, such sensitive receptors would not experience
excessive vibration levels associated with construction activities on the Project site.
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Conclusion

Based on the above, the Project would not result in the exposure of persons to or generation
of excessive groundborne vibration levels at the Project site. Additionally, construction
activities would be temporary in nature and would be limited to between 7:00 AM and 7:00
PM per Chapter 6.32 of the City’s Municipal Code. Therefore, a less-than-significant
impact would occur related to exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels. There is no new or substantially more
severe impact.

The nearest airport to the Project site is the private use Borges-Clarksburg Airport, located
approximately 4.75 miles west of the site. Given the substantial distance between the
airport and the Project site, noise levels resulting from aircraft at the nearest airport would
be negligible at the site.

Conclusion

Based on the above, no impact would occur. The General Plan EIR did not identify any
significant impacts related to aircraft noise. There is no new or substantially more severe
impact.
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Less-Than- Imgsx or
XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING,  Potentially  Significant  Less-Than- Increase
R Significant with Significant Severity of
Would the Pr: oject: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact Previous
Incorporated Significant
Impact?
a. Induce substantial unplanned
population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or L] ] ® [ No
indirectly (e.g., through projects in an
undeveloped area or extension of major
infrastructure)?
b. Displace substantial numbers of
existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of - - - * No
replacement housing elsewhere?
Discussion
a. The Project would include the development of 391 single-family homes and 126 multi-
family residential units, resulting in a total of 517 dwelling units. Per the General Plan EIR,
the average household size for the City in 2017 was 3.29 persons per household. 2> Thus,
the Project would accommodate an estimated 1,701 future residents (3.29
persons/household X 517 dwelling units).
The Project would be consistent with the Project site’s current General Plan land use
designations. In addition, the Project site is located within an urbanized area within the
City of Elk Grove and is bordered by existing development to the north, east, and west.
The Project would not include extension of major infrastructure.
Conclusion
Based on the above, the Project would not result in more intensive population growth
beyond what has been previously analyzed for the site in the General Plan EIR, and a less-
than-significant impact would occur. The General Plan EIR did not identify any significant
impacts related to population growth. There is no new or substantially more severe
impact.
b. The Project site is currently vacant and does not contain existing housing or other habitable

structures. As such, the Project would not displace a substantial number of existing housing
or people and would not necessitate the construction of replacement housing elsewhere.

Conclusion
Based on the above, no impact would occur. The General Plan EIR did not identify any

significant impacts related to displacing existing people or housing. There is no new or
substantially more severe impact.

25

City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 3.0-2]. February 2019.
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES.
Would the Project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with

the provision of new or physically altered New
tal iliti d Less-Than- Impact or
gove’j'nmen a faCl lies, nee fOl" new Ol" Potentially Significant Less-Than- No Increase
physically altered governmental facilities, Significant with Significant | Severity of
th ¢ f hich Id Impact Mitigation Impact P Previous
.e C.Ol’lS ruc lO?’l OfW Ic c.0u CCZU.SQ Incorporated Significant
significant environmental impacts, in order Impact?
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:
a. Fire protection? O 4 O O No
b. Police protection? O 4 O U No
c. Schools? 0 4 O O No
d. Parks? 0 L] ® O No
e. Other Public Facilities? 0 0 4 O No
Discussion
a. Fire protection services in the City of Elk Grove are provided by the Cosumnes Community

Services District (CCSD).* Services include fire suppression, emergency medical services,
technical rescue, and arson and explosion investigations. The CCSD has 175 personnel in
its Operations Division and operates out of eight fire stations with eight advanced life
support engine companies, one aerial ladder truck company, six rescue ambulance units,
and one command vehicle, as well as other specialized apparatus for specialized emergency
circumstances. In 2016, the CCSD responded to 18,592 incidents, an 8.2 percent decrease
from 2015. The nearest fire station to the Project site is Fire Station 76, located at 8545
Sheldon Road, approximately 1.8 miles east of the site.

Upon completion, the CCSD would provide fire protection services to the proposed
residential and commercial development. The General Plan EIR concluded that while
buildout of the Planning Area, including the Project site, would result in an increased
demand for fire protection and emergency medical services, compliance with applicable
regulations and General Plan policies would ensure that new fire station siting and
resources are available and that required environmental review under CEQA would be
conducted as specific fire protection facilities are proposed. As noted in the General Plan
EIR, three new fire stations are currently planned within the City’s Planning Area: Station
77, to be located within the Laguna Ridge Specific Plan Area near Whitelock Parkway;
Station 78, to be located within the South Pointe Land Use Policy Area near Kammerer
Road; and Station 79, to be located within the Eastern Elk Grove Community Plan Area
near Grant Line Road. Therefore, demand for fire protection facilities associated with the
Project could either be met by the existing Fire Station 76 or by future fire station facilities
planned by the City.

26

City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.11-1]. February 2019.
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Given that the Project is consistent with the Project site’s current General Plan land use
and zoning designations, buildout of the Project and associated demands for fire protection
services has been anticipated by the City and analyzed in the General Plan EIR. The Project
would not result in increased demand for fire protection facilities beyond what has been
analyzed in the General Plan EIR.

In addition, per Mitigation Measure XV-1, the Project would be subject to payment of a
fire impact fee in accordance with Chapter 16.95 of the City’s Municipal Code, which is
used to pay for costs associated with development of new fire stations. Furthermore, the
proposed buildings would be constructed in accordance with the fire protection
requirements of the most recent California Fire Code. The CCSD would review the Project
building plans to ensure compliance with all code requirements.

Conclusion

Based on the above, with implementation of mitigation, the Project would have a less-than-
significant impact related to the need for new or physically altered fire protection facilities,
the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts. The General Plan
EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project site, would result in
a less-than-significant impact related to fire protection facilities. There is no new or
substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.

XV-1(a) Prior to issuance of building permits, the Project applicant shall pay all
applicable development fees to the City as required by Section 16.95.050 of
the City’s Municipal Code.

Police protection services within the City of Elk Grove are provided by the City of Elk
Grove Police Department (EGPD). As noted in the General Plan EIR, the EGPD operates
primarily out of two facilities located in the City Hall complex at 8380 and 8400 Laguna
Palms Way. The service area is split into five police beats that are regularly patrolled. As
of 2017, the EGPD has an authorized strength of 141 sworn officers and 86 civilian
personnel and responds to an average of 52,000 calls for service per year. In addition to the
EGPD, the California Highway Patrol (CHP) provides traffic regulation enforcement,
emergency accident management, and service and assistance on State roadways, as well as
traffic regulation enforcement throughout the State (including in the City), from its station
located at 6 Massie Court, near the interchange of Mack Road and State Route 99.

The General Plan EIR concluded that while buildout of the Planning Area, including the
Project site, would result in an increased demand for law enforcement services, resulting
in new patrols, identified growth areas within the City will be adequately served by the
EGPD’s existing facilities, and construction of new facilities is not likely to be required.
New staff and equipment necessary to provide law enforcement services to new
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development would be funded by the City’s Capital Facilities Fee levied on new
development, as well as ongoing payments of property taxes. Payment of the Capital
Facilities Fee would be required per Mitigation Measure XV-1.

Conclusion

As noted previously, the Project is consistent with the Project site’s current General Plan
land use designations. Thus, buildout of the Project and associated demands for police
protection services has been anticipated by the City and analyzed in the General Plan EIR.
Given required payment of the City’s Capital Facilities Fee, as required by Mitigation
Measure XV-1 consistent with Chapter 16.95 of the City’s Municipal Code, the Project
would have a less-than-significant impact related to the need for new or physically altered
police protection facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental
impacts. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the
Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to police protection
facilities. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.

XV-1 Prior to issuance of building permits, the Project applicant shall pay all
applicable development fees to the City as required by Section 16.95.050 of
the City’s Municipal Code.

School services in the City are provided by the Elk Grove Unified School District
(EGUSD). As noted in the General Plan EIR, the EGUSD provides education to over
62,000 students and operates 66 schools: 42 elementary schools, 9 middle schools, 9 high
schools, 1 alternative education school, 4 continuation schools, and 1 special education
school. Enrollment at the EGUSD has remained relatively constant since the 2011/12
school year.

The Project would include the development of the Project site with a total of 517 residential
units and, thus, would increase demand for school facilities and services. However, given
that the Project is consistent with the site’s current General Plan land use designations,
buildout of the site and associated increases in demand for school facilities and services
has been anticipated by the City and analyzed in the General Plan EIR.

Furthermore, the EGUSD collects development fees for new residential and commercial
Projects on a per square foot basis. The development fees serve to offset school facility
costs associated with serving new students. Proposition 1A/SB 50 prohibits local agencies
from using the inadequacy of school facilities as a basis for denying or conditioning
approvals of any “[...] legislative or adjudicative act...involving ...the planning, use, or
development of real property” (Government Code 65996(b)). Satisfaction of the
Proposition 1A/SB 50 statutory requirements by a developer is deemed to be “full and
complete mitigation.”
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Conclusion

Because the Project applicant would be required to pay development fees to the EGUSD,
the Project would result in a less-than-significant impact regarding an increase in demand
for schools. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including
the Project site, would result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to school
facilities. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Parks and recreation services within the City are provided by the Cosumnes Community
Services District (CCSD) through the CCSD’s Parks and Recreation Department. The
CCSD plans and designs new parks, owns, operates, and maintains parks and community
centers, manages rentals of community centers, picnic sites, and sports fields, and offers
recreation programs. Currently, the CCSD manages 98 parks, 18 miles of off-street trails,
two community centers, four recreation centers, and two aquatics complexes. Within the
City of Elk Grove, as of 2016, a total of 883.3 acres of parkland are available. The CCSD
parkland standards, Section 22.40.032 of the City’s Municipal Code, and General Plan
Policy PT-1-3 require a minimum of five acres of developed parkland per 1,000 residents.
In addition to parkland requirements established in Policy PT-1-3, General Plan Policy PT-
1-5 requires assurance of funding for maintenance of parks and/or trails prior to City
approval of any Final Subdivision Map that contain or contributes to the need for public
parks and facilities.

In total, the Project would provide for a total of 7.9 acres of public open space, including a
2.5-acre public park. In addition, within the southern portion of the Project site, the Project
would include the construction of a 10-foot-wide bike trail along the length of Laguna
Creek, with multiple connections extending northward to the proposed commercial and
residential development. The proposed trail would connect to existing bike trail segments
located west and east of the site. The public park would be located near the center of the
site, with a connection provided to the proposed bike trail to the south.

As discussed in Section XIV, Population and Housing, of this IS/MND, the Project would
house an estimated 1,701 future residents. Thus, in order to meet the City’s parkland
standard of five acres per 1,000 residents, the Project is required to provide a minimum of
8.5 acres of parkland on-site. Given that the Project would include only 2.5 acres of
dedicated parkland, payment of an in-lieu fee would be required pursuant to Section
22.40.040 of the City’s Municipal Code.

Conclusion

With required payment of in-lieu park fees, as required by Mitigation Measure XV-1, the
Project would have a less-than-significant impact related to the need for new or physically
altered parks or other public facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan,
including the Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to park and
recreation facilities. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

91
July 2020



Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.

XV-2 The Project applicant shall pay all applicable in-lieu park fees to the City
as required by Section 22.40.035 of the City’s Municipal Code.
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New
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Would the Pr: oject: Impact Mitigation Impact mpac Previous
Incorporated Significant
Impact?
a. Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recr'eatlona! facilities ] ”® ] ] No
such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?
b. Does the project include recreational
facilities or require the construction or
expansion of recreational facilities 0 ® O U No
which might have an adverse physical
effect on the environment?
Discussion
a,b.  As discussed under Section XV, Public Services, of this IS/MND, parks and recreation

services within the City are provided through the CCSD’s Parks and Recreation
Department. Within the City of Elk Grove, as of 2016, a total of 883.3 acres of parkland
are available. The CCSD parkland standards, Chapter 22.40 of the City’s Municipal Code,
and General Plan Policy PT-1-3 require a minimum of five acres of developed parkland
per 1,000 residents. In addition to parkland requirements established in Policy PT-1-3,
General Plan Policy PT-1-5 requires assurance of funding for maintenance of parks and/or
trails prior to City approval of any Final Subdivision Map that contain or contributes to the
need for public parks and facilities.

As discussed in Section XIV, Population and Housing, of this IS/MND, the Project would
house an estimated 1,701 future residents. Thus, in order to meet the City’s parkland
standard of five acres per 1,000 residents, the Project is required to provide a minimum of
8.5 acres of parkland on-site. Given that the Project would include only 2.5 acres of
dedicated parkland, payment of an in-lieu fee would be required pursuant to Chapter 22.40
of the City’s Municipal Code. Consistent with Section 22.40.035, Mitigation Measure
XVI-1 would require payment of fees at the time of the recording of the Final Subdivision
Map. Combined, dedication of on-site parkland and payment of in-lieu fees would ensure
that the Project would meet the City’s park standards.

Conclusion

Based on the above, the increase in population associated with the Project would not be
expected to result in substantial physical deterioration of any existing neighborhood or
regional parks or other recreational facilities, and would not result in adverse physical
effects related to the construction or expansion of new facilities. Thus, a less-than-
significant impact would occur with implementation of mitigation. The General Plan EIR
concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project site, would result in a
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less-than-significant impact related to recreation facilities. There is no new or
substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.

XVI-1 Implement Mitigation Measure XV-2.
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to a geometric design feature (e.g.,
sharp  curves or  dangerous U O 4 O No
intersections) or incompatible uses
(e.g., farm equipment)?
d. Result in inadequate emergency . ] ® .
access?

Background

The following is based on a Traffic Report prepared for the Project by Fehr & Peers.?’ The Traffic
Report evaluates the consistency of the Project with the City’s policies and the impacts of the
Project in accordance with the standards set forth by the City.

In preparing the Traffic Report, Fehr & Peers considered applicable aspects of the Project,
including the land use mix and design of the Project and roadway segments and intersections
around and proximate to the Project. Specifically, the following intersections were considered in
the analysis; these are also illustrated in Figure 9.

Bruceville Road/Center Parkway/Sheldon Road;

Whitehouse Road/Sheldon Road;

Jocelyn Way/Lewis Stein Road/Sheldon Road;

W. Stockton Boulevard/State Route (SR) 99 SB Ramp/Sheldon Road;
SR 99 Northbound (NB) Ramps/Sheldon Road,

E. Stockton Boulevard/Sheldon Road;

Bruceville Road/Cosumnes River Boulevard (City of Sacramento);
Center Parkway/Cosumnes River Boulevard (City of Sacramento); and
Lewis Stein Road/W. Stockton Boulevard.

WOk W=

The analysis also considered the access conditions into the Project, which is shown in Figure 10.

27 Fehr & Peers. Sheldon Farms North Draft Traffic Report. January 27, 2019.
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Figure 9
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Figure 10
Project Access
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The Project includes the following five access intersections that will provide direct access to the
adjacent roadway system:

e Access 1 — Right-in/right-out access to Bruceville Road

e Access 2 — Right-in/right-out access to Sheldon Road (about 760 feet east of Bruceville
Road)

e Access 3 — Full access to Sheldon Road at Whitehouse Road

e Access 4 — Right-in/right-out access to Lewis Stein Road (about 760 feet south of Sheldon
Road)

e Access 5 —Full access to Lewis Stein Road at W. Stockton Boulevard

The Project includes potential driveways to serve Lot A and Lot B. One Lot A driveway would
provide right-in/right-out access to Sheldon Road and one driveway would be internal to the
project to/from Street N. The potential driveways serving Lot B would be internal to the project
with access from Street E and Street N. No driveway access is proposed on Bruceville Road.

The Project includes the following components that will support transit and active transportation:

e A 40-foot easement along the west side of the project (along Bruceville Road) to
accommodate the planned extension of LRT

e A multi-use trail on the south edge of the project, adjacent to the Laguna Creek bypass
channel that will complete a gap in the Laguna Creek Trail that currently exists between
Lewis Stein and Bruceville Road

e A bus stop on Lewis Stein Road, south of Sheldon Road

The Project has also been conditioned to complete the following improvements to the
transportation system:

e Dedicate, design, and construct the east half section of Bruceville Road based upon an
ultimate 6-lane facility. Based upon existing conditions this will result in the construction
of the outside northbound lane along the Project frontage. The intersection at Bruceville
Road and Sheldon Road will be widened to incorporate the new lane.

e Dedicate, design, and construct the south half section of Sheldon Road based upon an
ultimate 6-lane facility. Based upon existing conditions this will result in the construction
of the outside eastbound lane along the Project frontage. The intersections at Bruceville
Road and Sheldon Road and Sheldon Road and Lewis Stein Road will be widened to
incorporate the new lane.

e Dedicate, design, and improve the intersection at Sheldon Road and Street L/Whitehouse
Road and modify the existing traffic signal at this intersection to accommodate the fourth
leg.

e Dedicate, design, and improve the intersection at Lewis Stein Road and Street F and modify
the existing traffic signal at this intersection to accommodate the fourth leg.

To complete the analysis, Fehr & Peers calculated the Project Trip Generation as presented in
Table 9.
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Table 9
Project Trip Generation
Trip Generation Rate' Trip Generation
Land Use Peak Hour Peak Hour
Land Use Code Quantity Daily AM | PM Daily AM | PM
D;ﬁfjgﬁgﬂg 210 | 39lunits | 944 | 074 | 099 | 3,691 | 289 | 387
Hori“r}g'(ﬁﬁfgise) 221 126units | 544 | 036 | 0.44 | 685 | 45 | 55
Shopping Center” 820 46,000 sf 77.19 0.94 | 6.66 3,535 43 305
Total Trips 7,911 377 747
Pass-By Trips (Applied to Commercial Land Use)’ -85 -8 -85
Internal Capture® -419 -31 -45
External Walk, Bike, Transit -364 -25 -49
Net New Project Trips 7,043 313 568

Notes:

' Trip generation rates from ITE Trip Generation Manual, 10" Edition.

2 Trip generation for Daily and PM peak hour were developed based on regression equation. Trip generation
for AM peak hour based on weighted average trip generation rate.
A pass-by factor of 30 percent was applied to the commercial land use based on pass-by rates document in the
Trip Generation Handbook, 3™ Edition. The factor was applied to the commercial land use after accounting
for internal trip interactions with the Project’s residential land uses.
Internal trips were estimated using the MXD+ model.

3

Inbound/Outbound Percentages:
e Land use Code 210 — AM (0.25/0.75), PM (0.63/0.37)
e Land use Code 221 — AM (0.26/0.74), PM (0.61/0.39)
e Land use Code 820 — AM (0.62/0.38), PM (0.48/0.52)

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2019.

Based upon the trip generation data, existing traffic counts, and output from the modified
SACMET travel demand forecasting model prepared for the analysis, Fehr & Peers identified the
distribution of trips illustrated in Figure 11.

Discussion
a. This section discusses any potential conflict between the Project and any applicable
programs, plans, ordinances, or policy addressing the circulation system. This includes all

modes of transportation, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities.

Consistency with City of Elk Grove General Plan Policies - Roadway Sizing

The City’s General Plan establishes performance targets for the operation of roadway
segments and intersections. The intent of this policy is to balance the effectiveness of
design requirements to achieve the targets with the character of the surrounding areas, as
well as the cost to complete the improvements and ongoing maintenance obligations.
Generally, the City’s Transportation Network Diagram and Roadway Sizing Diagram,
located within the General Plan, identify the planned improvements based upon planned
land uses.

99
July 2020



Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Figure 11
Project Trip Distribution
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If a proposed development project is consistent with the General Plan, it will be conditioned
to complete the improvements provided in the diagram. If a project proposes amendments
to the General Plan the trips generated by the project may trigger revisions to the planned
roadway sizing. An analysis of trips generated by the Project is necessary to understand
the consistency between a project and the General Plan.

The Roadway Sizing Diagram identifies that Bruceville Road and Sheldon Road are to
both be 6-lane arterials. They are currently constructed as 4-lane and 5-lane (three
westbound and 2 eastbound), respectively. Lewis Stein Road is designated as a 2-lane
minor arterial/collector and is constructed as such.

As discussed in the Land Use section, the proposed land uses are consistent with the
General Plan and no amendments to the General Plan are proposed as part of the Project.
The trips generated by the Project are consistent with the anticipated trips used to prepare
the Roadway Sizing Diagram. Therefore, the roadway improvements that will be
conditioned are appropriate and consistent with the General Plan and no further roadway
segment improvements are required.

Consistency with City of Elk Grove General Plan Policies - Intersection Control

The City’s General Plan also establishes performance targets for intersections. As with the
roadway sizing, this is meant as a guideline and the City may allow deviations as part of
project approval. Table 10 identifies the City’s Intersection Performance Targets by
intersection type.

Table 10
Vehicular Design Considerations: Intersection Performance Targets
Intersection Control Intersection Control (Delay in Seconds)
Stop (Side-Street & All-Way) <35.1
Signal <55.1
Roundabout <35.1

Fehr & Peers calculated the forecasted intersection delay for both the existing conditions
with Project and the cumulative conditions with Project for the nine study area
intersections. Table 11 summarizes the results of this analysis.

As indicated in Table 11, the Bruceville Road/Center Parkway/Sheldon Road intersection
would operate above the City’s performance target in the cumulative plus project
conditions; however, it would operate within the target in the existing conditions plus
project condition. Therefore, increases in operational delay at this intersection would occur
as a result of growth in background traffic from development other than the Project and
there are no Project-specific impacts and a less-than-significant impact would occur. The
City may optimize the intersection through a number of improvements in response to
cumulative development; however, based upon the General Plan policy it is not obligated
to do so. Since the increase in delay is not caused by the Project, no Project mitigation is
required. The City will monitor the intersection and determine if improvements are
necessary.
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Table 11
Forecasted Intersection Operations
Existing Existing Cumulative
Conditions Conditions Conditions
Traffic | without Project | with Project with Project
Control AM PM AM AM PM AM
Intersection (Existing) | Delay | Delay | Delay | Delay | Delay | Delay
1. Bruceville Rd/Center .
Pkwy/Sheldon Rd Signal 30 38 32 46 46 65
2. }{K;hltehouse Rd/Sheldon Signal 5 6 13 18 14 26
3. Jocelyn Wy/Lewis Stein .
Rd/Sheldon Rd Signal 22 23 24 29 37 38
4. W. Stockton Blvd/SR 99 .
SB Ramp/Sheldon Road Signal 21 26 21 25 28 35
5. SR 99 NB .
Ramps/Sheldon Rd Signal 8 9 8 11 17 22
6. E Stockton .
Blvd/Sheldon Rd Signal 25 26 26 26 43 47
7. Bruceville
Road/Cosumnes River Signal 53 66 53 55 80 79
Blvd'
8. Center Pkw/Cosumnes .
River Blvd! Signal 67 58 69 60 101 86
9. Lewis Stein Rd/W .
Stockton Blvd Signal 9 21 11 16 16 25
Notes:
1. All portions of intersection located outside of the City of Elk Grove.
2. Bold intersections forecasted to operate at a delay above the performance target.
Source: Fehr & Peers., 2019.

It should be noted that the Project will be conditioned to pay the City’s Roadway Fee
Program, which provides fair-share funding towards projects that improve traffic
operations and construct eligible roadway facilities identified in the General Plan. A
project to optimization this signal may be included in the Roadway Fee Program.

For intersections 8 and 9, please see the discussion below regarding consistency with City
of Sacramento policies.

Consistency with City of Elk Grove General Plan Policies - Transit, Bicycle, and Pedestrian
Facilities

The following section discusses the availability of bicycle and pedestrian facilities and
transit service and facilities in the Project area.
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Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Currently, Class II bicycle lanes (on-street with signage and striping) are provided in both
directions on Sheldon Road, Bruceville Road, and Lewis Stein Road adjacent to the
Project. In addition, connections to the Laguna Creek Trail are available on Lewis Stein
Road and Bruceville Road at Laguna Creek. A gap exists in the Laguna Creek Trail
between Lewis Stein Road and Bruceville Road on the southern Project boundary.

Pedestrian facilities are generally provided along improved frontages, including attached
and separated sidewalks. A paved off-street sidewalk is provided along Sheldon Road
between Bruceville Road and Lewis Stein Road. Gaps in the sidewalk coverage exist along
the western and eastern boundary of the Project on Bruceville Road and Lewis Stein Road,
respectively. In addition, a gap exists at the sidewalk on the north side of Sheldon Road
(west of Whitehouse Road) along the Hatton Veterinary Hospital property.

Pedestrian crosswalks are provided on all four legs of the Sheldon Road/Bruceville
Road/Center Parkway, Sheldon Road/Lewis Stein Road/Jocelyn Way, and W. Stockton
Boulevard/Lewis Stein Road intersections. The Sheldon Road/Whitehouse Road
intersection includes pedestrian crosswalks on the west and north legs.

The Project would provide for attached sidewalks along all of the proposed internal
roadways, except as provided below. In addition, new sidewalks would be provided along
the Project frontages to the north, east, and west. Two north-south streets (Street L and
Street N) and one east-west street (Street D) will have separated sidewalks. Within the
southern portion of the Project site, the Project would include the construction of a 10-foot-
wide bike trail along the length of Laguna Creek, with multiple connections extending
northward to the proposed commercial and residential development. The proposed trail
would connect to existing bike trail segments located west and east of the site. The Project
would include an amendment to the City’s Bicycle, Pedestrian, and Trails Master Plan to
modify the alignment of the Class 1 multi-purpose trail identified in the Master Plan.
However, the proposed alignment would be consistent with other elements of the Master
Plan and would provide for a similar level of bicycle and pedestrian connectivity as was
envisioned in the Master Plan.

Given that the Project would incorporate new bicycle and pedestrian improvements to
serve the local community, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

Transit Service and Facilities

Transit service within the study area is provided by the City’s e-Tran transit service, which
operates seven local routes within Elk Grove and ten commuter routes with service to
Downtown Sacramento and Rancho Cordova. Three local routes and one commuter route
provide service within the study area, with bus stops along Bruceville Road, Sheldon Road,
and Lewis Stein Road The local and commuter routes are described briefly below:
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e Route 110 is a local route that provides service between Cosumnes River College
and Kaiser Medical Center near the Grant Line Road interchanges. Route 110 runs
Monday through Friday from approximately 6:00 AM to 10:00 PM every 30
minutes until 6:12 PM, when the route runs hourly. Near the Project site, Route 110
travels on Bruceville Road (stop at Sheldon Road), Sheldon Road (stop at Lewis
Stein), and Lewis Stein Road (stop at W. Stockton Boulevard).

e Route 114 is a local route that provides service between Laguna, Cosumnes River
College, and east Calvine Road (near Bader Road). Route 114 runs Monday
through Friday from approximately 6:06 AM to 7:44 PM on one-hour headways
and on Saturday from approximately 6:58 AM to 6:16 PM on 90-minute headways.
Route 114 travels on Bruceville Road with a stop at Sheldon Road.

e Route 116 is a local route that provides service between Consumnes River College
and east Elk Grove Boulevard (near Clarke Farms Drive). Route 116 runs Monday
through Friday from approximately 6:08 AM to 8:23 PM on one-hour headways
and on Saturday from approximately 7:23 AM to 6:23 PM on one-hour headways.
Route 116 travels on Bruceville Road with a stop at Sheldon Road.

e Route 10 is a commuter route that travels between the Big Horn Boulevard/Civic
Center Drive intersection and Downtown Sacramento. With the Project area, the
route travels on Lewis Stein Road and Sheldon Road with stops at W. Stockton
Boulevard and Sheldon Road. Route 10 provides four inbound buses in the morning
and four outbound buses in the evening, Monday through Friday.

Along the western site boundary, the Project would provide for a 40-foot-wide easement to
accommodate the planned extension of the Blue Line Light Rail line (or development of a
bus rapid transit connection between the current Blue Line terminus at Cosumnes River
College and the City). At the eastern site boundary, the Project would include construction
of a bus stop at Lewis Stein Road. Therefore, the Project would not conflict with any
existing or planned transit facilities. In addition, given that the Project is consistent with
the site’s current General Plan land use and zoning designations, increased demand on
transit services associated with buildout of the Project site has been previously anticipated
by the City and evaluated as part of local transit planning efforts. Thus, any potential
increases in transit ridership occurring as a result of the Project would not result in conflicts
with any transit plans or goals of the City, and a less-than-significant impact would occur.

Consistency with City of Sacramento General Plan Policies

As identified in Table 11, the effect of Project-generated traffic was evaluated at the
following intersections located within the City of Sacramento:

7. Bruceville Road/Cosumnes River Boulevard; and
8. Center Parkway/Cosumnes River Boulevard.

The City of Sacramento continues to implement Level of Service (LOS) thresholds for
intersection delay. The City of Sacramento is allowed to do this as the relevant provisions
of State CEQA Guidelines limiting the use of LOS thresholds do not apply until either a

104
July 2020



Sheldon Farms North Project
Supplemental Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

local agency chooses to implement them or a deadline of July 1, 2020, whichever occurs
first.

Based on the results of the analysis summarized in Table 11, the Project would not cause
either of the subject intersections to exceed the minimum operations standards established
by the City of Sacramento under Existing Plus Project or Cumulative Plus Project
conditions. This is because the City of Sacramento uses a threshold of increased delay of
five seconds or more. The Project would increase delay by two seconds. Thus, the Project
would not conflict with applicable City of Sacramento policies, and a less-than-significant
impact would occur.

Consistency with California Department of Transportation Facilities

Table 11 includes intersections 4 and 5, which are intersections at the end of State Highway
offramps. As indicated in the table, the intersections would perform in both the existing
conditions plus project and cumulative conditions plus project scenarios consistent with
City policies for intersection delay. Therefore, the Project would have a less-than-
significant impact on these facilities.

Prior project analysis has identified that in the cumulative conditions, continued
development in Elk Grove and other portions of south Sacramento County will have
impacts on State facilities. To address this, the I-5 Subregional Fee program was developed
between the City, the Cities of Sacramento and West Sacramento, and Caltrans. Policy
MOB-7-4 in the City General Plan requires development applications to pay this fee in
order to fund the necessary improvements. Payment of the fee would be required by
Mitigation Measure XVII-1. Thus, the Project would not conflict with applicable Caltrans
policies, and a less-than-significant impact would occur with implementation of mitigation.

Conclusion

Based on the above, the Project will complete improvements to roadway segments as
identified in the General Plan within and adjacent to the Project Site, as applicable, and as
described in the Traffic Report, and no new segments improvements need to be considered.
Further, intersection delay at the study area intersections as a result of the Project operate
within the performance targets provided in the General Plan. The Project will also
construct pedestrian, trail, and transit improvements as required by the General Plan.
Intersection impacts within the City of Sacramento were also determined to be less than
significant.

As noted above, Mitigation Measure XVII-1 would require the Project applicant to pay the
applicable I-5 Subregional Fee to address cumulative impacts to the State Highway system.

Therefore, the Project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation system, taking into account all modes of transportation,
including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. Thus, a less-than-significant
impact would occur. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan,
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including the Project site, would result in a significant and unavoidable related to
intersection and roadway LOS. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)

XVII-1. Prior to issuance of building permits, the Project applicant shall pay the
applicable I-5 Subregional Fee in effect at the time of payment, consistent
with Sections 16.97.040 and 16.97.050 of the City’s Municipal Code.
Receipt of payment shall be provided to the City of Elk Grove Planning
Division.

b. Pursuant to General Plan Policy MOB-1-1, new development projects are required to
demonstrate a 15 percent reduction in VMT from 2015 conditions. To demonstrate this
reduction, conformance with following land use and cumulative VMT limits is required:

1. Development projects shall demonstrate that the VMT produced by the project at
buildout is equal to or less than the VMT limit of the project’s General Plan land
use designation, as shown in Table 6-1 of the General Plan, which incorporates the
15 percent reduction from 2015 conditions;

2. Development projects located within the existing City limits shall demonstrate that
cumulative VMT within the City, including the project, would be equal to or less
than the established Citywide limit of 6,367,833 VMT (total daily VMT); and

As part of the Traffic Report prepared for the Project, VMT associated with the proposed
development was calculated using the methods provided in the City’s Transportation
Analysis Guidelines and compared to the City’s established VMT thresholds.?® The VMT
analysis accounted for bicycle and pedestrian facility improvements that would be
constructed with the Project. It should be noted that the proposed frontage improvements
along Sheldon Road, Bruceville Road, and Lewis Stein Road are consistent with the City
of Elk Grove General Plan and the SACOG MTP/SCS; thus, induced VMT associated with
such improvements has been accounted for in the General Plan EIR, and further analysis
is not required.

As part of the Traffic Study, the VMT was calculated for each of the General Plan land use
designations within the Project site under full buildout of the Project. As shown in Table
12, the Project would not exceed the City’s established thresholds for the Community
Commercial, LDR, MDR, and HDR land use designations.

As noted previously, development projects within the City of Elk Grove are required to
demonstrate that the cumulative VMT within the City, including the Project, would be
equal to or less than the City’s established total VMT limit. Per the Traffic Study, the
cumulative VMT with development of the Project would be 6,364,974 VMT, which is
below the City’s limit of 6,367,833 VMT.

28 City of Elk Grove. Transportation Analysis Guidelines. February 2019.
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Table 12
Project VMT by Land Use Designation
Land Use Designation VMT per Service Population Limit
Limit Project Exceeded?
Community Commercial 41.6 22.5 No
Low Density Residential 21.2 19.6 No
Medium Density Residential 20.9 19.4 No
High Density Residential 20.6 17.3 No
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2019.

Thus, the Project would not cause a new exceedance of the citywide limit. Based on the
above, the Project would not conflict with the VMT limits established by General Plan
Policy MOB-1-1. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur. The General Plan
EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project site, would result in
a significant and unavoidable impact related to VMT. There is no new or substantially
more severe impact.

This impact area looks at hazards due to a geometric design feature or interactions between
adjoining uses. It also considers impacts from the Project that result in inadequate
emergency access. As part of the Traffic Report, Fehr & Peers evaluated these issues and
their findings are summarized herein.

Vehicle Queuing at Higchway Off-Ramps

Generally, increased vehicle traffic on local roadways is managed through lane and
intersection improvements. Drivers on surface streets will expect some level of speed
reductions or stopped traffic at intersections. City standards provide for minimum sight
distances to intersections so that drivers have advanced warning of a stop condition at an
intersection. There are no unusual surface roadway designs in the vicinity of the Project;
therefore, no impacts have been identified.

Along the State Highway system, unsafe conditions can occur if there are backups at off-
ramps into the main travel way. Because of the Project’s proximity to State Route 99, Fehr
& Peers analyzed vehicle queue lengths at both the northbound and southbound off-ramps.
Table 13 summarizes this under both Existing Plus Project conditions and Cumulative Plus
Project conditions.

Table 13
Peak Hour Vehicle Queuing

Maximum Vehicle Storage Need
Existing Plus Cumulative Plus
Storage | Project Conditions | Project Conditions
Location Movement (feet) AM PM AM PM
SR 99/Sheldon Road | NB Off-Ramp | 1,200 175 325 475 575
Interchange SB Off-Ramp 1,400 200 300 225 325

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2019.
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As shown, the maximum vehicle queues will be less than available storage on both off-
ramps. Therefore, the addition of Project traffic would create a less than significant impact.

Project Design

As part of the Traffic Report, Fehr & Peers evaluated the consistency of the proposed
circulation system with the City of Elk Grove Improvement Standards relevant to site
access design, including residential street width, driveway right-turn treatment, minimum
required throat depth, driveway width, and driveway placement. As described in the Traffic
Report, the proposed residential street widths and driveway design would be consistent
with the Improvement Standards based on the anticipated development intensity. It should
be noted that the Project includes a potential right-in/right-out driveway on Sheldon Road
to serve future commercial uses on Lot A. Although a detailed site plan is not currently
available for the proposed commercial lot, future plans for the driveway would be required
by the City to include a right-turn pocket, a minimum throat depth of 50 feet, and a
minimum driveway width of 35 feet. The potential driveway would be located 175 feet or
further from the curb return at Bruceville Road. Thus, overall, the proposed on-site
circulation system would not create any traffic safety hazards.

Furthermore, the Project does not include changes to existing roadways or the introduction
of any design features that would be considered hazardous. Final improvement plans for
the Project would be subject to review by the Cosumnes Fire Department to ensure that
emergency vehicles are capable of responding to incidents at the site.

Conclusion

Based on the above, the Project would not substantially increase hazards due to geometric
design features or incompatible uses, and emergency access to the site would be adequate.
Therefore, the Project would result in a less-than-significant impact. The General Plan EIR
did not identify any significant impacts related to traffic safety hazards. There is no new
or substantially more severe impact.
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XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL
RESOURCES.
Would the Project cause a substantial

adverse change in the significance of a tribal New
cultural resource, defined in Public Poewialy  Suifean  LsTh e
Resources Code section 21074 as either a Significant with Significant Impzct Severity of
. . Impact Mitigation Impact Previous
site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is Incorporated Significant
geographically defined in terms of the size Impact?
and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or
object with cultural value to a California
Native American Tribe, and that is:
a. Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of [ 2 3 ] [] No
historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code section 5020.1(k).
b. A resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported
by substantial evidence, to be
significant pursuant to criteria set forth
in subdivision (c¢) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1? In applying the U 3 [ [ No
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of
Public Resources Code Section 5024.1,
the lead agency shall consider the
significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe.
Discussion
a,b.  As discussed in Section V, Cultural Resources, of this IS/MND, the Project site does not

contain any existing structures or any other known resources listed or eligible for listing in
the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources
as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), and does not contain known
resources that could be considered historic pursuant to the criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. A survey of the Project site conducted in
2017 by Peak & Associates, Inc. did not identify any tribal cultural resources on the site.

In compliance with Assembly Bill (AB) 52 (Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1),
on May 28, 2019, the City provided formal notification letters to local tribes that had
requested notification. The City received responses from Auburn Rancheria, Wilton
Rancheria, and the United Auburn Indian Community requesting to initiate formal
consultation. The tribes requested inclusion of specific mitigation measures in the [IS/MND.
The City worked with the tribes to refine those measures, which have been incorporated
into Section V, Cultural Resources, of this IS/MND. The refined measures were provided
to the tribes on August 7, 2019. No further response was received. It should be noted that
the tribes did not identify any specific tribal cultural resources on the site.
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Conclusion

Based on the above, known tribal cultural resources do not exist within the Project site.
Nevertheless, the possibility exists that previously unknown cultural resources could be
uncovered during grading or other ground-disturbing activities. However, implementation
of Mitigation Measure XVIII-1 would ensure that a less-than-significant impact to tribal
cultural resources would occur. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the
General Plan, including the Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact
related to tribal cultural resources, given implementation of project-level mitigation. There
is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Implementation of the following mitigation measure, which refers to the mitigation
measures presented previously in Section V of this IS/MND, would reduce the above
impact to a less-than-significant level.

XVIII-1. Implement Mitigation Measures V-1, V-2, and V-3.
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Less-Than- New Impact
XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE Potentially Significant Less-Than- N gr lnc?teas&ef
SYSTEMS. SiIgniﬁcant M'tV‘Vit}tl‘ SiIgniﬁcant Imp(e)lct 13::30};2
Would the Project: mpact Inc;;ﬁ;‘;g f mpact Silgniﬁce})nt
mpact?
a. Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded
water, wastewater treatment, or storm
water drainage, electric power, ] ] ”® ] No
natural gas, or telecommunications
facilities, the construction or
relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effects?
b. Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project and
reasonably foreseeable future 0l O 4 0 No
development during normal, dry, and
multiple dry years?

c. Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the 0l O 4 0 No
project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing
commitments?
d.  Generate solid waste in excess of
State or local standards, or in excess
of the capacity of local infrastructure, 0 [ 4 [ No
or otherwise impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?
e. Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes ] ] ® ]
and regulations related to solid
waste?

No

Discussion

a,c. The sections below describe the wastewater and water supply infrastructure necessary to
serve the Project.

Wastewater Infrastructure

Sewer service for the Project would be provided by the Sacramento Area Sewer District
(SASD) by way of new a new 10-inch line connecting to the SASD’s existing 18-inch
sewer main located in Sheldon Road and a new eight-inch sewer line connecting to the
SASD’s existing 15-inch sewer line in Lewis Stein Road to the east (see Figure 5). The
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SASD is a contributing agency to the Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District
(Regional San).

The SASD owns, operates, and maintains a network of 107 pump stations and
approximately 80 miles of pressurized force main pipes.”” 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
Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP) influent diversion structure
to Laguna Boulevard, then parallel to SR 99 along East Stockton Boulevard, extending
close to the southern boundary of the City of Elk Grove.

Pursuant to the General Plan EIR, the SRWTP treats an average of 181 million gallons of
wastewater per day (mgd). Wastewater is treated by accelerated physical and natural
biological processes before discharge to the Sacramento River. The SRWTP’s reliable
capacity is currently limited, based on hydraulic considerations, to an equivalent 207 mgd
average dry weather flow (ADWF). This existing capacity falls short of the 218 mgd
ADWEF projected for 2020 per the Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant 2020
Master Plan. Therefore, the SRWTP has been master planned to accommodate 350 mgd
ADWEF. In addition, Regional San has prepared a long-range master plan for the large-
diameter interceptors that transport wastewater to the SRWTP. The master plan includes
interceptor upgrades/expansions to accommodate anticipated growth through 2035.3°

As part of the General Plan EIR, potential increases in wastewater generation from buildout
of the General Plan were calculated based upon equivalent dwelling units for land uses
within the Planning Area, assuming 310 gallons per day per equivalent dwelling unit.
Overall, buildout was calculated to generate an additional 16.2 mgd of wastewater relative
to existing conditions. Given that the SRWTP has been master planned to accommodate
future growth of up to 350 mgd ADWF, the General Plan EIR concluded that the addition
of wastewater associated with buildout of the City of Elk Grove Planning Area would not
exceed the available capacity of the treatment plant.

Because the Project is consistent with the site’s current General Plan land use designations,
the Project would not result in increased wastewater generation beyond what has been
analyzed in the General Plan EIR. Furthermore, per the SASD Sewer Ordinance, the
Project would be subject to payment of the SASD’s applicable sewer impact fees, which
are used to fund needed sewer system maintenance and improvements.?! Sewer impact fees
are due prior to issuance of building permits for commercial and residential structures.
Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur related to construction of new or
expanded wastewater facilities.

29
30
31

City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.12-26]. February 2019.
City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.12-27]. February 2019.
Sacramento Area Sewer District. Sewer Ordinance. January 10, 2018.
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Water Supply Infrastructure

Water supply to the proposed development would be provided by the SCWA by way of
the following new connections: a new 12-inch water line connecting to the SCWA’s
existing 42-inch water main located in Bruceville Road near the proposed Street E access;
a new 12-inch water line connecting to the SCWA’s existing 24-inch water main located
in Sheldon Road to the north; and a new eight-inch water line connecting to the SCWA’s
existing 18-inch water main located in Lewis Stein Road to the east (see Figure 5). Given
that the Project would connect to existing water supply lines located in the Project vicinity,
construction of substantial off-site water supply infrastructure would not be required. In
addition, given that the Project is consistent with the site’s current General Plan land use
designations, construction of on-site water supply improvements has been previously
anticipated by the City and analyzed in the General Plan EIR. Therefore, a less-than-
significant impact would occur related to construction of new or expanded water supply
facilities.

Stormwater Infrastructure

The Project site is currently undeveloped vacant land with ruderal vegetation. Completion
of the Project would increase site runoff due to the introduction of impervious surfaces to
the site. As discussed in further detail in Section X, Hydrology and Water Quality, of this
IS/MND, the SWCP for the Project conforms with the most recent Sacramento County
Stormwater Quality Design Manual and verifies that the Project would comply with all
City stormwater requirements. In compliance with the C.3 Guidebook, the Project would
include on-site bio-retention facilities sized to exceed the minimum volume requirement
necessary to adequately manage all runoff from the proposed impervious surfaces. Because
the proposed bio-retention facilities would be designed with adequate capacity to capture
and treat runoff from proposed impervious surfaces, the Project would not generate runoff
in excess of the City’s existing stormwater system’s capacity. Therefore, the Project would
have a less-than-significant impact with respect to requiring or resulting in the construction
of new storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction
of which could cause significant environmental effects.

FElectricity, Natural Gas, and Telecommunications Facilities

The Project site is located within a developed area of the City of Elk Grove and is situated
within close proximity to existing electric power, natural gas, and telecommunications
facilities. Thus, substantial expansion of such off-site utilities would not be required to
serve the proposed development, and associated environmental effects would not occur.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, would result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to construction of new or
expanded water supply and wastewater conveyance infrastructure, while impacts related to
electric, natural gas, and telephone services were determined to be less than significant.
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Based on the above, the Project would not result in increased wastewater generation
beyond what has been analyzed in the General Plan EIR and accounted for in regional
planning efforts. Thus, adequate wastewater treatment capacity would be available to serve
the Project. In addition, the Project would not require construction of substantial off-site
wastewater, water supply, stormwater, electricity, natural gas, or telecommunications
infrastructure.

Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur related to requiring or resulting in
the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or
stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects, or
resulting in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may
serve the Project that it has adequate capacity to serve the Project’s projected demand in
addition to the provider’s existing commitments. There is no new or substantially more
severe impact.

b. Per the General Plan EIR, the City of Elk Grove is served by three water service providers:
the SCWA; the Elk Grove Water District; and the Omochumne-Hartnell Water District.>?
As noted above, the Project would be served by the SCWA. The SCWA uses purchased
water, surface water, groundwater, and recycled water as sources of water supply.

Pursuant to the WSA prepared for the Project by the SCWA, the site is located within the
SCWA’s 40/41 service area and within the 2030 Water Supply Master Plan (WSMP) study
area.>* The WSA was prepared to meet the requirements of Sections 10910 through 10912
of the California Water Code.

Since approval of the WSMP, the SCWA has produced amendments to the WSMP for the
following areas: Cordova Hills (approved 2011), Jackson Township (pending approval),
New Bridge (pending approval), and West Jackson (pending approval). In 2016, SCWA
also developed the Water System Infrastructure Plan (WSIP). The WSIP is a staff-level
document that describes the projected water supply infrastructure needs to meet the
projected built-out water demands in Zone 40, including the demands associated with
buildout of the Project site. Subsequently, the 2015 Urban Water Management Plan
(UWMP) was developed based on water demand and supply information provided in the
WSIP. Thus, the 2015 UWMP demand projections include the estimated demands
associated with buildout of the Project site.

Per the WSA, the projected annual demand associated with the Project, including the 517
proposed residential units and the 5.3-acre commercial lot, would be approximately 185.5
acre-feet per year (afy), including system losses. Given that the Project site is located in
the 2030 study area of the WSMP, and within the study area of the WSIP, the water demand
associated with the Project has been accounted for in the 2015 UWMP, which describes
SCWA’s existing and projected water demands through 2040. As shown in Table 10 of the
project-level WSA, SCWA’s total projected water supplies during normal, single dry, and

32 City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.12-1]. February 2019.
3 Sacramento County Water Agency. Water Supply Assessment for Sheldon Farms North. January 2019.
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multiple dry years would be sufficient to meet anticipated demands through 2040.
Therefore, SCWA’s water supplies would be sufficient to satisfy water demands associated
with the Project while still meeting the current and projected water demands of existing
customers within the SCWA service area.

Conclusion

The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the Project
site, would result in a significant and unavoidable impact related to water supplies.
However, based on the above, sufficient water supplies would be available to serve the
Project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple
dry years. Consequently, a less-than-significant impact would occur. There is no new or
substantially more severe impact.

Republic Services provides solid waste collection, disposal, recycling, and yard waste
services to residential development within the City of Elk Grove. Solid waste generated by
commercial and multifamily residential developments is served by registered commercial
haulers or county-authorized recyclers. As noted in the General Plan EIR, the City is served
by a total of ten landfills, the majority of which have over 70 percent available remaining
capacity.>* Due to the substantial amount of available capacity remaining at the landfills
serving the City, sufficient capacity would be available to accommodate the Project’s solid
waste disposal needs. Furthermore, given that the Project is consistent with the site’s
current General Plan land use designations, solid waste generation associated with the
Project has been anticipated by the City and accounted for in regional planning efforts.

Conclusion

Based on the above, a less-than-significant impact related to solid waste would occur as a
result of the Project. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan,
including the Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to solid
waste disposal. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

34

City of Elk Grove. General Plan Update Draft Environmental Impact Report [pg. 5.12-32]. February 2019.
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New

XX. WILDFIRE. Less-Th Impact or
X I . ess-Than-
If located in or near state responsibility g."te?“a”y Significant oSS Than- No Increase
. . ignificant with Mitigation Significant Impact Severity of
areas or lands classified as very high fire Impact lncorpofate q Impact P Previous
hazard severity zones, would the Project: Sf;‘;g‘ccﬁ,m

a. Substantially impair an adopted
emergency response plan or U U [ No
emergency evacuation plan?
b. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and
other factors, exacerbate wildfire
risks, and thereby expose project ‘ ] . ”® O
occupants to, pollutant concentrations
from a wildfire or the uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire?
c. Require the installation or
maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency wat‘er sources, ] ] ” ]
power lines or other utilities) that
may exacerbate fire risk or that may
result in temporary or ongoing
impacts to the environment?
d. Expose people or structures to
significant risks, including downslope
or downstream flooding or landslides, Ol U 2 3 [ No
as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

No

Discussion

a-d.  According to the CAL FIRE Fire and Resource Assessment Program, the Project site is not
located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone.* In addition, the site is not located
in or near a State Responsibility Area.

Conclusion

Based on the above, the Project would not be expected to be subject to or result in
substantial adverse effects related to wildfires, and a less-than-significant impact would
occur. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan, including the
Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to wildfire risks. There
is no new or substantially more severe impact.

35 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Contra Costa County, Very High Fire Hazard Severity

Zones in LRA. January 7, 2009.
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XX. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF
SIGNIFICANCE.

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less-Than-
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

New
Impact or
Increase
Severity of
Previous
Significant
Impact?

Less-Than-
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a. Does the project have the potential to
substantially 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, substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major
periods of California history or
prehistory?

b. 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)?

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

Discussion

a. As discussed in Section 1V, Biological Resources, of this IS/MND, implementation of the
Project would have the potential to result in adverse effects to burrowing owls, Swainson’s
hawk, giant garter snakes, and migratory birds and raptors protected by the MBTA. In
addition, while unlikely, the Project could result in impacts related to eliminating important
examples of major periods of California history or prehistory associated with undiscovered
archeological and/or paleontological resources during Project construction. However, the
Project would be required to comply with applicable General Plan policies and Municipal
Code regulations related to biological and cultural resources, including Chapter 7.00,
Historic Preservation, of the Municipal Code. In addition, this IS/MND includes mitigation
measures that would reduce any potential impacts to less-than-significant levels.
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Conclusion

With implementation of the mitigation measures required by this IS/MND, as well as
compliance with General Plan policies and all applicable sections of the Municipal Code,
development of the Project would reduce any potential impacts associated with the
following: 1) degrade the quality of the environment; 2) substantially reduce or impact the
habitat of fish or wildlife species; 3) cause fish or wildlife populations to drop below self-
sustaining levels; 4) threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community; 5) reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal; or 6) eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. Therefore,
with implementation of the mitigation measures included in this IS/MND, a less-than-
significant impact would occur. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

The Project in conjunction with other development within the City of Elk Grove could
incrementally contribute to cumulative impacts in the area. However, as demonstrated in
this IS/MND, all potential environmental impacts that could occur as a result of Project
implementation would be reduced to a less-than-significant level with implementation of
project-specific mitigation measures and compliance with applicable General Plan policies.
As discussed in Section X VII of this IS/MND, while the Project would include generation
of vehicle trip on area roadways, the cumulative VMT associated with development of the
Project and other existing and planned development within the City of Elk Grove would
be below the established city-wide VMT threshold. As noted in Section VIII-1, Mitigation
Measure VIII-1 would ensure Project consistency with the City’s CAP, thereby resulting
in a less-than-significant impact related to cumulative GHG emissions. In addition, the
Project is consistent with the site’s current land use and zoning designations.

Conclusion

When viewed in conjunction with other closely related past, present, or reasonably
foreseeable future projects, development of the Project would result in a cumulatively
considerable contribution to cumulative impacts in the City of Elk Grove, and the Project’s
cumulative impact would be less than significant. There is no new or substantially more
severe impact.

As described in this IS/MND, the Project would not expose any sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations during construction or operation.

Conclusion

Therefore, the Project would result in a less-than-significant impact related to the exposure
of sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations, and potential direct or indirect
impacts to human beings would not occur. Therefore, the Project’s impact would be less
than significant. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:55 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated)

Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

City Park . 10.00 . Acre ! 10.00 ! 435,600.00 0
"7 Apartments Mid Rise T  2e00 T T T  Dweling Unit 1630 i 12600000 1 336
"""" Single Family Housing = 39100  x  DwelingUnit 1 5760  : 70380000 | 1044
""" Regional Shopping Center  + 4580 = 1000sqft v 5.30 : 45,800.00 R
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 3.5 Precipitation Freq (Days) 58
Climate Zone 6 Operational Year 2024
Utility Company Sacramento Municipal Utility District
CO2 Intensity 369.35 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Project Characteristics - Intensity factor for CO2 adjusted based on SMUD’s RPS reductions

Land Use - Applicant provided
Construction Phase - Applicant provided
Grading - Applicant provided

Vehicle Trips - Applicant provided
Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

Area Mitigation - Per SMAQMD rules

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblConstructionPhase . NumbDays . 60.00 2.00
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T  Rumbays TR 155.00 :2100
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T Rumbays TR 110.00 :1000
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T Rumbays TR 1,550.00 :78300
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T Rumbays TR 110.00 :78300
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & 7 bhaseEndDate 3 6/23/2020 : S appozo” T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 1/26/2021 : 7277
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 6/8/2027 : T Tsisoz0 T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 11512027 : T sirozs T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 11/9/2027 : T sstpozs T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 612412020 : T appozo” T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 11612027 : Y%7
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 12772021 : T srsozo T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 6/9/2027 : T enpozo” T
"""""" biGrading T T AdresoiGrading 52.50 :7920
T  TbllandUse T LotAcreage 3.32 : T e T
T  TbllandUse T LotAcreage 126.95 : """""" 5760
T  TbllandUse T LotAcreage 1.05 T g T
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tbIProjectCharacteristics . CO2IntensityFactor

tblVehicleTrips . WD_TR

-+

2.0 Emissions Summary
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2.1 Overall Construction

Unmitigated Construction

Page 4 of 44

Date: 4/4/2019 3:55 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2020 E: 1.5118 ' 3.6813 ! 3.4621 ' 8.9800e- ' 0.4968 ! 0.1375 ' 0.6343 ' 0.1500 ! 0.1293 ' 0.2793 0.0000 ' 814.1161 ! 814.1161 ' 0.0938 ' 0.0000 : 816.4616
L1} 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- n f———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B D e : == e
2021 " 2.3659 ' 4.4151 ! 4.5794 ' 0.0129 ' 0.5958 ! 0.1458 ' 0.7416 ' 0.1608 ! 0.1378 ' 0.2986 0.0000 ' 1,168.381 ! 1,168.381 ' 0.1098 ' 0.0000 1,171.126
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 8 1 8 1 1 1 0
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e R : == mn m
2022 " 2.3105 ' 4.0414 ! 4.3593 ' 0.0126 ' 0.5935 ! 0.1235 ' 0.7170 ' 0.1602 ! 0.1168 ' 0.2770 0.0000 ' 1,145.353 ! 1,145.353 ' 0.1070 ' 0.0000 :1,148.027
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
----------- n f———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e T : = m o
2023 = 09258 1 1.3612 ! 1.5884 1 4.6900e- ' 0.2269 ! 0.0401 + 0.2670 + 0.0612 ! 0.0380 * 0.0992 0.0000  426.9680 ! 426.9680 ' 0.0389 ' 0.0000 ! 427.9413
- : ' v 003 , : : , : . , : : '
L1 1
Maximum 2.3659 4.4151 4.5794 0.0129 0.5958 0.1458 0.7416 0.1608 0.1378 0.2986 0.0000 | 1,168.381 | 1,168.381 | 0.1098 0.0000 | 1,171.126
8 8 0
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2.1 Overall Construction

Mitigated Construction

Page 5 of 44

Date: 4/4/2019 3:55 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Year tons/yr MT/yr
2020 E: 1.5118 ' 3.6813 ! 3.4621 ' 8.9800e- ' 0.4968 ! 0.1375 ' 0.6343 ' 0.1500 ! 0.1293 ' 0.2793 0.0000 ' 814.1158 ! 814.1158 ' 0.0938 ' 0.0000 ' 816.4612
L1} 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- n f———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B D e : == e
2021 " 2.3659 ' 4.4151 ! 4.5794 ' 0.0129 ' 0.5958 ! 0.1458 ' 0.7416 ' 0.1608 ! 0.1378 ' 0.2986 0.0000 ' 1,168.381 ! 1,168.381 ' 0.1098 ' 0.0000 1,171.125
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 4 1 4 1 1 1 6
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e R : = m o mna
2022 " 2.3105 ' 4.0414 ! 4.3593 ' 0.0126 ' 0.5935 ! 0.1235 ' 0.7170 ' 0.1602 ! 0.1168 ' 0.2770 0.0000 ' 1,145.352 ! 1,145.352 ' 0.1070 ' 0.0000 :1,148.026
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 7 1 7 1 1 1 7
----------- n f———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e T : == m o
2023 = 09258 1 1.3612 ! 1.5884 1 4.6900e- ' 0.2269 ! 0.0401 + 0.2670 + 0.0612 ! 0.0380 * 0.0992 0.0000  426.9678 ! 426.9678 ' 0.0389 ' 0.0000 ! 427.9412
- : ' v 003 , : : , : . , : : '
L1 1
Maximum 2.3659 4.4151 4.5794 0.0129 0.5958 0.1458 0.7416 0.1608 0.1378 0.2986 0.0000 | 1,168.381 | 1,168.381 | 0.1098 0.0000 | 1,171.125
4 4 6
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
Quarter Start Date End Date Maximum Unmitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter) Maximum Mitigated ROG + NOX (tons/quarter)
1 4-1-2020 6-30-2020 1.4603 1.4603
2 7-1-2020 9-30-2020 1.8287 1.8287
3 10-1-2020 12-31-2020 1.8427 1.8427
4 1-1-2021 3-31-2021 1.6781 1.6781
5 4-1-2021 6-30-2021 1.6860 1.6860
6 7-1-2021 9-30-2021 1.7045 1.7045
7 10-1-2021 12-31-2021 1.7154 1.7154
8 1-1-2022 3-31-2022 1.5776 1.5776
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9 4-1-2022 6-30-2022 1.5859 1.5859
10 7-1-2022 9-30-2022 1.6033 1.6033
1 10-1-2022 12-31-2022 1.6127 1.6127
12 1-1-2023 3-31-2023 1.4549 1.4549
13 4-1-2023 6-30-2023 0.8353 0.8353
Highest 1.8427 1.8427
2.2 Overall Operational
Unmitigated Operational
ROG NOx CcoO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area = 41245 1+ 0.0614 1 53301 ' 2.8000e- * 1 0.0295 1 0.0295 v 0.0295 1 0.0295 0.0000 + 8.7105 ' 8.7105 ' 8.3600e- * 0.0000 ' 8.9195
L1 1 1 1 004 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 003 1 1
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
___________ n 1 —————t 1 1 —————t 1 1 —————t 1 . 1 1 1 _____.:________
Energy - 0.0624 ! 0.5342 ! 0.2324 ! 3.4100e- ! ! 0.0431 ! 0.0431 ! ! 0.0431 ! 0.0431 0.0000 ! 1,349.584 ! 1,349.584 ! 0.0693 ! 0.0232 ! 1,358.235
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 8 1 8 1 1 1 0
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et e : fm———— == e
Mobile - 1.4511 ! 5.4634 ! 12.5059 ! 0.0372 ! 3.2399 ! 0.0312 ! 3.2711 ! 0.8683 ! 0.0291 ! 0.8974 0.0000 ! 3,422.124 ! 3,422.124 ! 0.1720 ! 0.0000 ! 3,426.425
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 5 1 5 1 1 1 3
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e m ey : = mmm o
Waste - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 97.9939 ! 0.0000 ! 97.9939 ! 5.7913 ! 0.0000 ! 242.7757
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et : - m e m e
Water - ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 13.1180 ! 51.6083 ! 64.7262 ! 0.0492 ! 0.0294 ! 74.7072
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
Total 5.6380 6.0590 18.0684 0.0408 3.2399 0.1039 3.3438 0.8683 0.1018 0.9700 111.1118 | 4,832.028 | 4,943.140 6.0902 0.0526 5,111.062
1 0 8
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2.2 Overall Operational
Mitigated Operational

ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Area = 41245 1+ 00614 1 53301 1+ 2.8000e- * 1 0.0295 1 0.0295 1 v 0.0295 1 0.0295 0.0000 + 87105 1 8.7105 1 8.3600e- * 0.0000 ' 8.9195
L1} 1 1 1 004 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 003 1 1
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et Bl S e e : fm—— e == a s
Energy = 0.0624 1 05342 1 0.2324 ' 3.4100e- 1 1 0.0431 + 0.0431 1 1 0.0431 + 0.0431 0.0000 1 1,349.584 1 1,349.584 1 0.0693 1 0.0232 ' 1,358.235
L1} 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 8 1 8 1 1 1 0
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e : == m - n e
Mobile " 1.4511 ' 5.4634 ! 12.5059 ' 0.0372 ' 3.2399 ! 0.0312 ' 3.2711 ' 0.8683 ! 0.0291 ' 0.8974 0.0000 ' 3,422.124 ! 3,422.124 ' 0.1720 ' 0.0000 ! 3,426.425
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 5 1 5 1 1 1 3
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———k e m e ——megy : = m = n o
Waste " ' ! ' ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 97.9939 ' 0.0000 ! 97.9939 ' 57913 ' 0.0000 ' 242.7757
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B ettt : - m e m e
Water " ' ! ' ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 13.1180 ' 51.6083 ! 64.7262 ' 0.0492 ' 0.0294 1 74.7072
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
L1 1
Total 5.6380 6.0590 18.0684 0.0408 3.2399 0.1039 3.3438 0.8683 0.1018 0.9700 111.1118 | 4,832.028 | 4,943.140 | 6.0902 0.0526 | 5,111.062
1 0 8
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 :Site Preparation :Site Preparation :4/1/2020 14/2/2020 H 5] 2!
5T Gadng T ié?;&iﬁé'"""""""":27375526"'"'"E?3717552'0"'"'"E'"""%’:"""""""z'&';’ I
5 Pavng T §T>;§i?1§;""""""""":?3747552'0"'"'"E?371'572'0'26""'"E"""'%’:""""""'1'6';’ I
£ Biiding Constuction " tBulding 'c?)}'st'rac'ﬁ'o'n"""":?371%72'0'26"'""2571'772'0'23"'"";'"""%’:""""'"7'55;' I
5 F Architectural Coating Architectural Coating {611/2020 55/31/2023 I 5I 783? """""""""""""

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0

Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 79.2
Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 1,680,345; Residential Outdoor: 560,115; Non-Residential Indoor: 68,700; Non-Residential Outdoor: 22,900; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

Site Preparation *Rubber Tired Dozers ! 3 8.00! 247! 0.40

Site Preparation HTraciorslLoadersBackhoss s 5,001 g7 T 0.37

Grading SExcavatore T e 5,001 e T 0.38

Grading Graders T T 5,001 T 0.41

Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 5,001 7 A 0.40

Grading SSorapers T TTTTTTTTTTTT e 5,001 So7 T 0.48

Grading HTraciorslLoadersBackhoss e 5,001 g7 T 0.37

Building Construction Soranes T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTIT T 7.001 SaT T 0.29

Building Construction Forie T e 5,001 Bor T 0.20

Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5,001 B T 0.74

Building Construction HTraciorslLoadersBackhoss | 7.001 g7 T 0.37

Building Construction Welders T TTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 5,001 GerTTTTTTT 0.45

Paving SPavers T TTTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5,001 TS 0.42

Paving 7 SPaving Equipment " ""'z """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36

Paving -'R'oﬁér's """"""""""" e 5,001 BT 0.38

Archltectural ééét-in-g ---------- :Air Compressors I 1t 6.00? 785 ----------- 0 48

Trips and VMT

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Trip Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling

Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class

Site Preparation : 7:L 18.005 0.00 0.005 10.00; 6.505 20.00!LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix EHHDT

Grading : 8 20000 000l 0.00: 10001 6500 000D Mix WHoT Mk ThRDT

Building Construction + 9:%""'22'566 R E VY R 6.00" 1o.oo§ 's.sof """ 20. 66 LD_Mix !h’df_'nﬁ.;' o -i-l-ll:ll-D:l' """

Paving ef"""( s00r T ool T 6.00" 10, oo’ Teso T 300010 Mx DT Mix -i-l-ll:ll-D:l' """

Architectural Coating + T 56,00 0.00° 500" 10.00" 6.50; 20.002 LD_Mix THOT Wi %ﬁﬁb% """
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

3.2 Site Preparation - 2020

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust - ' ' ' + 0.0181 1+ 0.0000 * 0.0181 1 9.9300e- * 0.0000 r 9.9300e- 0.0000 +* 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000
- ' . ' . . : V003 , 003 . . : . .
----------- n———————a f———————n - ———————— ———————— : ———— e e ey f———————— - rmmmma
Off-Road = 4.0800e- + 0.0424 1+ 0.0215 1 4.0000e- ! 1 2.2000e- '+ 2.2000e- 1 1 2.0200e- * 2.0200e- 0.0000 »+ 3.3431 + 3.3431 1 1.0800e- * 0.0000 +* 3.3701
o 003 . 1005 i 003 ; 003 i 003 003 . . 1003 .
Total 4.0800e- 0.0424 0.0215 | 4.0000e- 0.0181 2.2000e- 0.0203 9.9300e- | 2.0200e- 0.0120 0.0000 3.3431 3.3431 1.0800e- 0.0000 3.3701
003 005 003 003 003 003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ o o . o o . I S o .
Vendor = 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
. : o . o o . N S . o . o
Worker = 7.0000e- ' 5.0000e- * 5.0000e- * 0.0000 1 1.3000e- * 0.0000 ' 1.3000e- * 4.0000e- * 0.0000 * 4.0000e- 0.0000 * 0.1171 1+ 0.1171 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.1172
o 005 , 005 , 004 \ 004 i 004 005 \ 005 . . ' . .
Total 7.0000e- | 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 0.0000 1.3000e- 0.0000 1.3000e- | 4.0000e- 0.0000 4.0000e- 0.0000 0.1171 0.1171 0.0000 0.0000 0.1172
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust - ' ' ' + 0.0181 1+ 0.0000 * 0.0181 1 9.9300e- * 0.0000 r 9.9300e- 0.0000 + 0.0000 +* 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 +* 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 003 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 L
L1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- n———————a f———————— - ———————— ———————— : ———— e ey f———————— - Fmmm
Off-Road = 4.0800e- + 0.0424 1+ 0.0215 1 4.0000e- ! 1 2.2000e- '+ 2.2000e- 1 1 2.0200e- * 2.0200e- 0.0000 »+ 3.3431  3.3431 1 1.0800e- * 0.0000 * 3.3701
o 003 . 1005 i 003 ; 003 i 003 , 003 . . 1003 .
Total 4.0800e- 0.0424 0.0215 4.0000e- 0.0181 2.2000e- 0.0203 9.9300e- | 2.0200e- 0.0120 0.0000 3.3431 3.3431 1.0800e- 0.0000 3.3701
003 005 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- h———————n f———————— - f———————n f———————— : ———mmm ey f———————— - Fmmmn
Vendor b 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
---------------- . ———————— - f———————— ———————— : ———mmm ey f———————— - PR
Worker 7.0000e- ! 5.0000e- ' 5.0000e- ! 0.0000 r 1.3000e- * 0.0000 ! 1.3000e- ' 4.0000e- ! 0.0000 * 4.0000e- 0.0000 + 0.1171 + 0.1171 ! 0.0000 +* 0.0000 + 0.1172
o 005 005 , 004 \ 004 i 004 , 005 \ 005 . . ' . :
Total 7.0000e- | 5.0000e- | 5.0000e- 0.0000 1.3000e- 0.0000 1.3000e- | 4.0000e- 0.0000 4.0000e- 0.0000 0.1171 0.1171 0.0000 0.0000 0.1172
005 005 004 004 004 005 005
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.1052 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1052 ! 0.0393 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0393 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————— - f———————— ———————— : ———— e e ey ———————— - R R
Off-Road . 0.0467 ! 0.5271 ! 0.3356 ! 6.5000e- ! ! 0.0228 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.0210 ! 0.0210 0.0000 ! 57.2085 ! 57.2085 ! 0.0185 ! 0.0000 ! 57.6711
L1 1 1 1 004 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 0.0467 0.5271 0.3356 6.5000e- 0.1052 0.0228 0.1281 0.0393 0.0210 0.0603 0.0000 57.2085 57.2085 0.0185 0.0000 57.6711
004
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- h———————n f———————— - f———————n f———————— : ———mmm ey f———————— - Fmmmn
Vendor b 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
---------------- . ———————— - ———————— ———————— : ———mmm ey f———————— - Fmmmm
Worker 7.8000e- ! 5.3000e- ' 5.8100e- ! 2.0000e- * 1.5400e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.5500e- ' 4.1000e- ! 1.0000e- ' 4.2000e- 0.0000 + 1.3666 ' 1.3666 ! 4.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 1.3675
- 004 , 004 ,; 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 ., 004 . : v 005 .
Total 7.8000e- | 5.3000e- | 5.8100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.5400e- | 1.0000e- | 1.5500e- | 4.1000e- | 1.0000e- | 4.2000e- 0.0000 1.3666 1.3666 4.0000e- 0.0000 1.3675
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 0.1052 ! 0.0000 ! 0.1052 ! 0.0393 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0393 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————— - f———————— ———————— : ———— e e ey ———————— - Fm e
Off-Road . 0.0467 ! 0.5271 ! 0.3356 ! 6.5000e- ! ! 0.0228 ! 0.0228 ! ! 0.0210 ! 0.0210 0.0000 ! 57.2084 ! 57.2084 ! 0.0185 ! 0.0000 ! 57.6710
L1 1 1 1 004 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 0.0467 0.5271 0.3356 6.5000e- 0.1052 0.0228 0.1281 0.0393 0.0210 0.0603 0.0000 57.2084 57.2084 0.0185 0.0000 57.6710
004
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- h———————n f———————— - f———————n f———————— : ———mmm ey f———————— - Fmmmn
Vendor b 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
---------------- . ———————— - ———————— ———————— : ———mmm ey f———————— - Fmmmm
Worker 7.8000e- ! 5.3000e- ' 5.8100e- ! 2.0000e- * 1.5400e- ' 1.0000e- ! 1.5500e- ' 4.1000e- ! 1.0000e- ' 4.2000e- 0.0000 + 1.3666 ' 1.3666 ! 4.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 1.3675
- 004 , 004 ,; 003 , 005 , 003 , 005 , 003 , 004 , 005 ., 004 . : v 005 .
Total 7.8000e- | 5.3000e- | 5.8100e- | 2.0000e- | 1.5400e- | 1.0000e- | 1.5500e- | 4.1000e- | 1.0000e- | 4.2000e- 0.0000 1.3666 1.3666 4.0000e- 0.0000 1.3675
004 004 003 005 003 005 003 004 005 004 005




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2

3.4 Paving -

2020

Page 14 of 44

Date: 4/4/2019 3:55 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 6.7800e- 1+ 0.0703 1 0.0733 1 1.1000e- * 1 3.7600e- ' 3.7600e- 1 1 3.4600e- ' 3.4600e- 0.0000 + 10.0141 + 10.0141 » 3.2400e- * 0.0000 * 10.0951
o 003 . V004 i 003 ; 003 i 003 003 . . 1003 .
----------- n———————n ———————— : ey fm : ———km e e ey : e
Paving = (0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 6.7800e- 0.0703 0.0733 1.1000e- 3.7600e- | 3.7600e- 3.4600e- 3.4600e- 0.0000 10.0141 10.0141 3.2400e- 0.0000 10.0951
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- h———————n f———————— - f———————n f———————— : ———m == -] f———————— - Fmmmn
Vendor b 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
---------------- . ———————— - f———————— ———————— : ——— === =] f———————— - Fmmm
Worker 2.8000e- ! 1.9000e- ' 2.0800e- ! 1.0000e- ' 5.5000e- * 0.0000 ! 5.5000e- ' 1.5000e- ! 0.0000 * 1.5000e- 0.0000 + 0.4881 ' 0.4881 ! 1.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 0.4884
= 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 i 004 , 004 \ 004 . . ¢ 005 :
Total 2.8000e- | 1.9000e- | 2.0800e- | 1.0000e- | 5.5000e- 0.0000 5.5000e- | 1.5000e- 0.0000 1.5000e- 0.0000 0.4881 0.4881 1.0000e- 0.0000 0.4884
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 6.7800e- 1+ 0.0703 1 0.0733 1 1.1000e- * 1 3.7600e- ' 3.7600e- 1 1 3.4600e- ' 3.4600e- 0.0000 + 10.0141 + 10.0141 » 3.2400e- * 0.0000 * 10.0951
o 003 . V004 i 003 ; 003 i 003 003 . . 1003 .
----------- n———————n ———————— - f———————— ———————— : ———— e ey f———————— - rmmma
Paving = (0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 6.7800e- 0.0703 0.0733 1.1000e- 3.7600e- | 3.7600e- 3.4600e- 3.4600e- 0.0000 10.0141 10.0141 3.2400e- 0.0000 10.0951
003 004 003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling E: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- h———————n f———————— - f———————n f———————— : ———mmm ey f———————— - Fmmmn
Vendor b 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
---------------- . ———————— - f———————— ———————— : ——— e ey f———————— - Fmmm
Worker 2.8000e- ! 1.9000e- ' 2.0800e- ! 1.0000e- ' 5.5000e- * 0.0000 ! 5.5000e- ' 1.5000e- ! 0.0000 * 1.5000e- 0.0000 + 0.4881 ' 0.4881 ! 1.0000e- * 0.0000 ' 0.4884
= 004 , 004 , 003 , 005 , 004 i 004 , 004 \ 004 . . ¢ 005 :
Total 2.8000e- | 1.9000e- | 2.0800e- | 1.0000e- | 5.5000e- 0.0000 5.5000e- | 1.5000e- 0.0000 1.5000e- 0.0000 0.4881 0.4881 1.0000e- 0.0000 0.4884
004 004 003 005 004 004 004 004 005
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Off-Road 5: 0.1738 ! 1.5733 ! 1.3816 ! 2.2100e- ! ! 0.0916 ! 0.0916 ! ! 0.0861 ! 0.0861 0.0000 ! 189.9202 ! 189.9202 ! 0.0463 ! 0.0000 ! 191.0785
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 0.1738 1.5733 1.3816 2.2100e- 0.0916 0.0916 0.0861 0.0861 0.0000 189.9202 | 189.9202 0.0463 0.0000 191.0785
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -aan) ———————n : It
Vendor 12322 v+ 0.3437 1+ 2.7100e- * 0.0643 1 6.3800e- * 0.0706 ' 0.0186 ' 6.1000e- ' 0.0247 0.0000 1 259.9908 ' 259.9908 ' 0.0154 * 0.0000 ' 260.3756
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e - -] ———————n : I
Worker 1 0.0888 ' 0.9738 1 2.5300e- ' 0.2584 ' 1.8600e- ' 0.2602 ' 0.0687 ' 1.7100e- * 0.0704 0.0000 r 228.9159 r 228.9159 ' 6.4700e- * 0.0000 ' 229.0777
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1730 1.3211 1.3174 5.2400e- 0.3226 8.2400e- 0.3309 0.0873 7.8100e- 0.0951 0.0000 488.9067 | 488.9067 0.0219 0.0000 489.4534
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Off-Road = 01738 1 15733 1 1.3816 1 2.2100e- + v 0.0916 + 0.0916 1 '+ 0.0861 1 0.0861 0.0000 » 189.9200 * 189.9200 * 0.0463 +* 0.0000 r 191.0783
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 0.1738 1.5733 1.3816 2.2100e- 0.0916 0.0916 0.0861 0.0861 0.0000 189.9200 | 189.9200 0.0463 0.0000 191.0783
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -aan) ———————n : It
Vendor 12322 v+ 0.3437 1+ 2.7100e- * 0.0643 1 6.3800e- * 0.0706 ' 0.0186 ' 6.1000e- ' 0.0247 0.0000 1 259.9908 ' 259.9908 ' 0.0154 * 0.0000 ' 260.3756
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e - -] ———————n : I
Worker 1 0.0888 ' 0.9738 1 2.5300e- ' 0.2584 ' 1.8600e- ' 0.2602 ' 0.0687 ' 1.7100e- * 0.0704 0.0000 r 228.9159 r 228.9159 ' 6.4700e- * 0.0000 ' 229.0777
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.1730 1.3211 1.3174 5.2400e- 0.3226 8.2400e- 0.3309 0.0873 7.8100e- 0.0951 0.0000 488.9067 | 488.9067 0.0219 0.0000 489.4534
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 02481 1 22749 1+ 21631 1 3.5100e- t v 01251 1 0.1251 v 01176 + 0.1176 0.0000  302.2867 * 302.2867 ' 0.0729 1 0.0000 r 304.1099
. ' . 1003 . ' . ' . . . ' . .
Total 0.2481 2.2749 2.1631 3.5100e- 0.1251 0.1251 0.1176 0.1176 0.0000 | 302.2867 | 302.2867 | 0.0729 0.0000 | 304.1099
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaa) ———————n : R
Vendor ' 17889 1+ 0.4781 1 4.2700e- * 0.1022 ' 4.9400e- ' 0.1072 ' 0.0296 ' 4.7300e- * 0.0343 0.0000 + 410.3230 ' 410.3230 * 0.0235 ' 0.0000 ' 410.9095
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - - ———————n : rom--a-
Worker ' 01267 + 1.4170 1 3.8900e- * 0.4112 1 2.8700e- ' 0.4141 1 0.1094 ' 2.6500e- * 0.1120 0.0000 + 351.9068 ' 351.9068 ' 9.2400e- ' 0.0000 ' 352.1378
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.2489 1.9156 1.8951 8.1600e- 0.5134 7.8100e- 0.5212 0.1389 7.3800e- 0.1463 0.0000 | 762.2298 | 762.2298 | 0.0327 0.0000 | 763.0473
003 003 003
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:55 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Off-Road = 02481 1 22749 1+ 21631 1 3.5100e- t v 01251 1 0.1251 v 01176 + 0.1176 0.0000  302.2863 r 302.2863 '+ 0.0729 1 0.0000 r 304.1095
. ' . 1003 . ' . ' . . . ' . '
Total 0.2481 2.2749 2.1631 3.5100e- 0.1251 0.1251 0.1176 0.1176 0.0000 | 302.2863 | 302.2863 | 0.0729 0.0000 | 304.1095
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaa) ———————n : R
Vendor ' 17889 1+ 0.4781 1 4.2700e- * 0.1022 ' 4.9400e- ' 0.1072 ' 0.0296 ' 4.7300e- * 0.0343 0.0000 + 410.3230 ' 410.3230 * 0.0235 ' 0.0000 ' 410.9095
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003 v 003 ' v 003 ' ' ' ' '
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - - ———————n : rom--a-
Worker ' 01267 + 1.4170 1 3.8900e- * 0.4112 1 2.8700e- ' 0.4141 1 0.1094 ' 2.6500e- * 0.1120 0.0000 + 351.9068 ' 351.9068 ' 9.2400e- ' 0.0000 ' 352.1378
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.2489 1.9156 1.8951 8.1600e- 0.5134 7.8100e- 0.5212 0.1389 7.3800e- 0.1463 0.0000 | 762.2298 | 762.2298 | 0.0327 0.0000 | 763.0473
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Off-Road 5: 0.2218 ! 2.0300 ! 21272 ! 3.5000e- ! ! 0.1052 ! 0.1052 ! ! 0.0990 ! 0.0990 0.0000 ! 301.2428 ! 301.2428 ! 0.0722 ! 0.0000 ! 303.0471
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 0.2218 2.0300 2.1272 3.5000e- 0.1052 0.1052 0.0990 0.0990 0.0000 301.2428 | 301.2428 0.0722 0.0000 303.0471
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : R
Vendor 1 1.6920  0.4392 ' 4.2100e- * 0.1018 1 4.3200e- * 0.1062 ' 0.0294 ' 4.1300e- ' 0.0336 0.0000 1 405.1579 ' 405.1579 + 0.0227 + 0.0000 ' 405.7255
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- . f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e - ———————n : Rt
Worker v 0.1135 v 1.2971 v 3.7400e- ' 0.4096 ' 2.7900e- ' 0.4124  0.1089 ' 2.5700e- * 0.1115 0.0000 + 338.0020 * 338.0020 ' 8.2700e- * 0.0000 r 338.2088
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.2313 1.8055 1.7362 7.9500e- 0.5114 7.1100e- 0.5185 0.1384 6.7000e- 0.1451 0.0000 743.1600 | 743.1600 0.0310 0.0000 743.9343
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Off-Road = 02218 1 20300 ' 2.1272 1 3.5000e- * v 0.1052 + 0.1052 +0.0990 * 0.0990 0.0000 r 301.2425 » 301.2425 + 0.0722 + 0.0000 r 303.0467
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 0.2218 2.0300 2.1272 3.5000e- 0.1052 0.1052 0.0990 0.0990 0.0000 301.2425 | 301.2425 0.0722 0.0000 303.0467
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : R
Vendor 1 1.6920  0.4392 ' 4.2100e- * 0.1018 1 4.3200e- * 0.1062 ' 0.0294 ' 4.1300e- ' 0.0336 0.0000 1 405.1579 ' 405.1579 + 0.0227 + 0.0000 ' 405.7255
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
----------- . f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e - ———————n : Rt
Worker v 0.1135 v 1.2971 v 3.7400e- ' 0.4096 ' 2.7900e- ' 0.4124  0.1089 ' 2.5700e- * 0.1115 0.0000 + 338.0020 * 338.0020 ' 8.2700e- * 0.0000 r 338.2088
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.2313 1.8055 1.7362 7.9500e- 0.5114 7.1100e- 0.5185 0.1384 6.7000e- 0.1451 0.0000 743.1600 | 743.1600 0.0310 0.0000 743.9343
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Off-Road 5: 0.0771 ! 0.7049 ! 0.7960 ! 1.3200e- ! ! 0.0343 ! 0.0343 ! ! 0.0323 ! 0.0323 0.0000 ! 113.5843 ! 113.5843 ! 0.0270 ! 0.0000 ! 114.2598
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 0.0771 0.7049 0.7960 1.3200e- 0.0343 0.0343 0.0323 0.0323 0.0000 113.5843 | 113.5843 0.0270 0.0000 114.2598
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaa) ———————n : rm--a-
Vendor 1 05390 ' 0.1464 ' 1.5600e- * 0.0384 1 7.7000e- * 0.0392 : 0.0111 1 7.4000e- ' 0.0118 0.0000  149.8907 ' 149.8907 ' 7.6800e- * 0.0000 ' 150.0826
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, . 004 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : A
Worker 1 0.0385 ' 0.4490 ' 1.3600e- ' 0.1544 1 1.0300e- ' 0.1554 ' 0.0411 1 9.4000e- * 0.0420 0.0000 r 122.6167 * 122.6167 ' 2.7900e- * 0.0000 ' 122.6865
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 004 ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0788 0.5775 0.5955 2.9200e- 0.1928 1.8000e- 0.1946 0.0522 1.6800e- 0.0538 0.0000 272.5074 | 272.5074 0.0105 0.0000 272.7692
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category tons/yr MT/yr

Off-Road = 00771 1 07049 1 0.7960 1 1.3200e- + 1+ 0.0343 + 0.0343 v 0.0323  0.0323 0.0000 » 113.5842 » 113.5842 + 0.0270 + 0.0000 r 114.2597
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 0.0771 0.7049 0.7960 1.3200e- 0.0343 0.0343 0.0323 0.0323 0.0000 113.5842 | 113.5842 0.0270 0.0000 114.2597
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaa) ———————n : rm--a-
Vendor 't 05390 ' 0.1464 ' 1.5600e- * 0.0384 1 7.7000e- * 0.0392 : 0.0111 1 7.4000e- ' 0.0118 0.0000 1 149.8907 ' 149.8907 ' 7.6800e- * 0.0000 ' 150.0826
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, 004 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : A
Worker 1 0.0385 ' 0.4490 ' 1.3600e- ' 0.1544 1 1.0300e- ' 0.1554 ' 0.0411 1 9.4000e- * 0.0420 0.0000 r 122.6167 * 122.6167 ' 2.7900e- * 0.0000 ' 122.6865
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0788 0.5775 0.5955 2.9200e- 0.1928 1.8000e- 0.1946 0.0522 1.6800e- 0.0538 0.0000 272.5074 | 272.5074 0.0105 0.0000 272.7692
003 003 003
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:55 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 1.0630 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- n———————n f———————— - ———————— ———————n : ——— - ———————n : b
Off-Road = 0.0187 1+ 0.1297 1+ 0.1410 ' 2.3000e- * 1 8.5400e- ' 8.5400e- 1! 1 8.5400e- ' 8.5400e- 0.0000 + 19.6601 * 19.6601 ' 1.5200e- * 0.0000 * 19.6981
- : : \ 004 i 003 ;003 i 003 , 003 . : \ 003 | .
Total 1.0816 0.1297 0.1410 2.3000e- 8.5400e- | 8.5400e- 8.5400e- | 8.5400e- 0.0000 19.6601 19.6601 1.5200e- 0.0000 19.6981
004 003 003 003 003 003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -} ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : i
Worker ' 0.0167 1+ 0.1833 ' 4.8000e- ' 0.0486 ' 3.5000e- ' 0.0490 ' 0.0129 1 3.2000e- * 0.0133 0.0000 + 43.0917 * 43.0917 ' 1.2200e- * 0.0000 * 43.1222
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 004, v 004 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0247 0.0167 0.1833 4.8000e- 0.0486 3.5000e- 0.0490 0.0129 3.2000e- 0.0133 0.0000 43.0917 43.0917 1.2200e- 0.0000 43.1222
004 004 004 003
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:55 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2020
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 1.0630 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : b
Off-Road = 0.0187 1+ 0.1297 1+ 0.1410 ' 2.3000e- * 1 8.5400e- ' 8.5400e- 1! 1 8.5400e- ' 8.5400e- 0.0000 +* 19.6600 * 19.6600 ' 1.5200e- * 0.0000 * 19.6981
- : : \ 004 i 003 ;003 i 003 , 003 . : \ 003 | .
Total 1.0816 0.1297 0.1410 2.3000e- 8.5400e- | 8.5400e- 8.5400e- | 8.5400e- 0.0000 19.6600 19.6600 1.5200e- 0.0000 19.6981
004 003 003 003 003 003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -} ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : i
Worker ' 0.0167 1+ 0.1833 ' 4.8000e- ' 0.0486 ' 3.5000e- ' 0.0490 ' 0.0129 1 3.2000e- * 0.0133 0.0000 + 43.0917 * 43.0917 ' 1.2200e- * 0.0000 * 43.1222
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 004, v 004 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0247 0.0167 0.1833 4.8000e- 0.0486 3.5000e- 0.0490 0.0129 3.2000e- 0.0133 0.0000 43.0917 43.0917 1.2200e- 0.0000 43.1222
004 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 1.8015 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e eaan) ———————n : r--aaa-
Off-Road = 0.0286 ' 0.1993 1 0.2372 1 3.9000e- ! v+ 0.0123 1 0.0123 +0.0123 + 0.0123 0.0000 * 33.3200 * 33.3200 ' 2.2900e- ' 0.0000 ' 33.3771
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L
" ' ' v 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, '
Total 1.8301 0.1993 0.2372 3.9000e- 0.0123 0.0123 0.0123 0.0123 0.0000 33.3200 | 33.3200 | 2.2900e- 0.0000 33.3771
004 003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -} ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : r- -
Worker t0.0254 1+ 0.2841 1 7.8000e- * 0.0824 ' 5.8000e- ' 0.0830 ' 0.0219 ' 5.3000e- * 0.0225 0.0000 + 70.5454 + 70.5454 1 1.8500e- ' 0.0000 ' 70.5917
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 004, v 004 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0389 0.0254 0.2841 7.8000e- 0.0824 5.8000e- 0.0830 0.0219 5.3000e- 0.0225 0.0000 70.5454 | 70.5454 | 1.8500e- 0.0000 70.5917
004 004 004 003
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:55 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2021
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 1.8015 ! ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e eaan) ———————n : r--aaa-
Off-Road = 0.0286 ' 0.1993 1 0.2372 1 3.9000e- ! v+ 0.0123 1 0.0123 +0.0123 + 0.0123 0.0000 '+ 33.3199 1 33.3199 1 2.2900e- ' 0.0000 ' 33.3771
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L
" ' ' v 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, '
Total 1.8301 0.1993 0.2372 3.9000e- 0.0123 0.0123 0.0123 0.0123 0.0000 33.3199 | 33.3199 | 2.2900e- 0.0000 33.3771
004 003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -} ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - -] ———————n : r- -
Worker t0.0254 1+ 0.2841 1 7.8000e- * 0.0824 ' 5.8000e- ' 0.0830 ' 0.0219 ' 5.3000e- * 0.0225 0.0000 + 70.5454 + 70.5454 1 1.8500e- ' 0.0000 ' 70.5917
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 004, v 004 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0389 0.0254 0.2841 7.8000e- 0.0824 5.8000e- 0.0830 0.0219 5.3000e- 0.0225 0.0000 70.5454 | 70.5454 | 1.8500e- 0.0000 70.5917
004 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 17946 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : i
Off-Road = 0.0266 ' 0.1831 1+ 0.2358 ' 3.9000e- ! v 0.0106 ' 0.0106 + 0.0106 * 0.0106 0.0000 * 33.1923 1+ 33.1923 1 2.1600e- * 0.0000 * 33.2463
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L
" ' ' v 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, '
Total 1.8212 0.1831 0.2358 3.9000e- 0.0106 0.0106 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.1923 | 33.1923 | 2.1600e- 0.0000 33.2463
004 003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -} ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rme--a--
Worker +0.0228  0.2600 ' 7.5000e- * 0.0821 ' 5.6000e- ' 0.0827 ' 0.0218 ' 5.2000e- * 0.0224 0.0000 + 67.7580 ' 67.7580 ' 1.6600e- ' 0.0000 ' 67.7994
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 004, v 004 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0362 0.0228 0.2600 7.5000e- 0.0821 5.6000e- 0.0827 0.0218 5.2000e- 0.0224 0.0000 67.7580 | 67.7580 | 1.6600e- 0.0000 67.7994
004 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2022
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 1.7946 ! ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 : 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : i
Off-Road = 0.0266 ' 0.1831 1+ 0.2358 ' 3.9000e- ! v 0.0106 ' 0.0106 + 0.0106 * 0.0106 0.0000 * 33.1923 1+ 33.1923 1 2.1600e- * 0.0000 * 33.2463
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L
" ' ' v 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, '
Total 1.8212 0.1831 0.2358 3.9000e- 0.0106 0.0106 0.0106 0.0106 0.0000 33.1923 | 33.1923 | 2.1600e- 0.0000 33.2463
004 003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e -} ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rme--a--
Worker +0.0228  0.2600 ' 7.5000e- * 0.0821 ' 5.6000e- ' 0.0827 ' 0.0218 ' 5.2000e- * 0.0224 0.0000 + 67.7580 ' 67.7580 ' 1.6600e- ' 0.0000 ' 67.7994
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 004, v 004 ' v 004, ' ' v 003, '
Total 0.0362 0.0228 0.2600 7.5000e- 0.0821 5.6000e- 0.0827 0.0218 5.2000e- 0.0224 0.0000 67.7580 | 67.7580 | 1.6600e- 0.0000 67.7994
004 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2023

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 0.7455 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- n———————n f———————— - ———————— ———————— : ———— e e ey ———————— - R LI
Off-Road = (0.0104 + 0.0704  0.0978 ' 1.6000e- ! 1 3.8200e- ' 3.8200e- ! 1 3.8200e- ' 3.8200e- 0.0000 + 13.7876 * 13.7876 ' 8.2000e- * 0.0000 * 13.8082
- ' . \ 004 | i 003 | 003 i 003 , 003 . . \ 004 ) .
Total 0.7558 0.0704 0.0978 1.6000e- 3.8200e- | 3.8200e- 3.8200e- 3.8200e- 0.0000 13.7876 13.7876 8.2000e- 0.0000 13.8082
004 003 003 003 003 004
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ o . o o . N S o .
Vendor 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ o . o o . N S o .
Worker 8.5000e- ' 0.0992 ! 3.0000e- * 0.0341 1 2.3000e- ! 0.0343 ' 9.0700e- ! 2.1000e- * 9.2800e- 0.0000 + 27.0887 ' 27.0887 ! 6.2000e- * 0.0000 * 27.1042
003 | \ 004 V004 i 003 ; 004 ; 003 . . i 004 :
Total 0.0141 8.5000e- 0.0992 3.0000e- 0.0341 2.3000e- 0.0343 9.0700e- | 2.1000e- | 9.2800e- 0.0000 27.0887 27.0887 6.2000e- 0.0000 27.1042
003 004 004 003 004 003 004
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2023
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Archit. Coating 5: 0.7455 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
L1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- n———————n f———————— - ———————— ———————— : ———— e e ey ———————— - R LI
Off-Road = (0.0104 + 0.0704  0.0978 ' 1.6000e- ! 1 3.8200e- ' 3.8200e- ! 1 3.8200e- ' 3.8200e- 0.0000 + 13.7876 * 13.7876 ' 8.2000e- * 0.0000 * 13.8082
- ' . \ 004 | i 003 | 003 i 003 , 003 . : \ 004 ) .
Total 0.7558 0.0704 0.0978 1.6000e- 3.8200e- | 3.8200e- 3.8200e- 3.8200e- 0.0000 13.7876 13.7876 8.2000e- 0.0000 13.8082
004 003 003 003 003 004
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Hauling 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ o . o o . N S o .
Vendor 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ o . o o . N S o .
Worker 8.5000e- ' 0.0992 ! 3.0000e- * 0.0341 1 2.3000e- ! 0.0343 ' 9.0700e- ! 2.1000e- * 9.2800e- 0.0000 + 27.0887 ' 27.0887 ! 6.2000e- * 0.0000 * 27.1042
003 | V004 \ 004 i 003 ; 004 ; 003 . . 1004 :
Total 0.0141 8.5000e- 0.0992 3.0000e- 0.0341 2.3000e- 0.0343 9.0700e- | 2.1000e- | 9.2800e- 0.0000 27.0887 27.0887 6.2000e- 0.0000 27.1042
003 004 004 003 004 003 004

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Mitigated = 14511 1 54634 1 125059 '+ 0.0372 *+ 32399 + 0.0312 1 32711 : 0.8683 ' 0.0291 + 0.8974 0.0000 1 3,422.124 + 3,422.124+ 0.1720 * 0.0000 ' 3,426.425
- : ' : : : : : : ' . V5 : T3
" Unmitigated = 14511 + 54634 + 125059 + 0.0372 1+ 3.2399 + 00312 + 32711 + 08683 + 00291 + 08974 = 00000 +3,422.124+3422.124 1 01720 & 0.0000 3,426.425
. . . . . . . . . . . . 5 . 5 . . . 3
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Mid Rise ; 617.40 ;_ 617.40 617.40 . 952,604 . 952,604
City Park M 0.00 ;_ 0.00 0.00 . .
Regional Shopping Center . 3,100.20 v 3,100.20 3100.20 - 2,606,622 . 2,606,622
Single Family Housing . 3,327.41 ! 3,327.41 3327.41 . 5,133,957 . 5,133,957
Total | 704501 | 7,045.01 7,045.01 | 8,693,183 | 8,693,183

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-Wor C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apariments Mid Rise _§ 601 ! 300 ' 391 : 4650 : 1250 1 4100 : 8  : 11 3
T Citypark Y 000 1 500 & 650  + 3300 1 4800 1 1900 +  e6 = 28 & 7 6
“'Regional Shopping Center § 601 | 300 1 391 1 1630 1 6470 i 1000 i 54 &+ a5 xRN
S e N N S R S P SO Gt PR A, PR P
Single Family Housing ' 6.01 ' 3.00 ' 3.91 = 4650 ' 1250 41.00 . 86 . 11 3
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA [ ot | tor2 | mov | Lhp1 | LHD2 | WMHD HHD | OBUS | UBUS | Mcvy | SBUS MH
Apartments Mid Rise _ * 0.566033: 0.037143] 0.208217] 0.113428f 0.0167131 0.004955{ 0.018463] 0.024036 0.001978f 0.001883] 0.005758{ 0.000618] 0.000776
U Citypark T 0566033 0.037143] 02062171 0.113428] 0.016713] 0.004955] 0.018463] 0.024036] 0.001978] 0.001683] 0.005758] 0.000616] 0.000776
" Regional Shopping Center  + 0.566033: 0.037143] 0.206217] 0.113428] 0.016713] 0.004955] 0.018463] 0.024036] 0.001978] 0.001683] 0.005758] 0.000616] 0.000776
""" Single Family Housing & 0.566033: 0.037143+ 0.208217: 0113426+ 0016713+ 0.004955: 0.018463+ 0.024036: 0.001976+ 0.001663: 0.005758: 0.000616¢ 0.000776

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Electricity = ] j ] j '+ 0.0000 ' 0.0000 1 1 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 + 731.7461 1 731.7461 1 0.0575 1 0.0119 1 736.7248
Mitigated . . . . . . . . . . , . , ,

----------- : ———————g 4 ———————g ———————g ' ———m e ———————g 4 P
Electricity : ' : ' ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 : 731.7461 1 731.7461 1 00575 @ 00119 ! 736.7248
Unmitigated 1 : 1 : : 1 : 1 : : : 1 : :

----------- : ———————g 4 ———————g ———————g ' ——— e ———————g 4 F e
NaturalGas ' 05342 1 02324 ! 3.4100e- ! ' 00431 1 00431 100431 1 00431 0.0000 : 617.8387 ! 617.8387 00118 ' 0.0113 ! 6215102
Mitigated H . V003 , H , H , . . . . .

----------- T L e T T Ty N T
NaturalGas v 05342 1 0.2324 1 3.4100e- 1 v 0.0431 1 0.0431 o + 00431 + 0.0431 = 0.0000 + 617.8387 + 617.8387 + 0.0118 + 0.0113 + 621.5102
Unmitigated . . v 003 . . . . . . . . . . . .

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Unmitigated

NaturalGal] ROG NOx co S02 Fugiive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugitive | Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr

Apartments Mid ' 1.22826e & 6.6200e- ' 0.0566 ' 0.0241 ! 3.6000e- ! 1 4.5800e- 1 4.5800e- 1 1 45800e- 1 4.5800e- 4 0.0000 + 65.5447 1 65.5447 1+ 1.2600e- + 1.2000e- ' 65.9342

Rise \ +006 a 003 , V004 , 003 , 003 , \ 003 , 003 . . , 003 , 003

1 [N [ [ 1 [ 1 [ [ 1 [ 1 1 [ [ [
City Park " 0 & 00000 ! 00000 ! 0.0000 ! 00000 ¢ ' 00000 ! 0.0000 ' 00000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 * 00000 ' 00000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000

. H . . , . , . . , . : , . . .

----------- Fem———-— 1 g e e e oy g e oy 1 g e oy T e = m e = m m e —————— 1 e = = = ===
Regional ' 248236 & 1.3400e- + 00122 ' 0.0102 ! 7.0000e- * 1 9.2000e- ' 9.2000e- 1 1 9.2000e- ' 9.2000e- & 0.0000 * 13.2468 ' 13.2468 ' 2.5000e- ' 2.4000e- ' 13.3255

Shopping Center | o 003 | , \ 005 | , 004 , 004 v 004 004 . : , 004 004

1 [N [ [ 1 [ 1 [ [ 1 [ 1 1 [ [ [
Single Family + 1.01014e b 00545 1 04655 ' 0.1981 * 2.9700e- ! 1 0.0376 1+ 0.0376 1 1 0.0376 ' 0.0376 0.0000 : 539.0472 1 539.0472 1 00103 1 9.8800e- 1 542.2505
Housing 1 +007 . , 1003 | . . . . . . . . V003
[ [
Total 0.0624 | 05342 | 0.2324 | 3.4000e- 0.0431 | 0.0431 0.0431 0.0431 0.0000 | 617.8387 | 617.8387 | 0.0118 | 0.0113 | 621.5102
003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr tons/yr MT/yr
Apartments Mid 1 1.22826e & 6.6200e- * 0.0566 ' 0.0241 1 3.6000e- ! 1 45800e- ' 4.5800e- 1 45800e- ' 4.5800e- & 0.0000 ' 655447 1 655447 1 1.2600e- + 1.2000e- ' 65.9342
Rise \ +006 a 003 , \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 , 003 . : , 003 , 003
----------- I : ey fm : fm : ——— e e e ———— : e L
CityPark ~+ 0 & 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 @ 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000  0.0000
1 N ] ] 1 ] 1 ] ] 1 ] 1 1 ] ] 1
----------- I : ey fm : fm : ——— e e el ————— : e L L
Regional 1+ 248236 & 1.3400e- 1 0.0122 : 00102 ! 7.0000e- 1 9.2000e- ' 9.2000e- 1 9.2000e- ' 9.2000e- % 0.0000 + 13.2468 1 13.2468 1 2.5000e- ' 2.4000e- ' 13.3255
Shopping Center | o 003 , \ 005 | , 004 , 004 v 004 004 . : , 004 , 004
----------- I : ey fm : fm : m—— e e e ———— : e N YL
Single Family + 1.01014e & 0.0545 1 04655 : 0.1981 1 2.9700e- 1 00376 1+ 0.0376 1 1 00376 ' 0.0376 0.0000 + 539.0472 1 539.0472 1 0.0103 1 9.8800e- ' 5422505
Housing 1 +007 . . v 003 | . . . . . . : . V003
[ [
Total 0.0624 0.5342 0.2324 | 3.4000e- 0.0431 0.0431 0.0431 0.0431 0.0000 | 617.8387 | 617.8387 | 0.0118 0.0113 | 621.5102

003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Unmitigated

Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr
Apartments Mid ' 536314 & 89.8510 ' 7.0500e- ' 1.4600e- ' 90.4623
Rise . u \ 003 ;003
1 [N [ [ [
"""""" === T 1 === ===
CityPark + 0 & 00000 * 00000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000
. i . , .
1 [N [ [ [
"""""" Fe=——=— T 1 —————— = === ==
Regional ' 529906 & 88.7775 * 6.9700e- ' 1.4400e- ! 89.3815
Shopping Center ; o v 003 , 003
1 [N [ [ [
Single Family + 3.30152¢ b 5531176 1 0.0434 + 8.9900e- T 556.8810
Housing v +006 , v 003,
[ [
Total 731.7461 | 0.0575 | 0.0119 | 736.7248
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

5.3 Energy by Land Use - Electricity

Mitigated
Electricity J| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Use
Land Use kWh/yr MT/yr

Apartments Mid ' 536314 & 89.8510 ' 7.0500e- ' 1.4600e- ' 90.4623
Rise . u \ 003 ;003
1 [N [ [ [
----------- Fem———— 1 e = === ==
CityPark + 0 & 00000 * 00000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000
. i . . .
1 [N [ [ [
"""""" Fe=——=— T 1 —————— = === ==
Regional ' 529906 & 88.7775 + 6.9700e- ' 1.4400e- ! 89.3815
Shopping Center ; o v 003 , 003
1 [N [ [ [
Single Family + 3.30152¢ b 5531176 1 0.0434 + 8.9900e- T 556.8810
Housing v +006 , v 003,
[ [
Total 731.7461 | 0.0575 | 0.0119 | 736.7248

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

Use only Natural Gas Hearths
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total|] Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category tons/yr MT/yr
Mitigated = 41245 1+ 0.0614 1 53301 ' 2.8000e- * 1 0.0295 1 0.0295 1 0.0295 1 0.0295 0.0000 + 8.7105 ' 8.7105 ' 8.3600e- * 0.0000 ' 8.9195
- : : ,004 ' : : : : . ' p003 :
----------- b i T i et T e it R i i i i i
Unmitigated = 4.1245 : 0.0614 + 5.3301  2.8000e- * + 0.0295  0.0295 + 0.0295 + 0.0295 = 0.0000 + 8.7105 : 8.7105 : 8.3600e- * 0.0000 + 8.9195
- . . v 004 | . . . . . . . . » 003 | .
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.5405 1 ' ' ' 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ +0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Coating o : : : : : : : ' . . ' . . '
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e LT : e m e e
Consumer = 34238 ' ' ' 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 1 +0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000
Products  m . ' . . ' . . ' . . ' : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et LT : fm———— e m o
Hearth - 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ - o : o : o . R S : : : ______E________
Landscaping = 0.1603 ' 0.0614 ' 5.3301 ' 2.8000e- ! 1 0.0295 1 0.0295 1 1 0.0295 1+ 0.0295 0.0000 + 8.7105 1 8.7105 1 8.3600e- * 0.0000 ' 8.9195
- : : \ 004 ) ' . : : : . ' v 003 ) :
Total 4.1245 0.0614 5.3301 2.8000e- 0.0295 0.0295 0.0295 0.0295 0.0000 8.7105 8.7105 | 8.3600e- | 0.0000 8.9195
004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Mitigated
ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory tons/yr MT/yr
Architectural = 0.5405 1 ' ' ' 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ +0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 + 0.0000 * 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000
Coating  m . ' . . ' . . ' . . ' . . :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———kmm e ———eg - fm——————p = s e
Consumer m 34238 1 ' ' ' 1 0.0000 * 0.0000 1 +0.0000 * 0.0000 0.0000 * 0.0000 * 0.0000 @' 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000
Products - , . , , . , , . , . . , . .
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———k s jme————eg - fm—— s
Hearth " 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ' 0.0000 * 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : m——k e s jmm——— g - fm—— e = m e e
Landscaping = 0.1603 ' 0.0614 ' 5.3301  2.8000e- ! 1 0.0295 1 0.0295 1 v 0.0295 1 0.0295 0.0000 + 8.7105 1 8.7105 1 8.3600e- * 0.0000 ' 8.9195
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
u ' ' 004, ' ' ' ' ' ' ' v 003, '
L1 1
Total 4.1245 0.0614 5.3301 2.8000e- 0.0295 0.0295 0.0295 0.0295 0.0000 8.7105 8.7105 8.3600e- 0.0000 8.9195
004 003
7.0 Water Detail

7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Category MT/yr

Mitigated - 64.7262

[ -r
Unmitigated = 64.7262 0.0294 ! 74.7072

0.0294 74.7072

J----

7.2 Water by Land Use
Unmitigated

Indoor/Outj| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use

Land Use Mgal MT/yr

Apartments Mid +8.20941/ & 127921 + 0.0108 ! 6.4800e- ! 14.9916
Rise V51755 4 . , 003
' I [ 1 [
City Park  + 0/ b 69865 ' 55000e- ! 1.1000e- ! 7.0340
1 11.9148 & \ 004 | 004
1] 1] 1 1 1
Regional 339252 b 52514 1 4.4500e- ! 2.6800e- ! 6.1601
Shopping Center ; 2.07929 & \ 003 , 003
' I [ 1 [
Single Family » 25,4752 b 396962 ' 00334 ! 00201 ! 46.5215
Housing ' 16.0605 i . . .
[

Total 64.7262 0.0492 0.0294 74.7072
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

7.2 Water by Land Use

Mitigated
Indoor/Outj| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
door Use
Land Use Mgal MT/yr

Apartments Mid +8.20941/ & 127921 + 0.0108 ! 6.4800e- ' 14.9916
Rise \ 51755 , \ 003 .
1 [N [ 1 [
CityPark + 0/ & 69865 * 55000e- ! 1.1000e- ' 7.0340
1 11.9148 V004 | 004
1 [N [ 1 [
Regional  13.39252 ] b 52514 1+ 4.4500e- 1 2.6800e- ! 6.1601
Shopping Center ; 2.07929 & , 003 | 003
1 1] 1 1 1
Single Family 254752/ b 396962 ' 00334 ' 00201 ' 46.5215
Housing , 16.0605 & . . .
[ [
Total 64.7262 | 0.0492 | 0.0294 | 74.7072

8.0 Waste Detail

8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e
MT/yr
Miigated ~ = 97.9939 ' 57913 I 0.0000 ! 2427757
- 1 1 1
----------- H R T
Unmitigated = 97.9939 : 57913 : 0.0000 : 2427757
8.2 Waste by Land Use
Unmitigated
Waste || Totalco2| cH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Mid + 57.96 & 117654 ' 06953 ! 0.0000 ' 29.1482
Rise . W . . .
----------- A ———————n Femmean
CityPark :+ 086 & 01746 ' 00103 ! 00000 ' 04325
___________ N - .
Regional 4809 & 97618 ! 05769 ! 0.0000 ! 24.1845
Shopping Center | o . . .
' I [ 1 [
Single Family + 375.84 b 762921 + 45087 ! 00000 ! 189.0105
Housing . i , : .
[N
Total 97.9939 | 5.7913 0.0000 | 242.7757
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

8.2 Waste by Land Use

Mitigated
Waste Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Disposed
Land Use tons MT/yr
Apartments Mid +  57.96 & 11.7654 ' 06953 ' 0.0000 ' 29.1482
Rise , i . . .
1 i [ 1 [
City Park " 0.86 : 0.1746 0.0103 : 0.0000 ' 04325
___________ :______:: o :
Regional '+ 4809 & 97618 ' 05769 ' 00000 ' 24.1845
Shopping Center ; i , . .
1 i [ 1 [
Single Family + 375.84 b 762921 + 45087 1 00000 ! 189.0105
Housing , i , . .
[ 1
Total 97.9939 | 5.7913 0.0000 | 242.7757
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
10.0 Stationary Equipment
Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type
Boilers
Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type

User Defined Equipment
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Annual

Equipment Type Number

11.0 Vegetation
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated)

Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

City Park . 10.00 . Acre ! 10.00 ! 435,600.00 0
"7 Apartments Mid Rise T  2e00 T T T  Dweling Unit 1630 i 12600000 1 336
"""" Single Family Housing = 39100  x  DwelingUnit 1 5760  : 70380000 | 1044
""" Regional Shopping Center  + 4580 = 1000sqft v 5.30 : 45,800.00 R
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 3.5 Precipitation Freq (Days) 58
Climate Zone 6 Operational Year 2024
Utility Company Sacramento Municipal Utility District
CO2 Intensity 369.35 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

Project Characteristics - Intensity factor for CO2 adjusted based on SMUD’s RPS reductions

Land Use - Applicant provided
Construction Phase - Applicant provided
Grading - Applicant provided

Vehicle Trips - Applicant provided
Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

Area Mitigation - Per SMAQMD rules

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblConstructionPhase . NumbDays . 60.00 2.00
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T  Rumbays TR 155.00 :2100
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T Rumbays TR 110.00 :1000
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T Rumbays TR 1,550.00 :78300
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T Rumbays TR 110.00 :78300
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & 7 bhaseEndDate 3 6/23/2020 : S appozo” T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 1/26/2021 : 7277
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 6/8/2027 : T Tsisoz0 T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 11512027 : T sirozs T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 11/9/2027 : T sstpozs T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 612412020 : T appozo” T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 11612027 : Y%7
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 12772021 : T srsozo T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 6/9/2027 : T enpozo” T
"""""" biGrading T T AdresoiGrading 52.50 :7920
T  TbllandUse T LotAcreage 3.32 : T e T
T  TbllandUse T LotAcreage 126.95 : """""" 5760
T  TbllandUse T LotAcreage 1.05 T g T
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

tbIProjectCharacteristics . CO2IntensityFactor

tblVehicleTrips . WD_TR

-+

2.0 Emissions Summary
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 E: 18.8928 ' 50.2433 ! 39.4494 ' 0.1043 ' 18.2032 ! 2.1984 ' 20.4016 ' 9.9670 ! 2.0225 ' 11.9895 0.0000 ' 10,454.08 ! 10,454.08 ' 1.9470 ' 0.0000 :10,478.13
" ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 55 ' 55 ' ' ' 36
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e : = m e a e
2021 " 18.4027 ' 33.4746 ! 37.2360 ' 0.1026 ' 4.7239 ! 1.1161 ' 5.8400 ' 1.2712 ! 1.0551 ' 2.3263 0.0000 ' 10,285.98 1 10,285.98 ' 0.9319 ' 0.0000 ' 10,309.27
" ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 29 ' 29 ' ' ' 95
----------- n ———————n : f———————n : ———————n : et BRI SR : = m e e e
2022 = 18.0264 ' 30.7701 ! 35.5317 + 0.1009 ' 4.7238 ! 0.9488 1+ 56726 1+ 1.2712 ! 0.8975 1+ 2.1687 0.0000 -10,114.826: 10,114.826: 0.9107 : 0.0000 ' 10,137.59
- : ' : : , : : , : V4 4 : 29
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : f———————n : et B S e : fm———— == e e
2023 " 17.6736 ' 27.3972 ! 33.9236 ' 0.0988 ' 4.7237 ! 0.8109 ' 5.5347 ' 1.2711 ! 0.7670 ' 2.0381 0.0000 :9,908.324 ! 9,908.324: 0.8764 ' 0.0000 ' 9,930.233
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 6 1 6 1 1 1 4
L1 1
Maximum 18.8928 | 50.2433 | 39.4494 0.1043 18.2032 2.1984 20.4016 9.9670 2.0225 11.9895 0.0000 | 10,454.08 | 10,454.08 | 1.9470 0.0000 | 10,478.13
55 55 36
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 E: 18.8928 ' 50.2433 ! 39.4494 ' 0.1043 ' 18.2032 ! 2.1984 ' 20.4016 ' 9.9670 ! 2.0225 ' 11.9895 0.0000 ' 10,454.08 ! 10,454.08 ' 1.9470 ' 0.0000 :10,478.13
" ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 55 ' 55 ' ' 35
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B e = m e a e
2021 " 18.4027 ' 33.4746 ! 37.2360 ' 0.1026 ' 4.7239 ! 1.1161 ' 5.8400 ' 1.2712 ! 1.0551 ' 2.3263 0.0000 ' 10,285.98 ! 10,285.98 + 0.9319 ' 0.0000 ' 10,309.27
" ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 29 ' 29 ' ' 95
----------- n ———————n : f———————n : ———————n : et BRI SR : = m e e e
2022 = 18.0264 ' 30.7701 ! 35.5317 + 0.1009 ' 4.7238 ! 0.9488 1+ 56726 1+ 1.2712 ! 0.8975 1+ 2.1687 0.0000 -10,114.826: 10,114.826: 0.9107 : 0.0000 ' 10,137.59
- : ' : : , : : , : V4 4 . 29
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : f———————n : et B S e : fm———— == e e
2023 = 17.6736 ' 27.3972 ! 33.9236 * 0.0988 1 4.7237 ! 0.8109 1+ 55347 1+ 1.2711 ! 0.7670 + 2.0381 0.0000 r9,908.324 ! 9,908.324 1 0.8764 ' 0.0000 ' 9,930.233
- : ' : : , : : , : . 6 . 6 . 4
L1 1
Maximum 18.8928 | 50.2433 | 39.4494 0.1043 18.2032 2.1984 20.4016 9.9670 2.0225 11.9895 0.0000 | 10,454.08 | 10,454.08 | 1.9470 0.0000 | 10,478.13
55 55 35
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 23.0042 ' 0.4913 ! 42.6409 ' 2.2500e- ' ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 ' ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 0.0000 ' 76.8138 ! 76.8138 ' 0.0737 ' 0.0000 : 78.6568
L 1] 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e —————g - fm——————p == a e
Energy m (03421 + 29272 + 12733 + 0.0187 v 0.2364 + 0.2364 1 v 0.2364 + 0.2364 1 3,731.784 1 3,731.784 +  0.0715 1+ 0.0684 ' 3,753.960
- . ' . . ' . . ' . Vo2 2 . T3
----------- n ———————n : ———————— - ———————— : m——k e e ——— g - m——————— s s aaan
Mobile = 10.5202 + 29.3561 v 73.5945 + 0.2202 + 18.4287 + 0.1706 1+ 18.5993 1 4.9247 1 0.1588 ' 5.0835 1 22,338.54 1 22,338.54 1 1.0452 1 1 22,364.67
- . ' . . ' . . : . V59 59 . V47
L1 1
Total 33.8665 | 32.7746 | 117.5087 | 0.2411 18.4287 0.6433 19.0720 4.9247 0.6315 5.5562 0.0000 | 26,147.14 | 26,147.14| 1.1904 0.0684 | 26,197.29
38 38 18
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 23.0042 ! 0.4913 ! 42.6409 ! 2.2500e- ! ! 0.2363 ! 0.2363 ! ! 0.2363 ! 0.2363 0.0000 ' 76.8138 ! 76.8138 ! 0.0737 ! 0.0000 ! 78.6568
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- n f———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———g el —————g - fm——————p == a e
Energy = 0.3421 ! 2.9272 ! 1.2733 ! 0.0187 ! ! 0.2364 ! 0.2364 ! ! 0.2364 ! 0.2364 +3,731.784 ! 3,731.784 ! 0.0715 ! 0.0684 ! 3,753.960
:: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 : 2 1 2 1 1 1 3
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - f———————— : R T - m——————p s saaan
Mobile = 10.5202 ! 29.3561 ! 73.5945 ! 0.2202 ! 18.4287 ! 0.1706 ! 18.5993 ! 4.9247 ! 0.1588 ! 5.0835 1 22,338.54 ! 22,338.54 1+ 1.0452 ! ! 22,364.67
:: 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 : 59 1 59 1 1 1 47
Total 33.8665 | 32.7746 | 117.5087 | 0.2411 18.4287 0.6433 19.0720 4.9247 0.6315 5.5562 0.0000 | 26,147.14 | 26,147.14| 1.1904 0.0684 | 26,197.29
38 38 18
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 :Site Preparation :Site Preparation :4/1/2020 14/2/2020 H 5] 2!
2 T frading T §E;'r;&iﬁé'""""""""!2737562'0"'"'";3/'17562'0"""";'"""%’E""""""E%'E' I
3 Paving T iR T T isiaiaeee ;371%72'0'26""'";"""'%’E""""'"'Tb';’ I
4 “Building Construction | +Building Construction | 15/18/2020 ;371'772'0'25“"'";'"““3*2"""“"7555' I
5 rehiectural Goafing T FArchitectural Goating teios0 a0z BT gy T

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 79.2
Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 1,680,345; Residential Outdoor: 560,115; Non-Residential Indoor: 68,700; Non-Residential Outdoor: 22,900; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

Site Preparation *Rubber Tired Dozers ! 3 8.00! 247! 0.40

Site Preparation HTraciorslLoadersBackhoss s 5,001 g7 T 0.37

Grading SExcavatore T e 5,001 e T 0.38

Grading Graders T T 5,001 T 0.41

Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 5,001 7 A 0.40

Grading SSorapers T TTTTTTTTTTTT e 5,001 So7 T 0.48

Grading HTraciorslLoadersBackhoss e 5,001 g7 T 0.37

Building Construction Soranes T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTIT T 7.001 SaT T 0.29

Building Construction Forie T e 5,001 Bor T 0.20

Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5,001 B T 0.74

Building Construction HTraciorslLoadersBackhoss | 7.001 g7 T 0.37

Building Construction Welders T TTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 5,001 GerTTTTTTT 0.45

Paving SPavers T TTTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5,001 TS 0.42

Paving 7 SPaving Equipment " ""'z """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36

Paving -'R'oﬁér's """"""""""" e 5,001 BT 0.38

Archltectural ééét-in-g ---------- :Air Compressors I 1t 6.00? 785 ----------- 0 48

Trips and VMT

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Trip Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling

Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class

Site Preparation : 7:L 18.005 0.00 0.005 10.00; 6.505 20.00!LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix EHHDT

Grading : 8 20000 000l 0.00: 10001 6500 000D Mix WHoT Mk ThRDT

Building Construction + 9:%""'22'566 R E VY R 6.00" 1o.oo§ 's.sof """ 20. 66 LD_Mix !h’df_'nﬁ.;' o -i-l-ll:ll-D:l' """

Paving ef"""( s00r T ool T 6.00" 10, oo’ Teso T 300010 Mx DT Mix -i-l-ll:ll-D:l' """

Architectural Coating + T 56,00 0.00° 500" 10.00" 6.50; 20.002 LD_Mix THOT Wi %ﬁﬁb% """
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

3.2 Site Preparation - 2020

Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
___________ o o : o o . I S o :
Off-Road . 4.0765 ! 42.4173 ! 21.5136 ! 0.0380 ! ! 2.1974 ! 2.1974 ! ! 2.0216 ! 2.0216 ! 3,685.101 ! 3,685.101 ! 1.1918 ! ! 3,714.897
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 6 1 6 1 1 L} 5
Total 4.0765 42.4173 21.5136 0.0380 18.0663 2.1974 20.2637 9.9307 2.0216 11.9523 3,685.101 | 3,685.101 1.1918 3,714.897
6 6 5
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
: o : o o . N S . o : o
! 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
. : o : o o . N S . o : o
Worker = 00776 '+ 0.0412 1+ 0.5877 1+ 1.4400e- * 0.1369 ' 9.5000e- ' 0.1379 1 0.0363 ' 8.8000e- * 0.0372 v 142.8323 1 142.8323 1+ 4.0900e- 1 v 142.9346
- : : \ 003 | \ 004 : \ o004 . : \ 003 | .
Total 0.0776 0.0412 0.5877 1.4400e- 0.1369 9.5000e- 0.1379 0.0363 8.8000e- 0.0372 142.8323 | 142.8323 | 4.0900e- 142.9346
003 004 004 003
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3.2 Site Preparation - 2020

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ' ! ' 18.0663 ' 0.0000 @' 18.0663 ' 9.9307 ! 0.0000 @ 9.9307 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ra-eaa--
Off-Road = 40765 1 424173 + 215136 + 0.0380 1 v 21974 v 21974 120216 + 2.0216 0.0000 r3,685.101 * 3,685.101 1+ 1.1918 1 ' 3,714.897
- : : : : : : : : . T 6 1 6 : .5
Total 4.0765 42.4173 | 21.5136 0.0380 18.0663 2.1974 20.2637 9.9307 2.0216 11.9523 0.0000 | 3,685.101 | 3,685.101 | 1.1918 3,714.897
6 6 5
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : St
Worker ! 00412 + 05877 1 1.4400e- ! 0.1369 ! 9.5000e- ! 0.1379 : 0.0363 ! 8.8000e- ! 0.0372 1 142.8323 1 142.8323 1 4.0900e- ! 1 142.9346
' ' v 003, v 004 ' v 004, . ' v 003, '
Total 0.0776 0.0412 0.5877 1.4400e- 0.1369 9.5000e- 0.1379 0.0363 8.8000e- 0.0372 142.8323 | 142.8323 | 4.0900e- 142.9346
003 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.3 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ' ! ' 10.0217 + 0.0000 @ 10.0217 : 3.7421 : 0.0000 @ 3.7421 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ra-maaa
Off-Road = 44501 1 50.1975 @ 31.9583 ! 0.0620 ! 121739 1 21739 ! 20000 @ 2.0000 1 6,005.865 ! 6,005.865 ! 1.9424 1 6,054.425
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 3 1 3 1 1 L} 7
Total 4.4501 50.1975 | 31.9583 0.0620 10.0217 2.1739 12.1956 3.7421 2.0000 5.7421 6,005.865 | 6,005.865 | 1.9424 6,054.425
3 3 7
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rmmmaa
Worker ! 00458 ' 06530 ! 1.5900e- ! 0.1521 1 1.0600e- ! 0.1532 ' 0.0404 ! 9.7000e- ! 0.0413 1 1568.7026 ' 158.7026 1 4.5500e- ! 1 158.8163
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 004 . ' v 003, '
Total 0.0862 0.0458 0.6530 1.5900e- 0.1521 1.0600e- 0.1532 0.0404 9.7000e- 0.0413 158.7026 | 158.7026 | 4.5500e- 158.8163
003 003 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.3 Grading - 2020
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ' ! ' 10.0217 + 0.0000 @ 10.0217 : 3.7421 : 0.0000 @ 3.7421 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : ra-maaa
Off-Road = 44501 1 50.1975 + 31.9583 ' 0.0620 1 v 21739 1 21739 1 2.0000 * 2.0000 0.0000 1+ 6,005.865 ' 6,005.865 1+ 1.9424 1 1 6,054.425
- : : : : : : : : . - : I
Total 4.4501 50.1975 | 31.9583 0.0620 10.0217 2.1739 12.1956 3.7421 2.0000 5.7421 0.0000 | 6,005.865 | 6,005.865 | 1.9424 6,054.425
3 3 7
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rmmmaa
Worker ! 00458 ' 06530 ! 1.5900e- ! 0.1521 1 1.0600e- ! 0.1532 ' 0.0404 ! 9.7000e- ! 0.0413 1 1568.7026 ' 158.7026 1 4.5500e- ! 1 158.8163
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 004, . ' v 003, '
Total 0.0862 0.0458 0.6530 1.5900e- 0.1521 1.0600e- 0.1532 0.0404 9.7000e- 0.0413 158.7026 | 158.7026 | 4.5500e- 158.8163
003 003 004 003
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Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 13566 1 14.0656 ' 14.6521 1 0.0228 1 v 07528 1+ 0.7528 1 0.6926 * 0.6926 1 2,207.733 1 2,207.733+  0.7140 1 1 2,225.584
- : : : : : : : : : AT T R : D
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : S
Paving . 0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! +0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 1.3566 14.0656 | 14.6521 0.0228 0.7528 0.7528 0.6926 0.6926 2,207.733 | 2,207.733 | 0.7140 2,225.584
4 4 1
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 r 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : R Rt
Worker ! 00343 ' 04898 ! 1.2000e- ! 0.1141 1 7.9000e- ! 0.1149 ' 0.0303 ! 7.3000e- : 0.0310 ' 119.0269 ' 119.0269 ! 3.4100e- ! 1 119.1122
' ' v 003 . 004 ' v 004, . ' v 003, '
Total 0.0647 0.0343 0.4898 1.2000e- 0.1141 7.9000e- 0.1149 0.0303 7.3000e- 0.0310 119.0269 | 119.0269 | 3.4100e- 119.1122
003 004 004 003
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3.4 Paving - 2020

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 13566 1 14.0656 ' 14.6521 1 0.0228 1 v 07528 1+ 0.7528 1 0.6926 * 0.6926 0.0000 r2,207.73312,207.733 1+ 0.7140 1 1 2,225.584
- : : : : : : : : : AR T R : D
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : S
Paving . 0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! +0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 1.3566 14.0656 | 14.6521 0.0228 0.7528 0.7528 0.6926 0.6926 0.0000 | 2,207.733 | 2,207.733 | 0.7140 2,225.584
4 4 1
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 r 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : R Rt
Worker ! 00343 ' 04898 ! 1.2000e- ! 0.1141 1 7.9000e- ! 0.1149 ' 0.0303 ! 7.3000e- : 0.0310 ' 119.0269 ' 119.0269 ! 3.4100e- ! 1 119.1122
' ' v 003 . 004 ' v 004, . ' v 003 '
Total 0.0647 0.0343 0.4898 1.2000e- 0.1141 7.9000e- 0.1149 0.0303 7.3000e- 0.0310 119.0269 | 119.0269 | 3.4100e- 119.1122
003 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 2.1198 ! 19.1860 ! 16.8485 ! 0.0269 ! ! 1.1171 v 11171 ! + 1.0503 ! 1.0503 ! 2,553.063 ! 2,553.063 ! 0.6229 ! ! 2,568.634
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1 L} 5
Total 2.1198 19.1860 16.8485 0.0269 1.1171 11171 1.0503 1.0503 2,553.063 | 2,553.063 0.6229 2,568.634
1 1 5
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rom-maa-
Vendor b 0.5053 ! 14.7138 ! 3.9546 ! 0.0334 ! 0.8064 ! 0.0767 ! 0.8831 ! 0.2321 ! 0.0734 ! 0.3054 ! 3,5632.982 ! 3,5632.982 ! 0.2002 ! ! 3,637.987
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 7 1 7 1 1 1 6
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] f———————ny : rommmaa
Worker ! 0.9817 ! 14.0069 ! 0.0342 ! 3.2634 ! 0.0227 ! 3.2861 ! 0.8657 ! 0.0209 ! 0.8866 ' 3,404.170 ! 3,404.170 ! 0.0975 ! ! 3,406.608
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 : 6 1 6 1 1 8
Total 2.3552 15.6954 17.9616 0.0676 4.0698 0.0994 4.1692 1.0977 0.0943 1.1920 6,937.153 | 6,937.153 0.2977 6,944.596
3 3 3
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 21198 1 19.1860 ' 16.8485 1 0.0269 1 O I & O P b & +1.0503 + 1.0503 0.0000 1 2,553.063 * 2,553.063 1+ 0.6229 1 + 2,568.634
- : : : : : , : ' : T : : .5
Total 2.1198 19.1860 | 16.8485 0.0269 1.1171 1.1171 1.0503 1.0503 0.0000 | 2,553.063 | 2,553.063 | 0.6229 2,568.634
1 1 5
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rom-maa-
Vendor = 05053 ! 147138 @' 39546 ! 00334 : 08064 : 0.0767 ! 0.8831 : 02321 ' 0.0734 : 03054 1 3,5632.982 1 3,532.9821 0.2002 ! ! 3,537.987
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 7 1 7 1 1 1 6
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] f———————ny : rommmaa
Worker ! 09817 ' 140069 ! 00342 : 32634 : 0.0227 ! 3.2861 ' 0.8657 ! 0.0209 '@ 0.8866 ' 3,404.170 1 3,404.170 1 0.0975 ! ! 3,406.608
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 : 6 1 6 1 1 8
Total 2.3552 15.6954 | 17.9616 0.0676 4.0698 0.0994 4.1692 1.0977 0.0943 1.1920 6,937.153 | 6,937.153 | 0.2977 6,944.596
3 3 3
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 19009 1 17.4321 1+ 165752 1 0.0269 1 v 0.9586 1 0.9586 09013 + 0.9013 + 2,553.363 1 2,553.3631 0.6160 + 2,568.764
- : : : : : , : ' : 9 9 : .3
Total 1.9009 17.4321 16.5752 0.0269 0.9586 0.9586 0.9013 0.9013 2,553.363 | 2,553.363 | 0.6160 2,568.764
9 9 3
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rom-maa
Vendor = 04141 1 134590 @ 34368 ! 00331 : 0.8063 : 0.0369 ! 0.8432 : 02320 ! 0.0353 @ 0.2673 1 3,503.803 1 3,503.803 1 0.1915 ! ! 3,508.591
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 9 1 g 1 1 1 4
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - f———————n : rommmaa-
Worker = 17194 1 08802 @ 128337 ! 0.0330 : 3.2634 : 0.0220 ! 3.2854 : 0.8657 ! 0.0203 '@ 0.8860 13,288.195 1 3,288.1951 0.0875 ! ! 3,290.382
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 5
Total 2.1335 14.3392 | 16.2705 0.0661 4.0697 0.0589 4.1287 1.0977 0.0556 1.1533 6,791.999 | 6,791.999 | 0.2790 6,798.973
0 0 9
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Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5- 1.9009 @ 17.4321 + 16.5752 ! 0.0269 ! v 0.9586 1 0.9586 ! 09013 » 0.9013 0.0000 :2,553.363 ! 2,553.363 ! 0.6160 ! 12,568.764
- ' ' ' : : , : , : 9 9, : .3
Total 1.9009 17.4321 16.5752 0.0269 0.9586 0.9586 0.9013 0.9013 0.0000 | 2,553.363 | 2,553.363 | 0.6160 2,568.764
9 9 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rom-maa
Vendor = 04141 1 134590 @ 34368 ! 00331 : 0.8063 : 0.0369 ! 0.8432 : 02320 ! 0.0353 @ 0.2673 1 3,503.803 1 3,503.803 1 0.1915 ! ! 3,508.591
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 9 1 g 1 1 1 4
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - f———————n : rommmaa-
Worker ! 08802 : 128337 1 00330 ! 3.2634 : 0.0220 ! 3.2854 ' 0.8657 ! 0.0203 : 0.8860 13,288.195 1 3,288.1951 0.0875 ! ! 3,290.382
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1 1 5
Total 2.1335 14.3392 | 16.2705 0.0661 4.0697 0.0589 4.1287 1.0977 0.0556 1.1533 6,791.999 | 6,791.999 | 0.2790 6,798.973
0 0 9
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 1 156156 ' 16.3634 1 0.0269 1 v 0.8090 1 0.8090 1 07612 + 0.7612 + 2,554,333 12,554.3331 0.6120 + 2,569.632
- : : : : : , : ' : T 6 1 6 : V2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 | 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e f———————n : rom-maa
Vendor = 03842 1 127957 ' 31665 ! 0.0328 : 0.8062 : 0.0323 ! 0.8386 @ 0.2320 ! 0.0309 '@ 0.2629 1 3,473.239 1 3,473.239 1 0.1860 ! 1 3,477.889
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 9 1 g 1 1 1 3
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rommmaan
Worker = 16049 ' 07916 @ 118189 ! 0.0318 : 3.2634 : 0.0215 ! 3.2849 : 0.8657 ! 0.0198 ' 0.8854 13,170.272 1 3,170.2721  0.0787 ! 13,172.238
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 6
Total 1.9891 13.5873 | 14.9854 0.0646 4.0696 0.0538 4.1234 1.0976 0.0507 1.1483 6,643.512 | 6,643.512 | 0.2646 6,650.127
3 3 9
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5- 17062 1 156156 @ 16.3634 ! 0.0269 ! v 0.8090 1 0.8090 1 07612 1+ 0.7612 0.0000 :2,554.33312,554.333 1 0.6120 ! 2,569.632
- ' : ' : : , : , : . 6 . 6 : V2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 | 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 0.0000 | 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e f———————n : rom-maa
Vendor = 03842 1 127957 ' 31665 ! 0.0328 : 0.8062 : 0.0323 ! 0.8386 @ 0.2320 ! 0.0309 '@ 0.2629 1 3,473.239 1 3,473.239 1 0.1860 ! 1 3,477.889
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 9 1 g 1 1 1 3
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rommmaan
Worker ! 07916  11.8189 1 00318 ! 3.2634 : 0.0215 ! 3.2849 ' 0.8657 ! 0.0198 '@ 0.8854 13,170.272 1 3,170.2721  0.0787 ! 13,172.238
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 4 1 4 1 1 6
Total 1.9891 13.5873 | 14.9854 0.0646 4.0696 0.0538 4.1234 1.0976 0.0507 1.1483 6,643.512 | 6,643.512 | 0.2646 6,650.127
3 3 9




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 1 0.0269 + v 0.6997 1+ 0.6997 1 0.6584 1 0.6584 1 2,5655.209 1 2,5655.209 +  0.6079 ' 2,570.406
- : : : : : , : ' : 9 9 : Voo
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : TR
Vendor b 0.3036 ! 10.8539 ! 2.8089 ! 0.0321 ! 0.8061 ! 0.0153 ! 0.8214 ! 0.2320 ! 0.0146 ! 0.2465 ! 3,408.944 ! 3,408.944 ! 0.1670 ! ! 3,413.120
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 3 1 3 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rommaa--
Worker = 1.5001 ! 0.7126 ! 10.8787 ! 0.0306 ! 3.2634 ! 0.0209 ! 3.2843 ! 0.8657 ! 0.0193 ! 0.8849 + 3,051.083 ! 3,051.083 ! 0.0705 ! ! 3,052.845
- ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' V3 3 ' 8
Total 1.8037 11.5664 13.6877 0.0628 4.0695 0.0362 4.1057 1.0976 0.0339 1.1315 6,460.027 | 6,460.027 0.2375 6,465.965
6 6 9
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3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 1.5728 1 14.3849 1 16.2440 ! 0.0269 ! 0.6997 ! 0.6997 ! 06584 1 0.6584 0.0000 ' 2,555.209 ! 2,555.209 ! 0.6079 ! 1 2,570.406
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 9 1 9 1 1 L} 1
Total 1.5728 14.3849 | 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 | 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : TR
Vendor = 03036 @' 108539 @ 28089 ! 0.0321 : 0.8061 : 0.0153 ! 0.8214 : 02320 ! 0.0146 ' 0.2465 1 3,408.944 1 3,408.944 1 0.1670 ! 13,413.120
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 3 1 3 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rommaa--
Worker ! 07126 : 108787 1 00306 : 3.2634 : 0.0209 ! 3.2843 : 0.8657 ! 0.0193 @ 0.8849 13,051.083 1 3,051.083 1 0.0705 ! ! 3,052.845
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 3 1 3 1 1 8
Total 1.8037 11.5664 | 13.6877 0.0628 4.0695 0.0362 4.1057 1.0976 0.0339 1.1315 6,460.027 | 6,460.027 | 0.2375 6,465.965
6 6 9
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : roe--a--
Off-Road = 02422 1+ 16838 1+ 1.8314 1 2.9700e- 1 v 01109 1 0.1109 v 0.1109 * 0.1109 1 281.4481 1 281.4481 1 0.0218 1 281.9928
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 14.0469 1.6838 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0218 281.9928
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : It
Worker ' 0.1968 ' 2.8079 ' 6.8600e- ' 0.6542 ' 4.5500e- ' 0.6588 ' 0.1735 ' 4.1900e- * 0.1777 + 682.4211 + 682.4211 1 0.0196 ' 682.9099
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3708 0.1968 2.8079 6.8600e- 0.6542 4.5500e- 0.6588 0.1735 4.1900e- 01777 682.4211 | 682.4211 0.0196 682.9099
003 003 003
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3.6 Architectural Coating - 2020
Mitigated Construction On-Site
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e eaan) f———————n : ro---a-
Off-Road = 02422 1+ 16838 1+ 1.8314 1 2.9700e- 1 v 01109 1 0.1109 v 0.1109 * 0.1109 0.0000 + 281.4481 1 281.4481 + 0.0218 1 1 281.9928
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 14.0469 1.6838 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0218 281.9928
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : It
Worker ' 0.1968 ' 2.8079 ' 6.8600e- ' 0.6542 ' 4.5500e- ' 0.6588 ' 0.1735 ' 4.1900e- * 0.1777 + 682.4211 + 682.4211 1 0.0196 ' 682.9099
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3708 0.1968 2.8079 6.8600e- 0.6542 4.5500e- 0.6588 0.1735 4.1900e- 01777 682.4211 | 682.4211 0.0196 682.9099
003 003 003




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e f———————n : re---aa-
Off-Road = 02189 1 15268 1+ 1.8176 1 2.9700e- 1 v 0.0941 1 0.0941 v 0.0941 + 0.0941 1 281.4481 v 281.4481 1 0.0193 + 281.9309
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 14.0236 1.5268 1.8176 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmemaa
Worker ' 01764 1+ 25727 1 6.6200e- * 0.6542 ' 4.4200e- ' 0.6586 ' 0.1735 ' 4.0700e- * 0.1776 + 659.1720 * 659.1720 + 0.0175 ' 659.6105
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3447 0.1764 2.5727 6.6200e- 0.6542 4.4200e- 0.6586 0.1735 4.0700e- 0.1776 659.1720 | 659.1720 | 0.0175 659.6105
003 003 003
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) f———————n : ro---aa-
Off-Road = 02189 1 15268 1+ 1.8176 1 2.9700e- 1 v 0.0941 1 0.0941 v 0.0941 + 0.0941 0.0000 + 281.4481 1 281.4481 + 0.0193 1 + 281.9309
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 14.0236 1.5268 1.8176 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmemaa
Worker ' 01764 1+ 25727 1 6.6200e- * 0.6542 ' 4.4200e- ' 0.6586 ' 0.1735 ' 4.0700e- * 0.1776 + 659.1720 * 659.1720 + 0.0175 ' 659.6105
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3447 0.1764 2.5727 6.6200e- 0.6542 4.4200e- 0.6586 0.1735 4.0700e- 0.1776 659.1720 | 659.1720 | 0.0175 659.6105
003 003 003
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e f———————n : rom-aa--
Off-Road = 0.2045 ' 1.4085 1+ 1.8136 ' 2.9700e- 1 v 0.0817 1 0.0817 1 v 0.0817 + 0.0817 1 281.4481 1 281.4481 1 0.0183 v 281.9062
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 14.0093 1.4085 1.8136 2.9700e- 0.0817 0.0817 0.0817 0.0817 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0183 281.9062
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : G
Worker t 01587 + 2.3693 1 6.3800e- ' 0.6542 ' 4.3000e- ' 0.6585 ' 0.1735 ' 3.9600e- * 0.1775 + 635.5325 1 635.5325 1 0.0158 ! ' 635.9266
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3217 0.1587 2.3693 6.3800e- 0.6542 4.3000e- 0.6585 0.1735 3.9600e- 0.1775 635.5325 | 635.5325 | 0.0158 635.9266
003 003 003




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2022
Mitigated Construction On-Site

Page 28 of 37

Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) f———————n : roe-aa--
Off-Road = 0.2045 ' 1.4085 1+ 1.8136 ' 2.9700e- 1 v 0.0817 1 0.0817 1 v 0.0817 + 0.0817 0.0000 + 281.4481 + 281.4481 + 0.0183 1 v 281.9062
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 14.0093 1.4085 1.8136 2.9700e- 0.0817 0.0817 0.0817 0.0817 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0183 281.9062
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : G
Worker t 01587 + 2.3693 1 6.3800e- ' 0.6542 ' 4.3000e- ' 0.6585 ' 0.1735 ' 3.9600e- * 0.1775 + 635.5325 1 635.5325 1 0.0158 ! ' 635.9266
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3217 0.1587 2.3693 6.3800e- 0.6542 4.3000e- 0.6585 0.1735 3.9600e- 0.1775 635.5325 | 635.5325 | 0.0158 635.9266
003 003 003
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : roe-aa-
Off-Road = 01917 1+ 13030 * 1.8111 1 2.9700e- 1 v 0.0708 1 0.0708 1 0.0708 1 0.0708 1 281.4481 1 281.4481 1 0.0168 + 281.8690
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 13.9964 1.3030 1.8111 2.9700e- 0.0708 0.0708 0.0708 0.0708 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0168 281.8690
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : r-mmmaa
Worker ' 0.1428 1+ 21808 ' 6.1400e- * 0.6542 ' 4.2000e- ' 0.6584 ' 0.1735 ' 3.8700e- * 0.1774 + 611.6391 * 611.6391 1 0.0141 ' 611.9924
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3007 0.1428 2.1808 6.1400e- 0.6542 4.2000e- 0.6584 0.1735 3.8700e- 0.1774 611.6391 | 611.6391 0.0141 611.9924
003 003 003
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:57 PM

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e e f———————n : ro---a-
Off-Road = 01917 1+ 13030 * 1.8111 1 2.9700e- 1 v 0.0708 1 0.0708 1 0.0708 1 0.0708 0.0000 + 281.4481 + 281.4481 + 0.0168 1 + 281.8690
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 13.9964 1.3030 1.8111 2.9700e- 0.0708 0.0708 0.0708 0.0708 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0168 281.8690
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor = 0.000 @' 0.000 @ 0.000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : r-mmmaa
Worker = 0.3007 ' 0.1428 ' 2.1808 ' 6.1400e- ' 0.6542 1 4.2000e- * 0.6584 ' 0.1735 1 3.8700e- * 0.1774 + 611.6391 * 611.6391 1 0.0141 ' 611.9924
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
- ' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3007 0.1428 2.1808 6.1400e- 0.6542 4.2000e- 0.6584 0.1735 3.8700e- 0.1774 611.6391 | 611.6391 0.0141 611.9924
003 003 003

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 105202 1 29.3561 1 73.5945 1+ 02202 * 18.4287 + 0.1706 ' 18.5993 1 4.9247 1+ 0.1588 + 50835 1 22,338.54 1 22,338.54 1 1.0452 1 22,364.67
- : ' : ' ' : : : : V59 1 59 : Y
" Unmitigated = 105202 + 29.3561 + 73.5945 1 02202 1+ 184287 '+ 0.1706 + 18.5993 + 4.9247 1 0.1588 1 50835 =  +2233854122,33854+ 10452 + 2236467
- . . . . . . . . . . 59 1 59 . V47
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Mid Rise ; 617.40 ;_ 617.40 617.40 . 952,604 . 952,604
City Park M 0.00 ;_ 0.00 0.00 . .
Regional Shopping Center . 3,100.20 v 3,100.20 3100.20 - 2,606,622 . 2,606,622
Single Family Housing ' 3,327.41 1 3,327.41 3327.41 . 5,133,957 . 5,133,957
Total | 704501 7,045.01 7,045.01 | 8,693,183 | 8,693,183

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-Wor C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apariments Mid Rise _§ 601 ! 300 ' 391 : 4650 : 1250 1 4100 : 8  : 11 3
T Citypark Y 000 1 500 & 650  + 3300 1 4800 1 1900 +  e6 = 28 & 7 6
“'Regional Shopping Center § 601 | 300 1 391 1 1630 1 6470 i 1000 i 54 &+ a5 xRN
S e N N S R S P SO Gt PR A, PR P
Single Family Housing ' 6.01 ' 3.00 ' 3.91 = 4650 ' 1250 41.00 . 86 . 11 3
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA [ ot | tor2 | mov | Lhp1 | LHD2 | WMHD HHD | OBUS | UBUS | Mcvy | SBUS MH
Apartments Mid Rise _ * 0.566033: 0.037143] 0.208217] 0.113428f 0.0167131 0.004955{ 0.018463] 0.024036 0.001978f 0.001883] 0.005758{ 0.000618] 0.000776
U Citypark T 0566033 0.037143] 02062171 0.113428] 0.016713] 0.004955] 0.018463] 0.024036] 0.001978] 0.001683] 0.005758] 0.000616] 0.000776
" Regional Shopping Center  + 0.566033: 0.037143] 0.206217] 0.113428] 0.016713] 0.004955] 0.018463] 0.024036] 0.001978] 0.001683] 0.005758] 0.000616] 0.000776
""" Single Family Housing & 0.566033: 0.037143+ 0.208217: 0113426+ 0016713+ 0.004955: 0.018463+ 0.024036: 0.001976+ 0.001663: 0.005758: 0.000616¢ 0.000776

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5

Category Ib/day Ib/day

NaturalGas = 0.3421 ' 29272 + 12733 t 0.0187 1 v 02364 1 0.2364 102364 ' 0.2364 1 3,731.784 1 3,731.784 1 0.0715 ' 0.0684 1 3,753.960
Mitigated =t . . . : : . : . : Vo2 2, : T3
----------- i e e e e e e e e = R R R % % R e e = = = n = m
NaturalGas = 0.3421 + 29272 + 12733 + 0.0187 1 + 02364 + 0.2364 + 02364 + 02364 = 13,731.784 1+ 3,731.784 + 0.0715 + 0.0684 1 3,753.960
Unmitigated =, . . . . . . . . . . . 2 2 . . . 3
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
NaturalGal] ROG NOx co S02 Fugiive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugitive | Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| TotalcO2| CH4 N20 C02e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Mid + 33651 & 00363 '@ 03101 @ 01320 ! 1.9800e- ! 1 0.0251 + 0.0251 ¢ 100251 1+ 0.0251 1 395.8938 1 395.8938 1 7.5900e- + 7.2600e- 1 398.2464
Rise . a . . \ 003 . : . . : . . : , 003 , 003
----------- I : ey fm : fm : ———g e el ————— : e ST
CityPark + 0 & 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ¢ 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 © 00000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ .-= . o o . o . I D S . R S
Regional ' 680.099 & 7.3300e- : 00667 ' 0.0560 ! 4.0000e- ! 1 5.0700e- ' 5.0700e- ! 1 5.0700e- ' 5.0700e- + 80.0116 1 80.0116 ' 1.5300e- ' 1.4700e- ' 80.4871
Shopping Center | :: 003 . V004 i 003 , 003 i 003 . 003 . : i 003 , 003
1 1] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
Single Family 27675 b 02085 @ 25504 ' 10853 ! 00163 ! ' 02062 + 0.2062 | 02062 1 02062 ! 132558781 3,255.878 + 0.0624 1 0.0597 1 3,275.226
Housing . i . . . . . . . . . . . 7 , , . 8
[N
Total 0.3421 | 29272 | 1.2733 | 0.0187 0.2364 | 0.2364 0.2364 0.2364 3,731.784 | 3,731.784 | 0.0715 | 0.0684 | 3,753.960
2 2 3
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Mid *+ 3.3651 5- 0.0363 * 0.3101 +* 0.1320  1.9800e- * 1 0.0251 + 0.0251 v 0.0251 + 0.0251 1 395.8938 1 395.8938 1 7.5900e- ' 7.2600e- ' 398.2464
Rise : it : : \ 003 | ' . . : : . ' i 003 , 003
----------- (A : ———————n ———————n : ———————n : ke m e —me gy : e m = o
City Park ! 0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
[ [l [ [ 1 [ 1 1 1 1 1 ' 1 1 1 [
----------- Fe-----m : ———————n ———————n : ———————n : ———k e m e —— gy : = e a
Regional + 0.680099 :- 7.3300e- + 0.0667 1 0.0560 ' 4.0000e- ! 1 5.0700e- ' 5.0700e- 1 5.0700e- * 5.0700e- + 80.0116 + 80.0116 * 1.5300e- ' 1.4700e- * 80.4871
Shopping Center | o 003 , \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 , 003 . : , 003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m : ———————n ———————n : ———————n : ———k e e ————eg - fm—————— - e s
Single Family 1 27.675 :- 0.2985 1 25504 + 1.0853 ' 0.0163 v 0.2062 1 0.2062 v v 0.2062 1 0.2062 1 3,255.878 1 3,255.878 +  0.0624 1 0.0597 1 3,275.226
Housing . u , , . , . . . : , . 7 . 7 , , , 8
[ 1
Total 0.3421 2.9272 1.2733 0.0187 0.2364 0.2364 0.2364 0.2364 3,731.784 | 3,731.784 | 0.0715 0.0684 | 3,753.960
2 2 3

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

Use only Natural Gas Hearths
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total|] Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 230042 ' 0.4913 ! 42.6409 1 2.2500e- ' ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 0.0000 '+ 76.8138 ! 76.8138 + 0.0737  0.0000 ! 78.6568
- : , 1003 , : : , : . ' : : '
----------- b i i b T T L et et it R e s e
Unmitigated = 23.0042 : 0.4913  42.6409 ' 2.2500e- * + 0.2363  0.2363 + 0.2363 + 0.2363 = 0.0000 + 76.8138 : 76.8138 * 0.0737 + 0.0000 + 78.6568
- . . v 003 . . . . . . . . . . .
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total] Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 29614 1 ' ' ' + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 - + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' + 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Coating  m : : : : : : : : : . : : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e m e : fm——————p e m e
Consumer = 18.7603 ' ' ' + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' + 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Products  m . ' . . ' . : : : . : : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et LT : fm———— e m o
Hearth - 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ - o : o : o . I R : R S
Landscaping = 1.2825 1 04913 ! 42,6409 ' 2.2500e- ! ! 02363 ' 02363 ! 02363 ' 0.2363 ' 76.8138 ! 76.8138 ' 0.0737 ! 786568
- : ' v 003 ' : : ' : . , : : ,
Total 23.0042 0.4913 42.6409 | 2.2500e- 0.2363 0.2363 0.2363 0.2363 0.0000 76.8138 | 76.8138 0.0737 0.0000 78.6568
003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Summer

Mitigated
ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 29614 1 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 1 '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' + 0.0000 ' + 0.0000
Coating = : : : : : : : : : . : : : '
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———k e m e —— g : fm——————— e m e
Consumer = 18.7603 1 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 1 + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' + 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Products = . ' . . ' . . ' . : ' . . :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———k e m e ———megy : e m = e
Hearth - 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ - o : o : o . S S S : R S
Landscaping = 1.2825 1 0.4913 ! 42.6409 1 2.2500e- * ! 0.2363 1 0.2363 ! 0.2363 1 0.2363 ' 76.8138 ! 76.8138 + 0.0737 ' 78.6568
- : , \ 003 , : : , : . , : : '
Total 23.0042 0.4913 42.6409 | 2.2500e- 0.2363 0.2363 0.2363 0.2363 0.0000 76.8138 76.8138 0.0737 0.0000 78.6568
003
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Stationary Equipment
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Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type

User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number

11.0 Vegetation
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated)

Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

1.0 Project Characteristics

1.1 Land Usage

Land Uses Size Metric Lot Acreage Floor Surface Area Population

City Park . 10.00 . Acre ! 10.00 ! 435,600.00 0
"7 Apartments Mid Rise T  2e00 T T T  Dweling Unit 1630 i 12600000 1 336
"""" Single Family Housing = 39100  x  DwelingUnit 1 5760  : 70380000 | 1044
""" Regional Shopping Center  + 4580 = 1000sqft v 5.30 : 45,800.00 R
1.2 Other Project Characteristics
Urbanization Urban Wind Speed (m/s) 3.5 Precipitation Freq (Days) 58
Climate Zone 6 Operational Year 2024
Utility Company Sacramento Municipal Utility District
CO2 Intensity 369.35 CH4 Intensity 0.029 N20 Intensity 0.006
(Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr) (Ib/MWhr)

1.3 User Entered Comments & Non-Default Data
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

Project Characteristics - Intensity factor for CO2 adjusted based on SMUD’s RPS reductions

Land Use - Applicant provided
Construction Phase - Applicant provided
Grading - Applicant provided

Vehicle Trips - Applicant provided
Mobile Land Use Mitigation -

Area Mitigation - Per SMAQMD rules

Table Name Column Name Default Value New Value
tblConstructionPhase . NumbDays . 60.00 2.00
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T  Rumbays TR 155.00 :2100
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T Rumbays TR 110.00 :1000
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T Rumbays TR 1,550.00 :78300
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T Rumbays TR 110.00 :78300
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & 7 bhaseEndDate 3 6/23/2020 : S appozo” T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 1/26/2021 : 7277
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 6/8/2027 : T Tsisoz0 T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 11512027 : T sirozs T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & " bhaseEndDate 3 11/9/2027 : T sstpozs T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 612412020 : T appozo” T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 11612027 : Y%7
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 12772021 : T srsozo T
"""" iConsiuctionPhase & T PhasestarDate 3 6/9/2027 : T enpozo” T
"""""" biGrading T T AdresoiGrading 52.50 :7920
T  TbllandUse T LotAcreage 3.32 : T e T
T  TbllandUse T LotAcreage 126.95 : """""" 5760
T  TbllandUse T LotAcreage 1.05 T g T
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tbIProjectCharacteristics . CO2IntensityFactor

tblVehicleTrips . WD_TR

-+

2.0 Emissions Summary
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Unmitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 E: 18.7424 ' 50.2541 ! 37.6267 ' 0.0985 ' 18.2032 ! 2.1984 ' 20.4016 ' 9.9670 ! 2.0225 ' 11.9895 0.0000 :9,866.1118:9,866.1118: 1.9464 ' 0.0000 ! 9,890.224
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B S : fm———— = m e a e
2021 " 18.2640 ' 33.9443 ! 35.5195 ' 0.0969 ' 4.7239 ! 1.1184 ' 5.8423 ' 1.2712 ! 1.0572 ' 2.3285 0.0000 :9,715.285 ! 9,715.285: 0.9351 ' 0.0000 ! 9,738.663
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 5 1 5 1 1 1 0
----------- n ———————n : f———————n : ———————n : et B ST r e : == n
2022 = 17.9002 ' 31.1807 ! 33.9033 * 0.0954 1 4.7238 ! 0.9509 '+ 5.6748 1+ 1.2712 ! 0.8996 ' 2.1707 0.0000 9,561.794 ! 9,561.794 1 0.9146 ' 0.0000 ' 9,584.660
- : ' : : , : : , : v 5 . 5 : 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : f———————n : et T : === m e a
2023 = 17.5575 ' 27.7063 ! 32.3355 + 0.0935 ' 4.7237 ! 0.8123 + 55360 * 1.2711 ! 0.7683 1+ 2.0394 0.0000 1 9,374.793 ! 9,374.793 1 0.8792 ' 0.0000 ! 9,396.773
- : ' : : , : : , : v3 3 : v 0
L1 1
Maximum 18.7424 | 50.2541 37.6267 0.0985 18.2032 2.1984 20.4016 9.9670 2.0225 11.9895 0.0000 | 9,866.111| 9,866.111 | 1.9464 0.0000 | 9,890.224
8 8 1
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

2.1 Overall Construction (Maximum Daily Emission)

Mitigated Construction

ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Year Ib/day Ib/day
2020 E: 18.7424 ' 50.2541 ! 37.6267 ' 0.0985 ' 18.2032 ! 2.1984 ' 20.4016 ' 9.9670 ! 2.0225 ' 11.9895 0.0000 :9,866.1118:9,866.1118: 1.9464 ' 0.0000 ! 9,890.224
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1 1
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B S : fm———— = m e a e
2021 " 18.2640 ' 33.9443 ! 35.5195 ' 0.0969 ' 4.7239 ! 1.1184 ' 5.8423 ' 1.2712 ! 1.0572 ' 2.3285 0.0000 :9,715.285 ! 9,715.285: 0.9351 ' 0.0000 ! 9,738.663
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 5 1 5 1 1 1 0
----------- n ———————n : f———————n : ———————n : et B ST r e : == n
2022 = 17.9002 ' 31.1807 ! 33.9033 * 0.0954 1 4.7238 ! 0.9509 '+ 5.6748 1+ 1.2712 ! 0.8996 ' 2.1707 0.0000 9,561.794 ! 9,561.794 1 0.9146 ' 0.0000 ' 9,584.660
- : ' : : , : : , : v 5 . 5 . o
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : f———————n : et T : === m e a
2023 " 17.5575 ' 27.7063 ! 32.3355 ' 0.0935 ' 4.7237 ! 0.8123 ' 5.5360 ' 1.2711 ! 0.7683 ' 2.03% 0.0000 :9,374.793 ! 9,374.793: 0.8792 ' 0.0000 ! 9,396.773
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 3 1 3 1 1 0
L1 1
Maximum 18.7424 | 50.2541 37.6267 0.0985 18.2032 2.1984 20.4016 9.9670 2.0225 11.9895 0.0000 | 9,866.111| 9,866.111 | 1.9464 0.0000 | 9,890.224
8 8 1
ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area E: 23.0042 ' 0.4913 ! 42.6409 ' 2.2500e- ' ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 ' ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 0.0000 ' 76.8138 ! 76.8138 ' 0.0737 ' 0.0000 : 78.6568
L 1] 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- n f———————n - ———————— - ———————— : ———k e e —————g - fm——————p == a e
Energy " 0.3421 ' 2.9272 ! 1.2733 ' 0.0187 ' ! 0.2364 ' 0.2364 ' ! 0.2364 ' 0.2364 1 3,731.784 ! 3,731.784 ' 0.0715 ' 0.0684 ' 3,753.960
L 1] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 2 1 2 1 1 1 3
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - f———————— : ———k e e ———— g - m——————— s
Mobile " 7.3825 ' 30.5196 ! 73.6370 ' 0.1992 ' 18.4287 ! 0.1736 ' 18.6023 ' 4.9247 ! 0.1617 ' 5.0864 ' 20,222.99 ! 20,222.99 + 1.0796 ' ! 20,249.98
u ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' ' 91 ' 91 ' ' ' 88
L1 1
Total 30.7287 | 33.9381 | 117.5512 | 0.2201 18.4287 0.6463 19.0750 4.9247 0.6344 5.5591 0.0000 | 24,031.59 | 24,031.59 | 1.2248 0.0684 | 24,082.60
70 70 59
Mitigated Operational
ROG NOXx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Area = 23.0042 ! 0.4913 ! 42.6409 ! 2.2500e- ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 1 ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 0.0000 + 76.8138 ! 76.8138 + 0.0737 * 0.0000 ! 78.6568
- ' ' 1003 ' . . ' . . ' : : '
----------- n f———————— - ———————— - ———————— : ———g el —————g - fm——————p == a e
Energy u 0.3421 ' 2.9272 ! 1.2733 ! 0.0187 ! ! 0.2364 ! 0.2364 ! ! 0.2364 ! 0.2364 +3,731.784 ! 3,731.784+ 0.0715 1+ 0.0684 ' 3,753.960
- : , : : , : : , : o2 a2, : T3
----------- n ———————— - ———————— - f———————— : ———g el ——————q - m——————p = saaa
Mobile - 7.3825 ! 30.5196 ! 73.6370 ! 0.1992 ! 18.4287 ! 0.1736 ! 18.6023 ! 4.9247 ! 0.1617 ! 5.0864 ' 20,222.99 ! 20,222.99+ 1.0796 ! ! 20,249.98
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 91 1 91 1 1 1 88
Total 30.7287 | 33.9381 | 117.5512 | 0.2201 18.4287 0.6463 19.0750 4.9247 0.6344 5.5591 0.0000 | 24,031.59 | 24,031.59 | 1.2248 0.0684 | 24,082.60
70 70 59




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 7 of 37 Date: 4/4/2019 3:58 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

ROG NOx co S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 | NBio-CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Percent 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Reduction

3.0 Construction Detail

Construction Phase

Phase Phase Name Phase Type Start Date End Date Num Days | Num Days Phase Description
Number Week
1 :Site Preparation :Site Preparation :4/1/2020 14/2/2020 H 5] 2!
2 T frading T §E;'r;&iﬁé'""""""""!2737562'0"'"'";3/'17562'0"""";'"""%’E""""""E%'E' I
3 Paving T iR T T isiaiaeee ;371%72'0'26""'";"""'%’E""""'"'Tb';’ I
4 “Building Construction | +Building Construction | 15/18/2020 ;371'772'0'25“"'";'"““3*2"""“"7555' I
5 rehiectural Goafing T FArchitectural Goating teios0 a0z BT gy T

Acres of Grading (Site Preparation Phase): 0
Acres of Grading (Grading Phase): 79.2
Acres of Paving: 0

Residential Indoor: 1,680,345; Residential Outdoor: 560,115; Non-Residential Indoor: 68,700; Non-Residential Outdoor: 22,900; Striped
Parking Area: 0 (Architectural Coating — sqft)

OffRoad Equipment
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Phase Name Offroad Equipment Type Amount Usage Hours Horse Power Load Factor

Site Preparation *Rubber Tired Dozers ! 3 8.00! 247! 0.40

Site Preparation HTraciorslLoadersBackhoss s 5,001 g7 T 0.37

Grading SExcavatore T e 5,001 e T 0.38

Grading Graders T T 5,001 T 0.41

Grading fRubber Tred Dozers T 5,001 7 A 0.40

Grading SSorapers T TTTTTTTTTTTT e 5,001 So7 T 0.48

Grading HTraciorslLoadersBackhoss e 5,001 g7 T 0.37

Building Construction Soranes T TTTTTTTTTTTTTTIT T 7.001 SaT T 0.29

Building Construction Forie T e 5,001 Bor T 0.20

Building Construction SGenerator Sets T T 5,001 B T 0.74

Building Construction HTraciorslLoadersBackhoss | 7.001 g7 T 0.37

Building Construction Welders T TTTTTTTTTTTTTT T 5,001 GerTTTTTTT 0.45

Paving SPavers T TTTTTTTTTTTTTT e 5,001 TS 0.42

Paving 7 SPaving Equipment " ""'z """""" 8.00 132§ """""" 0.36

Paving -'R'oﬁér's """"""""""" e 5,001 BT 0.38

Archltectural ééét-in-g ---------- :Air Compressors I 1t 6.00? 785 ----------- 0 48

Trips and VMT

Phase Name Offroad Equipment | Worker Trip | Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Trip Vendor Trip | Hauling Trip | Worker Vehicle Vendor Hauling

Number Number Number Length Length Length Class Vehicle Class | Vehicle Class

Site Preparation : 7:L 18.005 0.00 0.005 10.00; 6.505 20.00!LD_Mix 'HDT_Mix EHHDT

Grading : 8 20000 000l 0.00: 10001 6500 000D Mix WHoT Mk ThRDT

Building Construction + 9:%""'22'566 R E VY R 6.00" 1o.oo§ 's.sof """ 20. 66 LD_Mix !h’df_'nﬁ.;' o -i-l-ll:ll-D:l' """

Paving ef"""( s00r T ool T 6.00" 10, oo’ Teso T 300010 Mx DT Mix -i-l-ll:ll-D:l' """

Architectural Coating + T 56,00 0.00° 500" 10.00" 6.50; 20.002 LD_Mix THOT Wi %ﬁﬁb% """
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.1 Mitigation Measures Construction

3.2 Site Preparation - 2020

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: ! ! ! ! 18.0663 ! 0.0000 ! 18.0663 ! 9.9307 ! 0.0000 ! 9.9307 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
___________ o o : o o . I S o :
Off-Road . 4.0765 ! 42.4173 ! 21.5136 ! 0.0380 ! ! 2.1974 ! 2.1974 ! ! 2.0216 ! 2.0216 ! 3,685.101 ! 3,685.101 ! 1.1918 ! ! 3,714.897
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 6 1 6 1 1 L} 5
Total 4.0765 42.4173 21.5136 0.0380 18.0663 2.1974 20.2637 9.9307 2.0216 11.9523 3,685.101 | 3,685.101 1.1918 3,714.897
6 6 5
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
: o : o o . N S . o : o
! 0.0000 : 0.000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000
. : o : o o . N S . o : o
Worker = 0.0714 + 0.0509 * 0.5032 ' 1.2600e- * 0.1369 ' 9.5000e- ' 0.1379 1 0.0363 ' 8.8000e- * 0.0372 1 125.4399 1 125.4399 ' 3.6100e- 1 ' 125.5301
- : : \ 003 | \ 004 : \ o004 . : \ 003 | .
Total 0.0714 0.0509 0.5032 1.2600e- 0.1369 9.5000e- 0.1379 0.0363 8.8000e- 0.0372 125.4399 | 125.4399 | 3.6100e- 125.5301
003 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.2 Site Preparation - 2020
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: 18.0663 0.0000 18.0663 9.9307 0.0000 9.9307 0.0000 0.0000

Off-Road - 4.0765 424173 + 215136 0.0380 v 21974 21974 20216 2.021-6- ] 0.0000 3,685.101 ' 3,685.101 1.1918 1 + 3,714.897
" . . . . . Vo6 . .5
Total 4.0765 42.4173 21.5136 0.0380 18.0663 2.1974 20.2637 9.9307 2.0216 11.9523 0.0000 | 3,685.101 | 3,685.101 1.1918 3,714.897
6 6 5
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- : ———————a : ———————a ———————a T ———g -] ———————a : re=---a-
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1
----------- : ———————a : ———————a ———————a T ot EEEEEEEH ———————a : re------
Worker ! 0.0509 ! 0.5032 ! 1.2600e- ! 0.1369 ! 9.5000e- ! 0.1379 ! 0.0363 ! 8.8000e- ! 0.0372 + 125.4399 ! 125.4399 ! 3.6100e- ! ! 125.5301
' ' v 003 004 ' v 004, . ' v 003 '
Total 0.0714 0.0509 0.5032 1.2600e- 0.1369 9.5000e- 0.1379 0.0363 8.8000e- 0.0372 125.4399 | 125.4399 | 3.6100e- 125.5301
003 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.3 Grading - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: 10.0217 0.0000 10.0217 3.7421 0.0000 3.7421 0.0000 0.0000

———— == m

Off-Road :E 4.4501 50.1975 : 31.9583 0.0620 ! ! 2.1739 2.1739 : 2.0000 : 2.0000 : 6,005.865 : 6,0-0-5.-8?35 1.9424 ! ' 6,054.425
- ' : : : . P . 7
Total 4.4501 50.1975 31.9583 0.0620 10.0217 21739 12.1956 3.7421 2.0000 5.7421 6,005.865 | 6,005.865 1.9424 6,054.425
3 3 7
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : Nt
Worker ! 0.0565 ! 0.5591 ! 1.4000e- ! 0.1521 ! 1.0600e- ! 0.1532 ! 0.0404 ! 9.7000e- ! 0.0413 v 139.3777 ! 139.3777 ! 4.0100e- ! ! 139.4779
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 004 . ' v 003, '
Total 0.0794 0.0565 0.5591 1.4000e- 0.1521 1.0600e- 0.1532 0.0404 9.7000e- 0.0413 139.3777 | 139.3777 | 4.0100e- 139.4779
003 003 004 003




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMo0d.2016.3.2 Page 12 of 37 Date: 4/4/2019 3:58 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.3 Grading - 2020
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2 | Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Fugitive Dust 5: 10.0217 0.0000 10.0217 3.7421 0.0000 3.7421 0.0000 0.0000

OffRoad  m 4.4501 1 50.1975 + 31.9583 ! 0.0620 v 24739 1 2.1739 1 2.0000 1 20000 § 00000 :6,005.865 ' 6,005.865+ 19424 '\ 6,054.425
- . . . . . . 3 . . . 7
Total 4.4501 | 50.1975 | 31.9583 | 0.0620 | 10.0217 | 2.1739 | 12.1956 | 3.7421 | 2.0000 | 5.7421 | 0.0000 | 6,005.865 | 6,005.865 | 1.9424 6,054.425
3 3 7
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx Cco S02 Fugitive | Exhaust PM10 Fugitive | Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM25 | PM25
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ' 00000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 i 00000 : 00000 + 00000 ' 0.0000 © 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 *0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- : ———————g 4 ———————g ———————g ' ——— e ———————g 4 Fem -
Vendor ©70.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 00000 : 00000 * 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ©0.0000 ¢ 0.0000 ! 0.0000 *0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- : ———————g 4 ———————g ———————g ' ——— e ———————g 4 Fmm e
Worker " 00565 ' 05591 ! 14000e- ' 0.1521 : 1.0600e- + 0.1532 * 00404 + 9.7000e- ' 0.0413 ©139.3777 1 139.3777 1 4.0100e- ! ' 139.4779
' ' ' 003 ! ' 003 ! ' ' o004 | ' ' ' 003 ! '
Total 0.0794 | 0.0565 | 0.5591 | 1.4000e- | 0.1521 | 1.0600e- | 0.1532 | 0.0404 | 9.7000e- | 0.0413 139.3777 | 139.3777 | 4.0100e- 139.4779
003 003 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 13566 1 14.0656 ' 14.6521 1 0.0228 1 v 07528 1+ 0.7528 1 0.6926 * 0.6926 1 2,207.733 1 2,207.733+  0.7140 1 1 2,225.584
- : : : : : : : : : AT T R : D
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : S
Paving . 0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! +0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 1.3566 14.0656 | 14.6521 0.0228 0.7528 0.7528 0.6926 0.6926 2,207.733 | 2,207.733 | 0.7140 2,225.584
4 4 1
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 r 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rm-maa
Worker ! 0.0424 ' 04194 1 1.0500e- ' 0.1141 1 7.9000e- ! 0.1149 ' 0.0303 ! 7.3000e- : 0.0310 ' 104.5333 1 104.5333 ! 3.0100e- ! ! 104.6084
' ' v 003 . 004 ' v 004, . ' v 003, '
Total 0.0595 0.0424 0.4194 1.0500e- 0.1141 7.9000e- 0.1149 0.0303 7.3000e- 0.0310 104.5333 | 104.5333 | 3.0100e- 104.6084
003 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 13566 1 14.0656 ' 14.6521 1 0.0228 1 v 07528 1+ 0.7528 1 0.6926 * 0.6926 0.0000 r2,207.73312,207.733 1+ 0.7140 1 1 2,225.584
- : : : : : : : : : AR T R : D
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : S
Paving . 0.0000 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! +0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 1.3566 14.0656 | 14.6521 0.0228 0.7528 0.7528 0.6926 0.6926 0.0000 | 2,207.733 | 2,207.733 | 0.7140 2,225.584
4 4 1
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.000 r 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 @ 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rm-maa
Worker ! 0.0424 ' 04194 1 1.0500e- ' 0.1141 1 7.9000e- ! 0.1149 ' 0.0303 ! 7.3000e- : 0.0310 ' 104.5333 1 104.5333 ! 3.0100e- ! ! 104.6084
' ' v 003 . 004 ' v 004, . ' v 003 '
Total 0.0595 0.0424 0.4194 1.0500e- 0.1141 7.9000e- 0.1149 0.0303 7.3000e- 0.0310 104.5333 | 104.5333 | 3.0100e- 104.6084
003 004 004 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5: 21198 1 19.1860 : 16.8485 ! 0.0269 ! R 4 B AR V& B ! 1.0503 : 1.0503 1 2,553.063 1 2,553.063 ! 0.6229 1 2,568.634
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1 L} 5
Total 2.1198 19.1860 | 16.8485 0.0269 1.1171 1.1171 1.0503 1.0503 2,553.063 | 2,553.063 | 0.6229 2,568.634
1 1 5
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : r -
Vendor = 05323 1 150143 ' 45491 1 00325 : 0.8064 : 0.0793 ! 0.8857 @ 0.2321 ' 0.0758 ' 0.3079 13,442,624 1 3,442,624 1 0.2167 ! 13,448.0411
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 8 1 8 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rommmaa
Worker ! 12129 1 119934 1 00300 ! 3.2634 : 0.0227 ! 3.2861 ' 0.8657 ! 0.0209 : 0.8866 12,989.65112,989.6511 0.0860 ! 12,991.800
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ' 7 1 7 1 1 1 7
Total 2.2345 16.2272 | 16.5425 0.0626 4.0698 0.1020 4.1718 1.0977 0.0967 1.1945 6,432.276 | 6,432.276 | 0.3026 6,439.841
5 5 8
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:58 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2020
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 21198 1 19.1860 ' 16.8485 1 0.0269 1 O I & O P b & +1.0503 + 1.0503 0.0000 1 2,553.063 * 2,553.063 1+ 0.6229 1 + 2,568.634
- : : : : : , : ' : T : : .5
Total 2.1198 19.1860 | 16.8485 0.0269 1.1171 1.1171 1.0503 1.0503 0.0000 | 2,553.063 | 2,553.063 | 0.6229 2,568.634
1 1 5
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : r -
Vendor = 05323 1 150143 ' 45491 1 00325 : 0.8064 : 0.0793 ! 0.8857 @ 0.2321 ' 0.0758 ' 0.3079 13,442,624 1 3,442,624 1 0.2167 ! 13,448.0411
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 8 1 8 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : rommmaa
Worker ! 12129 1 119934 1 00300 ! 3.2634 : 0.0227 ! 3.2861 ' 0.8657 ! 0.0209 : 0.8866 12,989.65112,989.6511 0.0860 ! 12,991.800
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ' 7 1 7 1 1 1 7
Total 2.2345 16.2272 | 16.5425 0.0626 4.0698 0.1020 4.1718 1.0977 0.0967 1.1945 6,432.276 | 6,432.276 | 0.3026 6,439.841
5 5 8
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:58 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5- 1.9009 @ 17.4321 + 16.5752 ! 0.0269 ! v 0.9586 1 0.9586 09013 + 0.9013 1 2,553.363 1 2,553.363 ! 0.6160 ! 12,568.764
- ' : ' : : , : , : 9 9, : .3
Total 1.9009 17.4321 16.5752 0.0269 0.9586 0.9586 0.9013 0.9013 2,553.363 | 2,553.363 | 0.6160 2,568.764
9 9 3
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - o) f———————n : rom-maa
Vendor = 04387 ! 136804 ' 39859 ! 00322 : 0.8063 : 0.0392 ! 0.8455 @ 0.2320 ! 0.0375 ' 0.2695 1 3,413.677 1 3,413.677 1 0.2074 ! ! 3,418.862
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 7 1 7 1 1 1 2
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - f———————n : ro--maa
Worker ! 1.0871 1 109465 1 00290 ! 3.2634 : 0.0220 ! 3.2854 ' 0.8657 ! 0.0203 : 0.8860 12,887.874 1 2,887.8741 0.0770 ! 12,889.798
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 1 6 1 1 6
Total 2.0220 14,7674 | 14.9324 0.0612 4.0697 0.0612 4.1310 1.0977 0.0578 1.1555 6,301.552 | 6,301.552 | 0.2843 6,308.660
3 3 8
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:58 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2021
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5- 1.9009 @ 17.4321 + 16.5752 ! 0.0269 ! v 0.9586 1 0.9586 ! 09013 » 0.9013 0.0000 :2,553.363 ! 2,553.363 ! 0.6160 ! 12,568.764
- ' : ' : : , : , : 9 9, : .3
Total 1.9009 17.4321 16.5752 0.0269 0.9586 0.9586 0.9013 0.9013 0.0000 | 2,553.363 | 2,553.363 | 0.6160 2,568.764
9 9 3
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - o) f———————n : rom-maa
Vendor = 04387 ! 136804 ' 39859 ! 00322 : 0.8063 : 0.0392 ! 0.8455 @ 0.2320 ! 0.0375 ' 0.2695 1 3,413.677 1 3,413.677 1 0.2074 ! ! 3,418.862
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 7 1 7 1 1 1 2
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - f———————n : ro--maa
Worker ! 1.0871 1 109465 1 00290 ! 3.2634 : 0.0220 ! 3.2854 ' 0.8657 ! 0.0203 : 0.8860 12,887.874 1 2,887.8741 0.0770 ! 12,889.798
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 6 1 6 1 1 6
Total 2.0220 14,7674 | 14.9324 0.0612 4.0697 0.0612 4.1310 1.0977 0.0578 1.1555 6,301.552 | 6,301.552 | 0.2843 6,308.660
3 3 8




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2

Page 19 of 37

Date: 4/4/2019 3:58 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 1 156156 ' 16.3634 1 0.0269 1 v 0.8090 1 0.8090 1 07612 + 0.7612 + 2,554,333 12,554.3331 0.6120 + 2,569.632
- : : : : : , : ' : T 6 1 6 : V2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 | 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 [NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rom-ma--
Vendor = 04071 1 129834 : 36760 ! 00319 : 08062 : 0.0345 ! 0.8407 @ 0.2320 ! 0.0330 '@ 0.2649 13,383.345 1 3,383.3451  0.2015 ! ! 3,388.383
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 8 1 8 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rommmaa
Worker ! 09773 ' 100380 ! 00280 : 3.2634 : 0.0215 ! 3.2849 : 0.8657 ! 0.0198 @ 0.8854 12,784.474 1 2,784.474 1 0.0690 ! 12,786.199
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ' 1 1 1 1 1 7
Total 1.8879 13.9607 | 13.7140 0.0599 4.0696 0.0559 4.1255 1.0976 0.0527 1.1504 6,167.819 | 6,167.819 | 0.2705 6,174.582
9 9 8
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Date: 4/4/2019 3:58 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2022
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 17062 1 156156 ' 16.3634 1 0.0269 1 v 0.8090 1 0.8090 1 07612 + 0.7612 0.0000 1 2,554.333 1 2,554.333 1 0.6120 1 + 2,569.632
- : : : : : , : : : T 6 1 6 : V2
Total 1.7062 15.6156 | 16.3634 0.0269 0.8090 0.8090 0.7612 0.7612 0.0000 | 2,554.333 | 2,554.333 | 0.6120 2,569.632
6 6 2
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rom-ma--
Vendor = 04071 1 129834 : 36760 ! 00319 : 08062 : 0.0345 ! 0.8407 @ 0.2320 ! 0.0330 '@ 0.2649 13,383.345 1 3,383.3451  0.2015 ! ! 3,388.383
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 8 1 8 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : rommmaa
Worker ! 09773 ' 100380 ! 00280 : 3.2634 : 0.0215 ! 3.2849 : 0.8657 ! 0.0198 @ 0.8854 12,784.474 1 2,784.474 1 0.0690 ! 12,786.199
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 : 1 1 1 1 1 7
Total 1.8879 13.9607 | 13.7140 0.0599 4.0696 0.0559 4.1255 1.0976 0.0527 1.1504 6,167.819 | 6,167.819 | 0.2705 6,174.582
9 9 8
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road = 15728 1 14.3849 1 162440 1 0.0269 1 v 0.6997 1 0.6997 1 06584 1 0.6584 1 2,555.209 1 2,555.209 1  0.6079 1 + 2,570.406
- : : : : : , : ' . 9 9 : Voo
Total 1.5728 14.3849 | 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rommaa--
Vendor = 03227 ' 109631 ' 32395 ! 00313 : 08061 : 0.0166 ! 0.8227 : 02320 ! 0.0159 @ 0.2478 13,320.945 1 3,320.9451  0.1804 ! ! 3,325.455
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 2 1 2 1 1 1 5
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : remm-a-
Worker = 13875 ! 08791 ! 91972 1 00269 : 3.2634 : 0.0209 ! 3.2843 : 0.8657 ! 0.0193 @ 0.8849 1 2,679.950 1 2,679.950 1 0.0617 ! 12,681.493
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 5 1 5 1 1 1 6
Total 1.7102 11.8422 | 12.4367 0.0582 4.0695 0.0375 4.1070 1.0976 0.0351 1.1327 6,000.895 | 6,000.895 | 0.2421 6,006.949

8 8

1
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.5 Building Construction - 2023
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Off-Road 5- 1.5728 ! 14.3849 1+ 16.2440 ! 0.0269 v 0.6997 ! 0.6997 1 ! 0.6584 1+ 0.6584 0.0000 r 2,555.209  2,555.209 ! 0.6079 1 2,570.406
- ' : ' : : , : , : 9 9, : Vo
Total 1.5728 14.3849 16.2440 0.0269 0.6997 0.6997 0.6584 0.6584 0.0000 | 2,555.209 | 2,555.209 | 0.6079 2,570.406
9 9 1

Mitigated Construction Off-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 1

----------- H———————n fm——— : fm——— fm——— : ——— ey fm——— : remem---
Vendor b 0.3227 ! 10.9631 ! 3.2395 ! 0.0313 ! 0.8061 ! 0.0166 ! 0.8227 ! 0.2320 ! 0.0159 ! 0.2478 ! 3,320.945 ! 3,320.945 ! 0.1804 ! ! 3,325.455

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 2 1 2 1 1 1 5
----------- - fm——— : fm——— fm—————— : ——— ey e : romem-
Worker ! 0.8791 ! 9.1972 ! 0.0269 ! 3.2634 ! 0.0209 ! 3.2843 ! 0.8657 ! 0.0193 ! 0.8849 ! 2,679.950 ! 2,679.950 ! 0.0617 ! ! 2,681.493

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 5 1 5 1 1 6
Total 1.7102 11.8422 12.4367 0.0582 4.0695 0.0375 4.1070 1.0976 0.0351 1.1327 6,000.895 | 6,000.895 | 0.2421 6,006.949

8 8 1
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2020
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : roe--a--
Off-Road . 0.2422 ! 1.6838 ! 1.8314 ! 2.9700e- ! ! 0.1109 ! 0.1109 ! ! 0.1109 ! 0.1109 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0218 ! ! 281.9928
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 14.0469 1.6838 1.8314 2.9700e- 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0218 281.9928
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmeemaa-
Worker 1 0.2431 v 24043 ' 6.0200e- ' 0.6542 ' 4.5500e- ' 0.6588 ' 0.1735 ' 4.1900e- * 0.1777 v 599.3241 1 599.3241 v 0.0172 1 599.7549
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3412 0.2431 2.4043 6.0200e- 0.6542 4.5500e- 0.6588 0.1735 4.1900e- 01777 599.3241 | 599.3241 0.0172 599.7549
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2020
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e eaan) f———————n : ro---a-
Off-Road = 02422 : 16838 : 1.8314 1 2.9700e- ! ¢ 01109 ' 0.1109 ! 01109  0.1109 0.0000 : 281.4481 1 281.4481 1 0.0218 ! 281.9928
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 14.0469 1.6838 1.8314 | 2.9700e- 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.1109 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0218 281.9928
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5 Total
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 : 0.000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmeemaa-
Worker 1 0.2431 '+ 24043 ' 6.0200e- * 0.6542 ' 4.5500e- ' 0.6588 ' 0.1735 ' 4.1900e- * 0.1777 + 599.3241 1+ 599.3241 1 0.0172 1 599.7549
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3412 0.2431 2.4043 6.0200e- 0.6542 4.5500e- 0.6588 0.1735 4.1900e- 01777 599.3241 | 599.3241 0.0172 599.7549
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2021
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e f———————n : re---aa-
Off-Road . 0.2189 ! 1.5268 ! 1.8176 ! 2.9700e- ! ! 0.0941 ! 0.0941 ! ! 0.0941 ! 0.0941 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0193 ! ! 281.9309
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 14.0236 1.5268 1.8176 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmm-ma--
Worker 1 0.2179 v 21944 1 58100e- ' 0.6542 ' 4.4200e- ' 0.6586 ' 0.1735 1 4.0700e- * 0.1776 + 578.9213 1 578.9213 + 0.0154 ' 579.3069
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3174 0.2179 2.1944 5.8100e- 0.6542 4.4200e- 0.6586 0.1735 4.0700e- 0.1776 578.9213 | 578.9213 0.0154 579.3069
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2021
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) f———————n : ro---aa-
Off-Road . 0.2189 ! 1.5268 ! 1.8176 ! 2.9700e- ! ! 0.0941 ! 0.0941 ! ! 0.0941 ! 0.0941 0.0000 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0193 ! ! 281.9309
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 14.0236 1.5268 1.8176 2.9700e- 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0941 0.0000 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0193 281.9309
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmm-ma--
Worker 1 0.2179 v 21944 1 58100e- ' 0.6542 ' 4.4200e- ' 0.6586 ' 0.1735 1 4.0700e- * 0.1776 + 578.9213 1 578.9213 + 0.0154 ' 579.3069
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.3174 0.2179 2.1944 5.8100e- 0.6542 4.4200e- 0.6586 0.1735 4.0700e- 0.1776 578.9213 | 578.9213 0.0154 579.3069
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2022
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e f———————n : rom-aa--
Off-Road . 0.2045 ! 1.4085 ! 1.8136 ! 2.9700e- ! ! 0.0817 ! 0.0817 ! ! 0.0817 ! 0.0817 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0183 ! ! 281.9062
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 14.0093 1.4085 1.8136 2.9700e- 0.0817 0.0817 0.0817 0.0817 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0183 281.9062
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmm-maa-
Worker v 0.1959 1 2.0123 ' 5.6000e- ' 0.6542 ' 4.3000e- ' 0.6585 ' 0.1735 1 3.9600e- * 0.1775 + 558.1930 r 558.1930 * 0.0138 + 558.5389
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2968 0.1959 2.0123 5.6000e- 0.6542 4.3000e- 0.6585 0.1735 3.9600e- 0.1775 558.1930 | 558.1930 0.0138 558.5389
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2022
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - eaan) f———————n : roe-aa--
Off-Road . 0.2045 ! 1.4085 ! 1.8136 ! 2.9700e- ! ! 0.0817 ! 0.0817 ! ! 0.0817 ! 0.0817 0.0000 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0183 ! ! 281.9062
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 14.0093 1.4085 1.8136 2.9700e- 0.0817 0.0817 0.0817 0.0817 0.0000 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0183 281.9062
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmm-maa-
Worker v 0.1959 1 2.0123 ' 5.6000e- ' 0.6542 ' 4.3000e- ' 0.6585 ' 0.1735 1 3.9600e- * 0.1775 + 558.1930 r 558.1930 * 0.0138 + 558.5389
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2968 0.1959 2.0123 5.6000e- 0.6542 4.3000e- 0.6585 0.1735 3.9600e- 0.1775 558.1930 | 558.1930 0.0138 558.5389
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2023
Unmitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5

Category Ib/day Ib/day

Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 ! ! ! ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! ! ! 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e ———————n : roe-aa-
Off-Road . 0.1917 ! 1.3030 ! 1.8111 ! 2.9700e- ! ! 0.0708 ! 0.0708 ! ! 0.0708 ! 0.0708 ! 281.4481 ! 281.4481 ! 0.0168 ! ! 281.8690
- 1 1 1 003 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
Total 13.9964 1.3030 1.8111 2.9700e- 0.0708 0.0708 0.0708 0.0708 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0168 281.8690
003
Unmitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- . ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmeemaa-
Worker v 0.1762 v 1.8437 1 53900e- ' 0.6542 1 4.2000e- ' 0.6584 ' 0.1735 1 3.8700e- * 0.1774 v 537.2395 1 537.2395 1+ 0.0124 v 537.5488
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2781 0.1762 1.8437 5.3900e- 0.6542 4.2000e- 0.6584 0.1735 3.8700e- 0.1774 537.2395 | 537.2395 0.0124 537.5488
003 003 003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

3.6 Architectural Coating - 2023
Mitigated Construction On-Site

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Archit. Coating 5: 13.8047 1 ' ! ' ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000 ' ' 0.0000
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L} 1 1 1 L}
----------- ———————n f———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— e e f———————n : ro---a-
Off-Road = 01917 1+ 13030 * 1.8111 1 2.9700e- 1 v 0.0708 1 0.0708 1 0.0708 1 0.0708 0.0000 + 281.4481 + 281.4481 + 0.0168 1 + 281.8690
- : : 1003 . ' . ' . . : : : '
Total 13.9964 1.3030 1.8111 2.9700e- 0.0708 0.0708 0.0708 0.0708 0.0000 | 281.4481 | 281.4481 0.0168 281.8690
003
Mitigated Construction Off-Site
ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Hauling 5: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 * 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— -] ———————n : S
Vendor = 0.000 @' 0.000 @ 0.000 : 0.000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 : 0.0000 + 0.0000 : 0.0000 : 0.0000 ' 0.0000
L1} 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
----------- ———————n ———————n : ———————n ———————n : ——— - ———————n : rmeemaa-
Worker = 02781 1 0.1762 * 1.8437 1 53900e- ' 0.6542 1 4.2000e- * 0.6584 ' 0.1735 1 3.8700e- * 0.1774 + 537.2395 1 537.2395 1 0.0124 1 537.5488
- 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L] 1 1 1 1
- ' ' v 003, v 003 ' v 003, ' ' ' ' '
Total 0.2781 0.1762 1.8437 5.3900e- 0.6542 4.2000e- 0.6584 0.1735 3.8700e- 0.1774 537.2395 | 537.2395 | 0.0124 537.5488
003 003 003

4.0 Operational Detail - Mobile
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

4.1 Mitigation Measures Mobile

ROG NOx CO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 7.3825 1 305196 ' 73.6370 '+ 0.1992 + 18.4287 + 0.1736 ' 18.6023 ' 4.9247 1 0.1617 + 5.0864 1 20,222,991 20,222.99 + 1.0796 1 20,249.98
- : ' : ' ' : : : : - : \ 88
" Unmitigated = 7.3825 + 30.5196 + 73.6370 + 0.1992 1+ 184287 ' 01736 + 18.6023 + 49247 1+ 01617 1+ 50864 = +202229912022299+ 10796 : 720,249.98
- . . . . . . . . . . o9 91 . . 88
4.2 Trip Summary Information
Average Daily Trip Rate Unmitigated Mitigated
Land Use Weekday Saturday Sunday Annual VMT Annual VMT
Apartments Mid Rise ; 617.40 ;_ 617.40 617.40 . 952,604 . 952,604
City Park M 0.00 ;_ 0.00 0.00 . .
Regional Shopping Center . 3,100.20 v 3,100.20 3100.20 - 2,606,622 . 2,606,622
Single Family Housing ' 3,327.41 1 3,327.41 3327.41 . 5,133,957 . 5,133,957
Total | 704501 7,045.01 7,045.01 | 8,693,183 | 8,693,183

4.3 Trip Type Information
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Miles Trip % Trip Purpose %
Land Use H-Wor C-W | H-Sor C-C | H-O or C-NW [H-W or C-W| H-S or C-C | H-O or C-NW Primary Diverted Pass-by
Apariments Mid Rise _§ 601 ! 300 ' 391 : 4650 : 1250 1 4100 : 8  : 11 3
T Citypark Y 000 1 500 & 650  + 3300 1 4800 1 1900 +  e6 = 28 & 7 6
“'Regional Shopping Center § 601 | 300 1 391 1 1630 1 6470 i 1000 i 54 &+ a5 xRN
S e N N S R S P SO Gt PR A, PR P
Single Family Housing ' 6.01 ' 3.00 ' 3.91 = 4650 ' 1250 41.00 . 86 . 11 3
4.4 Fleet Mix
Land Use [ oA [ ot | tor2 | mov | Lhp1 | LHD2 | WMHD HHD | OBUS | UBUS | Mcvy | SBUS MH
Apartments Mid Rise _ * 0.566033: 0.037143] 0.208217] 0.113428f 0.0167131 0.004955{ 0.018463] 0.024036 0.001978f 0.001883] 0.005758{ 0.000618] 0.000776
U Citypark T 0566033 0.037143] 02062171 0.113428] 0.016713] 0.004955] 0.018463] 0.024036] 0.001978] 0.001683] 0.005758] 0.000616] 0.000776
" Regional Shopping Center  + 0.566033: 0.037143] 0.206217] 0.113428] 0.016713] 0.004955] 0.018463] 0.024036] 0.001978] 0.001683] 0.005758] 0.000616] 0.000776
""" Single Family Housing & 0.566033: 0.037143+ 0.208217: 0.113426+ 0.016713¢ 0.004955: 0.018463+ 0.024036: 0.001976+ 0.001663: 0.005758: 0.000616¢ 0.000776

5.0 Energy Detail

Historical Energy Use: N

5.1 Mitigation Measures Energy
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5

Category Ib/day Ib/day

NaturalGas = 0.3421 ' 29272 + 12733 t 0.0187 1 v 02364 1 0.2364 102364 ' 0.2364 1 3,731.784 1 3,731.784 1 0.0715 ' 0.0684 1 3,753.960
Mitigated =t . . . : : . : . : Vo2 2, : T3
----------- i e e e e e e e e = R R R % % R e e = = = n = m
NaturalGas = 0.3421 + 29272 + 12733 + 0.0187 1 + 02364 + 0.2364 + 02364 + 02364 = 13,731.784 1+ 3,731.784 + 0.0715 + 0.0684 1 3,753.960
Unmitigated =, . . . . . . . . . . . 2 2 . . . 3
5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas
Unmitigated
NaturalGal] ROG NOx co S02 Fugiive | Exhaust | PM10 | Fugitive | Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2| CH4 N20 C02e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Mid + 33651 & 00363 '@ 03101 @ 01320 ! 1.9800e- ! 1 0.0251 + 0.0251 ¢ 100251 1+ 0.0251 1 395.8938 1 395.8938 1 7.5900e- + 7.2600e- 1 398.2464
Rise . a . . \ 003 . : . . : . . : , 003 , 003
----------- I : ey fm : fm : ———g e el ————— : e ST
CityPark + 0 & 00000 : 00000 : 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ' 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ¢ 1 0.0000 ! 0.0000 © 00000 ! 0.0000 @ 0.0000 @ 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ .-= . o o . o . I D S . R S
Regional ' 680.099 & 7.3300e- : 00667 ' 0.0560 ! 4.0000e- ! 1 5.0700e- ' 5.0700e- ! 1 5.0700e- ' 5.0700e- + 80.0116 1 80.0116 ' 1.5300e- ' 1.4700e- ' 80.4871
Shopping Center | :: 003 . V004 i 003 , 003 i 003 . 003 . : i 003 , 003
1 1] 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1] 1 1 1 1
Single Family 27675 b 02085 @ 25504 ' 10853 ! 00163 ! ' 02062 + 0.2062 | 02062 1 02062 ! 132558781 3,255.878 + 0.0624 1 0.0597 1 3,275.226
Housing . i . . . . . . . . . . . 7 , , . 8
[N
Total 0.3421 | 29272 | 1.2733 | 0.0187 0.2364 | 0.2364 0.2364 0.2364 3,731.784 | 3,731.784 | 0.0715 | 0.0684 | 3,753.960
2 2 3




CalEEMod Version: CalEEMod.2016.3.2

Page 34 of 37

Date: 4/4/2019 3:58 PM

Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

5.2 Energy by Land Use - NaturalGas

Mitigated
NaturalGa ROG NOx CcO S02 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
s Use PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Land Use kBTU/yr Ib/day Ib/day
Apartments Mid *+ 3.3651 5- 0.0363 * 0.3101 +* 0.1320  1.9800e- * 1 0.0251 + 0.0251 v 0.0251 + 0.0251 1 395.8938 1 395.8938 1 7.5900e- ' 7.2600e- ' 398.2464
Rise : it : : \ 003 | ' . . : : . ' i 003 , 003
----------- (A : ———————n ———————n : ———————n : ke m e —me gy : e m = o
City Park ! 0 :: 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
[ [l [ [ 1 [ 1 1 1 1 1 ' 1 1 1 [
----------- Fe-----m : ———————n ———————n : ———————n : ———k e m e —— gy : = e a
Regional + 0.680099 :- 7.3300e- + 0.0667 1 0.0560 ' 4.0000e- ! 1 5.0700e- ' 5.0700e- 1 5.0700e- * 5.0700e- + 80.0116 + 80.0116 * 1.5300e- ' 1.4700e- * 80.4871
Shopping Center | o 003 , \ 004 , 003 , 003 , , 003 , 003 . : , 003 , 003
----------- Fe-----m : ———————n ———————n : ———————n : ———k e e ————eg - fm—————— - e s
Single Family 1 27.675 :- 0.2985 1 25504 + 1.0853 ' 0.0163 v 0.2062 1 0.2062 v v 0.2062 1 0.2062 1 3,255.878 1 3,255.878 +  0.0624 1 0.0597 1 3,275.226
Housing . u , , . , . . . : , . 7 . 7 , , , 8
[ 1
Total 0.3421 2.9272 1.2733 0.0187 0.2364 0.2364 0.2364 0.2364 3,731.784 | 3,731.784 | 0.0715 0.0684 | 3,753.960
2 2 3

6.0 Area Detail

6.1 Mitigation Measures Area

Use only Natural Gas Hearths
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total|] Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
Category Ib/day Ib/day
Mitigated = 230042 ' 0.4913 ! 42.6409 1 2.2500e- ' ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 ! 0.2363 ' 0.2363 0.0000 '+ 76.8138 ! 76.8138 + 0.0737  0.0000 ! 78.6568
- : , 1003 , : : , : . ' : : '
----------- b i i b T T L et et it R e s e
Unmitigated = 23.0042 : 0.4913  42.6409 ' 2.2500e- * + 0.2363  0.2363 + 0.2363 + 0.2363 = 0.0000 + 76.8138 : 76.8138 * 0.0737 + 0.0000 + 78.6568
- . . v 003 . . . . . . . . . . .
6.2 Area by SubCategory
Unmitigated
ROG NOx CcO SO2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total] Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 29614 1 ' ' ' + 0.0000 ' 0.0000 - + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' + 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Coating  m : : : : : : : : : . : : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : e m e : fm——————p e m e
Consumer = 18.7603 ' ' ' + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ¢ + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' + 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Products  m . ' . . ' . : : : . : : : :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : et B et LT : fm———— e m o
Hearth - 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ - o : o : o . I R : R S
Landscaping = 1.2825 1 04913 ! 42,6409 ' 2.2500e- ! ! 02363 ' 02363 ! 02363 ' 0.2363 ' 76.8138 ! 76.8138 ' 0.0737 ! 786568
- : ' v 003 ' : : ' : . , : : ,
Total 23.0042 0.4913 42.6409 | 2.2500e- 0.2363 0.2363 0.2363 0.2363 0.0000 76.8138 | 76.8138 0.0737 0.0000 78.6568
003
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

Mitigated
ROG NOx CcoO S0O2 Fugitive Exhaust PM10 Fugitive Exhaust |PM2.5 Total| Bio- CO2 |NBio- CO2| Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
PM10 PM10 Total PM2.5 PM2.5
SubCategory Ib/day Ib/day
Architectural = 29614 1 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 1 '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' + 0.0000 ' + 0.0000
Coating = : : : : : : : : : . : : : '
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———k e m e —— g : fm——————— e m e
Consumer = 18.7603 1 ' ' ' '+ 0.0000 * 0.0000 1 + 0.0000 * 0.0000 ' + 0.0000 ' +0.0000
Products = . ' . . ' . . ' . : ' . . :
----------- n ———————n : ———————n : ———————n : ———k e m e ———megy : e m = e
Hearth - 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000 ! 0.0000
___________ - o : o : o . S S S : R S
Landscaping = 1.2825 1 0.4913 ! 42.6409 1 2.2500e- * ! 0.2363 1 0.2363 ! 0.2363 1 0.2363 ' 76.8138 ! 76.8138 + 0.0737 ' 78.6568
- : , \ 003 , : : , : . , : : '
Total 23.0042 0.4913 42.6409 | 2.2500e- 0.2363 0.2363 0.2363 0.2363 0.0000 76.8138 76.8138 0.0737 0.0000 78.6568
003
7.0 Water Detail
7.1 Mitigation Measures Water
8.0 Waste Detail
8.1 Mitigation Measures Waste
9.0 Operational Offroad
Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Days/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

10.0 Stationary Equipment
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated) - Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Winter

Fire Pumps and Emergency Generators

Equipment Type Number Hours/Day Hours/Year Horse Power Load Factor Fuel Type

Boilers

Equipment Type Number Heat Input/Day Heat Input/Year Boiler Rating Fuel Type

User Defined Equipment

Equipment Type Number

11.0 Vegetation
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Sheldon Farms North (unmitigated)
Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD Air District, Mitigation Report

Construction Mitigation Summary

Exhaust | Exhaust NBio-
Phase ROG NOx CcO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Percent Reduction
--------------------------- I e e e e e e e e P g s ey — =
Architectural Coating ! 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00
Buiding Construction ~+  0.00:  000:  0.00:  000: 000+ 000  0.00'  000:  0.00:  000:  0.00: 000
Grading 77 77o77T000: 000+ 000:  000r 000 0005 000  000r 000 _ 000r  000: 0.0
Paving 7777770000 000: | 000r  000:  0.00:  000%  0.00r  000:  0.00:  000:  0.00¢ 000

Site Preparation 0.00:  000*  000: 000 000  0.00% 0.00:  000*  000: 000 000 0.0

OFFROAD Equipment Mitigation
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Equipment Type Fuel Type Tier Number Mitigated | Total Number of Equipment DPF Oxidation Catalyst

Air Compressors :Diesel *No Change 01 11No Change 0.00

----------------------------------------- e O

Cranes EDieseI *No Change ! 0: 11No Change 0.00
1

------------------------ e e T L

Excavators :Diesel *No Change ! 0: 2:No Change 0.00

. 1 1

----------------------------------------- g SV R e

Forklifts *Diesel *No Change : o1 31No Change 0.00
. 1 1

----------------------------------------- e O

Generator Sets EDieseI *No Change ! 01 11No Change 0.00

----------------------------------------- g OV R

Graders EDieseI *No Change ! 0: 11No Change 0.00
. 1 1

----------------------------------------- e O

Pavers EDieseI *No Change ! 0: 2:No Change 0.00
1

------------------------ e e T L

Paving Equipment :Diesel *No Change ! 0: 2:No Change 0.00

. 1 1

----------------------------------------- e O

Rollers *Diesel *No Change : o1 21No Change 0.00
. 1 1

----------------------------------------- e O

Rubber Tired Dozers EDieseI *No Change ! 01 41No Change 0.00

------------------------ e e T L

Scrapers :Diesel *No Change ! 0: 2:No Change 0.00
1

........................ T LT T T LT T P . T T Ty

Tractors/Loaders/Backhoes EDieseI *No Change ! 0: 9!No Change 0.00
1 L 1

o 1:No Change 0.00

Welders EDieseI ?No Change
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Equipment Type ROG NOXx CO S02 Exhaust PM10 | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e
Unmitigated tons/yr Unmitigated mt/yr
Air Compressors + 8.41500E-002 | 5.82370E-001 | 7.11780E-001 | 1.16000E-003 | 3.52700E-002 | 3.52700E-002 & 0.00000E+000 + 9.99599E+001 | 9.99599E+001 1 6.79000E-003 | '0'606665'+'056 T 1.00130E+002
" Cranes 1 37170E-001 1 1.58013E+000 | 6.72100E-001 | 1.98000E-003 | 6.50200E-002 | 5.98200E-002 666660'5160'0'i'1'7'3%%£é+'obé "1.73654E+002 | 5.61600E-002 1 0.00000E+000 | - 1.75058E+002
" Excavators 5 14000E-003 | 5.06700E-002 | 6.86200E-002 | 1.10000E-004 | 2.45000E-003 | 2.26000E-003 | bbbédo'Elédo'i's{ 52770E+000 | 9.52770E+000 | 3.08000E-003 | 0.00000E+000 | : 9.60473E+000
" Forkiifs 1 45440E-001 | 1.33330E+000 | 1.36580E+000 | 1.79000E-003 | 9.25200E-002 | 8.51200E-002 | 666660'5160'0'i'1'5'7'755é+'obé "1.57725E+002 1 5.10100E-002 1 0.00000E+000 | - 1,59000E+002
"Generator Sets. 1 37250E-001 1 1.21217E+000 | 1.44238E+000 | 2.58000E-003 | 6.33600E-002 | 6.33600E-002 bbbédo'Elado'i'z' 21279E+002 | 2.21279E+002 1 1.10800E-002 1 0.00000E+000 | : 2.21556E+002
" “Graders 5 00000E-003 1 6.64200E-002 | 1.90500E-002 | 7.00000E-005 | 2.12000E-003 | 1.95000E-003 bbbédoélédo'i'é 12218E+000 | 6.12218E+000 | 1.98000E-003 | 0.00000E+000 | - 6.17168E+000
T Pavers 2 63000E-003 | 2.81000E-002 | 2.89800E-002 | 5.00000E-005 | 1.37000E-003 | 1.26000E-003 bbbédo'Elédo'i'i 13016E+000 | 4.13016E+000 | 1.34000E-003 | 0.00000E+000 | : I 4.16355E+000
ﬁa'v.'n;;'EIqLi[)r%éﬁt‘:'z' 07000E-003 1 2.14100E-002 | 2.53400E-002 | 4.00000E-005 | 1.07000E-003 | 9.90000E-004 bbbédo'Elédo'i'é 57910E+000 | 3.57910E+000 | 1.16000E-003 | 0.00000E+000 | : 3.60804E+000
" Rollers 2 08000E-003 1 2.08100E-002 | 1.89300E-002 | 3.00000E-005 | 1.33000E-003 | 1.22000E-003 4 0.00000E+000 * '2'§o'ztééé;ob(') "2.30485E+000 | 7.50000E-004 | 0.00000E+000 | : 2.32349E+000
’ 'RLéDtJe'r Tired ';'?ZE?oBE'o?JE I 152990E-001 1 5.57800E-002 1 1.20000E-004 1 7.49000E-003 1 6.89000E-003 ¥ 666660'51660'- 1.01325E+001 1 1.01325E+001 1 3.28000E-003 1 0.00000E +000 : 1.02144E+001
ozers ' '
" “Scrapers  + 2.08500E-002 : 2.46790E-001 i 1.56630E-001 : 3.20000E-004 : 555606?065'%'556506?065 0.00000E+000 + 2.79479E+001 1 T3 70735001 : 9.04000E-003 1 ' T0.00000E+000 | ' 2.81739E+001
ﬁé%ér'slzhé;ée}é/';'?%f eBE'oBT";"T 92453E+000 : S7serErovs 5E?&oBE'oBE";"T?S?sBE'oT)?+1'61'§1'oE'oB? H E)'obédo'Elédo'  2.87509E+002 : 2.87509E4002 1 F5 se000m 00 T | I 0.00000E-+000 : 2.89834E+002
ackhoes ' L , , L

' 6.71880E-001 : 1.00000E-003 ' 7 39237E+001

! 2.78000E-002 ' 7 36884E+001 9 41000E-003 0 00000E+000 :

Welders T 1.15990E-001 'S 85540E-001
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Equipment Type

CO

Exhaust PM10

Exhaust PM2.5

Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2

Total CO2

CH4

Tractors/Loaders/Ba * 1 90160E-001 H

ckhoes

Welders

5'5' 00000E '065

:' 1.15990E-001

' 5 85540E-001

itigated tons/yr

' 6 71880E-001

1. 00000E-003 :

3.52700E-002

"2 78000E-002 :

" 2. 78000E-002 = 0 00000E+000 : ‘7. 36883E+001

' 7 36883E+001

Mitigated mt/yr

' 9 41000E-003

' 0 00000E+000 : ‘7. 39236E+001
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Equipment Type ROG NOx CcO S02 Exhaust PM10 | Exhaust PM2.5 Bio- CO2 NBio- CO2 Total CO2 CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent Reduction

Cranes 0.00000E+000 1 0.00000E+000 1 0.00000E+000 | 0.00000E+000 | 0.00000E+000 | 0.00000E+000 & 0.00000E+000 + 1.20930E-006 | 1.20930E-006 | 0.00000E+000 | 0.00000E+000 l 114248E-006
" Excavators 1 0. 606665066 0. 606665066 0. 606665066 0. 606665';066 0. 606665';066 0. 606665';066 0.00000E+000 + 2.09914E 666 "2.09914E-006 | 'o' 605665';066 0. 606665';066 l 1.04115E-006
""" Forklits + 0.00000E+000 1 7.50019E-006 | 0.00000E+000 | 0.00000E+000 1 0.00000E+000 | 0.00000E+000 4 0.00000E+000 + 1.14123E-006 | 1.14123E-006 1 0.00000E+000 | 0.00000E+000 | 1.19497E-006

Tractors/Loaders/Ba ' 0 00000E+000 I 0 00000E+000 I 0 00000E+000 I 0 00000E+000 I 0 00000E+000 I 0 00000E+000 l 0. 00000E+000 ' 1 21735E- 006 I 1.21735E- 006 I 0 00000E+000 I 0 00000E+000 I 1.20759E-006
ckhoes ' i i i i i 4 ' i i i i

"7 Welders 1 0.00000E+000 1 0. Bédob'Elc?ob'- 0.00000E+000 + 0.00000E+000 + 0.00000E+000 + 0.00000E+000 = E)béddo'eléo'o'- 1.22136E-006 + 1.22136E-006 + 0.00000E+000 + 0.00000E+000 1 1.21747E-006

Fugitive Dust Mitigation

Yes/No Mitigation Measure Mitigation Input Mitigation Input Mitigation Input
No :Soil Stabilizer for unpaved :PM10 Reduction :PM2.5 Reduction . : .
Roads : ,
No Replace Ground Cover of Area: *PM10 Reduction r ?PMZ.S Reduction? .- '
:Disturbed . :
No EWater Exposed Area EPM10 Reduction .- EPM2.5 Reduction? EFrequency (per
: . . . . day) .




---------- b e gl
No :Unpaved Road Mitigation *Moisture Content: ‘Vehicle Speed 0.00: .
: ‘% : (mph) : : :
No :Clean Paved Road +% PM Reduction : 0.00: . . .
Unmitigated Mitigated Percent Reduction
Phase Source PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5 PM10 PM2.5
Architectural Coating :Fugitive Dust ' 0.001 0.00: 0.00: 0.001 0.00: 0.00
' 1 1
1 1 L ] 1 1
U S T S (RS L R
Architectural Coating 'Roads ‘ 0.25 0.07: 0.25! 0.074 0.00¢ 0.00
' 1 1
1 1 L ] 1 1
f e emmememeemeseealeemmm e m e m o m m m bomennmemmeenan s smmnenf o e e e e e mmme—aaa L R
Building Construction Fugitive Dust ‘ 0.001 0.00: 0.00? 0.004 0.00¢ 0.00
' 1 1
O S R ¥ e e S Vo]
Building Construction 'Roads ‘ 154 0.42: 1541 0424 0.00¢ 0.00
' 1 1
O S R ¥ e e S Vo]
Grading Fugitive Dust ‘ 0.111 0.04: 0111 0.041 0.00¢ 0.00
' 1 1
O S R ¥ e e S Vo]
Grading 'Roads ‘ 0.001 0.00: 0.00! 0.004 0.00¢ 0.00
' 1 1
O S R ¥ e e S Vo]
Paving Fugitive Dust ‘ 0.001 0.00: 0.00! 0.004 0.00¢ 0.00
' 1 1
o R ——— T ——— e R e
Paving 'Roads : 0.00; 0.00: 0.00! 0001 0.00! 0.00
1 1 L ] 1 1
U S T S (RS L R
Site Preparation Fugitive Dust ‘ 0.021 0.01: 0.02! 0.014 0.00¢ 0.00
' 1 1
_________________________ . [ 1 1 1 1 e e eeaaed
Site Preparation :Roads ! 0.00: 0.00: 0 00: 0 00: 0 OO: 0.00

Operational Percent Reduction Summary
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Exhaust | Exhaust NBio-
Category ROG NOx CcoO SO2 PM10 PM2.5 | Bio- CO2 CcOo2 Total CO2| CH4 N20 CO2e

Percent Reduction
"""""""""""""""""""""""""" g e T =- -
'
'

Architectural Coating 0.00: 0.00 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00- 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00? 0.00

i |

[ [ [ [ [ [ = ) [ [ [ [l
mm o m EEmEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R R R R R E m m e e e = === = = == o= o=

Consumer Products ' 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00

[ [ [ [ [ [ = ) [ [ [ [l
mm o m EEmEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R R R R R E m m e e e = === = = == o= o=

Electricity ' 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00- 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00

[ [ [ [ [ [ = ) [ [ [ [l
mm o m EEmEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R R R R R E m m e e e = === = = == o= o=

Hearth ' 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00- 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00

[ [ [ [ [ [ = ) [ [ [ [l
mm o m EEmEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R R R R R E m m e e e = === = = == o= o=

Landscaping ' 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00- 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00

[ [ [ [ [ [ = ) [ [ [ [l
mm o m EEmEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R R R R R E m m e e e = === = = == o= o=

Mobile ' 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00- 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00

[ [ [ [ [ [ = ) [ [ [ [l
mm o m EEmEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE R R R R R E m m e e e = === = = == o= o=

Natural Gas ' 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00- 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00: 0.00

Waterindoor 7777777 T000r 000+ 0000 000r 0000 0005 0.00°  000:  0.00:  000:  0.00r 000

Water Outdoor : o.ooi o.ooi o.ooi o.ooi o.ooi o.oos 0.00: o.ooi o.ooi o.ooi o.ooi 0.00

Operational Mobile Mitigation

Project Setting: Suburban Center

Input Value

li/lit.igatio.n Category Measure % Reduction Input Value 1 Input Value 2

B No :Land Use :Increase Density 0.00E 0.00 0.00E
""N’d""E'L'éﬁ&'t]éé""""""""""?]r}éFééééBi'v'éréi{y"'"""""""'"'""""""""b’.éb‘;’""""""o'.éé ;
TTNo TMandUse T improve Walkabiiiy Design {000 000 ;
TTNo TandUse T limprove Destination Accessibiliy b Too0r 000 ;
TTNo THandUse T increase Transit Accessibiity 1 025 000 ;
TTNo TMandUse T lintegrate Below Market Rate Housing 1 o00p 000 ;
"""""" '-LandUseLand UseSubTotal 1 000 ;
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T

'Neighb:)rhood-Enhar;cemen-ts

No

'Nelghborhood Enhancements

'Nelghborhood Enhancements

No

No

No

'Parkmg Policy Pricing
'Parkmg Policy Pricing
'Parkmg Policy Pricing
'Parkmg Policy Pricing
No 1 Transit Improvements
No 1 Transit Improvements

No 1 Transit Improvements

'Providé TraffiE: Calm?ng Me-asures

'Implement NEV Network

'Nelghborhood Enhancements Subtotal

'L|m|t Parking Supply

'Unbundle Parking Costs

'On street Market Pricing

'Parkmg Policy Pricing Subtotal

gy g gy g g gy gy gy

:Provide BRT System

gy g gy g g gy gy gy

'Expand Transit Network

gy g gy g g gy gy gy

\Increase Transit Frequency

g

Transit Improvements Subtotal

]
mmm E E E e ———————————————_——_— - mm—(s m m = m e EEmSEsEssssmssssssssmssssEsem === == o

:Land Use and Site Enhancement Subtotal

]
mmm E E E e ———————————————_——_— - mm—(s m m = m e EEmSEsEssssmssssssssmssssEsem === == o

\Implement Trip Reduction Program

]
mmm E E E e ———————————————_——_— - mm—(s m m = m e EEmSEsEssssmssssssssmssssEsem === == o

1Transit Subsidy

]
mmm E E E e ———————————————_——_— - mm—(s m m = m e EEmSEsEssssmssssssssmssssEsem === == o

:Implement Employee Parking "Cash Out"

]
mmm E E E e ———————————————_——_— - mm—(s m m = m e EEmSEsEssssmssssssssmssssEsem === == o

'Workplace Parking Charge

'Encourage Telecommuting and Alternative

‘\Work Schedules

0.00

>
)
S

Date: 4/4/2019 3:59 PM
2. OO‘PI'OJeCt Site and

.Connecting Off-
+Site

e e e e

e e e

e e

o
o
S

o
o
S

o
o
S

T :Tran5|t Improvements
T No ;Commute
T No ;Commute
T No ;Commute
T No :Commute
No :Commute
" No Commute
" No ;Commute
" No ECommute

:Commute

‘Market Commute Trip Reduction Option

]
mmm E E E e ———————————————_——_— - mm—(s m m = m e EEmSEsEssssmssssssssmssssEsem === == o

:Employee Vanpool/Shuttle

]
mmm E E E e ———————————————_——_— - mm—(s m m = m e EEmSEsEssssmssssssssmssssEsem === == o

Provide Ride Sharing Program

]
e —————————————————fs = = m = EmEmSEmSsEssssssssssssssssssemme.=.==== o

:Commute Subtotal

e
o
S
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No :School Trip Implement School Bus Program 0.00; .

[ o o o e e e e e i B i e e S e S S e i W W m W = m om o

‘Total VMT Reduction : 0.00:

Area Mitigation

Measure Implemented Mitigation Measure Input Value
Yes :Only Natural Gas Hearth

NoNoHearth-r """""""""""""
T N T :Use Low VOC Clea_n_ing S:JE)pIies“ N “:} --------------------------
U N T ‘Use Low VOC Paint (Residential Interior) {7 100.00
U N T ‘Use Low VOC Paint (Residential Exterion) {7 100.00
U N T ‘Use Low VOC Paint (Non-residential interion) {777 100.00
U N T =Dse Low VOC Paint (Non-residential Exterior) I 100.00
I Use Low VOC Paint (Parklng) - - ——:r -------------------- 100.00
R No ---------- % EIectrlc Lawnmower N N --!. ---------------------- 000
T N :% Electric Leafblower N N __! ---------------------- 0.00
T N % Electric Chainsaw ---------------------- 0.00

Energy Mitigation Measures
Measure Implemented Mitigation Measure Input Value 1 Input Value 2
No :Exceed Title 24 ! :

----------- l\-l-o""""-":I_nstall_l:lighIE_f?icien::;/Ligh_ti_ng - - “!?
----------- l\-l-o""""-"EOn-siteRenewable # AR
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Appliance Type

Land Use Subtype % Improvement

ClothWasher
DishWasher
Fan

Refrigerator

[
e e = = m m m m m mEEEEEEE=mE®==&=====

[
e e = = m m m m m mEEEEEEE=mE®==&=====

Water Mitigation Measures

Measure Implemented Mitigation Measure Input Value 1 Input Value 2
No 1Apply Water Conservation on Strategy ! :

---------- f\l-o"-""""EUseReclaimedWater EF
---------- f\l-o"-""""EUseGreyWater EF
---------- f\l-o"-"""--ilnstall low-flow bathroom faucet i 3200F
---------- f\l-o"-"""--ilnstall low-flow Kitchen faucet i 1800
""""" No T iinstall low-flow Tollet T 000 T
---------- f\l-o"-""""ilnstall low-flow Shower i 2000:
""""" No 7 iTurf Reduction A
---------- f\l-o"-""""EUseWater Efficient Irrigation Systems i 610
---------- f\l-o-"""""ErWaterEfficientLandscape ! P

Solid Waste Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Input Value

Date: 4/4/2019 3:59 PM
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Sheldon Farms North Project
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Errata Sheet
August 27, 2020

This erratum presents the staff-generated changes to the Sheldon Farms North Project Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) that have been determined to be appropriate
since the release of the IS/MND for public review. Specifically, the changes presented herein are
based on an update to the mitigation measures provided within the Biological Resources section
of the IS/MND. All of the following changes have been made for clarification purposes only and
do not change the conclusions of the IS/IMND. Changes to the Draft IS/MND text are presented
in double-underlined format for new, added text, and strikethrough format for deleted text.

Pages 37 through 38 of the IS/MND are hereby revised as follows:

IV-2(a). Prior to the commencement of construction activities during the nesting
season for Swainson’s hawk (between March 1 and September 15), a
qualified biologist shall conduct protocol-level preconstruction surveys
within at least 2 (two) of the recommended survey periods within the
nesting season that coincides with the commencement of construction
activities, in accordance with the Recommended Timing and Methodology
for Swainson’s Hawk Nesting Surveys in California’s Central Valley
(Swainson’s Hawk Technical Advisory Committee 2000). At least one
survey shall be conducted within each survey period selected; the dates
should be adjusted in consideration of early or late nesting seasons for the
year in which the surveys are conducted. If the final survey is completed
more than 14 days prior to initiation of construction, an additional survey
shall be conducted within 14 days of the start of construction to ensure
that nesting has not been initiated within the intervening time. The qualified
biologist shall conduct surveys for nesting Swainson’s hawk within 6-250.5
mile of the Project Site, where legally permitted. The qualified biologist
shall use binoculars to visually determine whether Swainson’s hawk nests
occur within the 0:-250.5-mile survey area, if access is denied on adjacent
properties. If no active Swainson’s hawk nests are identified on or within
0-250.5 mile of the Project site within the recommended survey periods, a
letter report summarizing the survey results shall be submitted to the City
of Elk Grove within 30 days following the final survey, and no further
avoidance and minimization measures for nesting habitat are required.

If active Swainson’s hawk nests are found within 06-250.5-mile of
construction activities, the qualified biologist shall contact the City of Elk
Grove within one business day following the pre-construction survey to
report the findings. For the purposes of this mitigation measure,
construction activities are defined to include heavy equipment operation
associated with vegetation clearing, grading, construction (use of cranes
or draglines, new rock crushing) or other Project-related activities that
could cause nest abandonment or forced fledging within 0-250.5-mile of a
nest site between February 15 and August 31. Should an active nest be
present within 8-250.5-mile of the construction area, the City of Elk Grove
shall be consulted to establish take avoidance plan. Such a plan could



include measures such as establishment of a construction setback,
placement of high-visibility construction fencing along the setback
boundaries, and monitoring of the nest during construction activities. The
qualified biologist shall have the authority to stop construction activities if
the hawks show signs of distress; if this occurs, construction may not
resume until the City of Elk Grove is consulted and the construction
setback is increased or other take-avoidance measures are modified. A
letter report summarizing the survey results and describing
implementation of the take avoidance measures will be submitted to the
City of Elk Grove within 30 days of the final monitoring event. No further
avoidance and minimization measures for nesting habitat would be
required after submittal of the report.

If other State-listed species are found during project surveys or otherwise
encountered during construction activities, the Project applicant shall
avoid take of state-listed species to demonstrate compliance with CESA.
If implementation of the Project as proposed may result in take of a state-
listed species, the Project applicant shall consult with CDFW and shall
seek related take authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code.

IV-2(ab). Prior to initiation of construction activities, the Project applicant shall
mitigate for the loss of Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat at a 1:1 ratio.
Mitigation shall be accomplished through acquisition of a conservation
easement(s) or other instrument suitable to preserve foraging habitat for
the Swainson’s hawk in accordance with either Section 16.130.040 or
16.130.110 of the Elk Grove Municipal Code.

Page 36 of the IS/MND is hereby revised as follows:

The giant garter snake is a State- and federally listed threatened species. This species
inhabits agricultural wetlands and associated waterways such as irrigation and drainage
canals, rice fields, marshes, sloughs, ponds, small lakes, low-gradient streams, and
adjacent uplands. As shown in Table 5.4-3 of the General Plan EIR, waterways and open
water within the City’s Planning Area provide suitable habitat for giant garter snake, and
occurrences of the species have been documented in and adjacent to Planning Area. Per
the General Plan EIR, important features of giant garter snake habitat include the following:

o Sufficient water during the snake’s active season (early spring through mid-fall) to
maintain an adequate prey base;

e Emergent vegetation such as cattails (Typha spp.) and bulrushes (Schoenoplectus
spp.) for escape cover and foraging habitat;

o Upland habitat with grassy banks and openings to waterside vegetation for
basking; and

e Adjacent upland areas that contain cover and refuge from floodwaters during the

Within the City’s Planning Area, Laguna Creek is classified as a perennial stream. The
reach of the Laguna Creek corridor located adjacent to the project site includes emergent
vegetation and upland grassy banks. Thus, the Creek provides suitable habitat for giant
garter snake.

Because the site is located adjacent to Laguna Creek, the potential exists for giant garter

snakes to occur in the site vicinity. Per USFWS, giant garter snakes have been observed
using burrows for refuge in the summer as much as 50 meters (164 feet) away from the

aquatic habitat while over-wintering giant garter snakes may use burrows as far as 200 to
250 meters (656 to 820 feet) from the edge of summer aquatic habitat. The proposed



commercial and residential structures would be located approximately 110 feet minimum
from the centerline of Laguna Creek. In addition, the proposed bio-retention basin would

be located approximately 70 feet minimum from the stream centerline. Although it is
unlikely that any giant garter snakes would venture beyond the lower creek corridor,

ground-disturbing activities associated with the Project would result in adverse effects to
the species if individuals migrate northward into the site.

Pages 38 through 39 of the IS/MND are hereby revised as follows:

IV-3. Within 14 days prior to initiation of any ground disturbing activities, a pre-
construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist to
determine the presence or absence of giant garter snakes. Results of the
surveys shall be submitted to the Development Services Department. If
the species is not found, further mitigation is not required. If the giant garter
snake is found on-site, the following measures shall be implemented
during construction and shall be reflected on the grading plans, subject to
approval by the Development Services Department:

1. A qualified biologist shall stake or otherwise mark the restriction
limits of a “no disturbance” zone prior to initiation of construction.

The no disturbance zone shall be defined as any upland area
within 300 feet! of suitable aquatic habitat. Any work areas within
the no disturbance zone shall have an appropriate exclusion fence

to ensure giant garter snakes do not enter the work area;
2. Construction personnel shall receive CDFW-approved worker

environmental awareness training. The training shall include
instruction on methods of identifying giant garter snakes and their

habitat as well as the required avoidance procedures, exclusion
fencing, and protocols in the event that a giant garter snake enters
an active construction zone (i.e., outside the buffer zone);

3. The Project area shall be surveyed for giant garter snakes 24-
hours prior to construction activities. Survey of the Project area
shall be repeated if a lapse in construction activity of two weeks
or greater has occurred. If a snake is encountered during
construction, activities shall cease until appropriate corrective
measures have been completed or the determination has been
made that the snake will not be harmed; and

4. Any dewatered habitat should remain dry for at least 15
consecutive days after April 15 and prior to excavating or filling of
the dewatered habitat,__unless otherwise agreed to with CDFW
and USFWS.

5. Project activities in suitable upland or aquatic habitat shall be
restricted to the snakes’ active period of May 1-October 1, unless
otherwise agreed to with COFW and USFWS;

6. When Project activities occur in suitable habitat, a qualified
biologist experienced with giant garter snake identification and
behavior shall monitor the Project site, including the integrity of
any exclusion fencing. The approved biologist shall be on site
daily while construction-related activities are taking place in
aquatic habitat or within 300 feet of aquatic habitat and shall

inspect the project site daily for giant garter snake prior to
construction activities.

1

ounty of Sacramento, City of Rancho Cordova, City of Galt, Sacramento County Water Agenc

Connector Joint Powers Authority. South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan. February 2018.

outheast



7. _All excavated steep-walled holes and trenches more than 6 inches
deep shall be covered with plywood (or similar material) or
provided with one or more escape ramps constructed of earth fill
or wooden planks at the end of each work day or 30 minutes prior
to sunset, whichever occurs first. All steep-walled holes and
trenches shall be inspected by the qualified biologist each morning
to ensure that no wildlife has become entrapped. All construction
pipes, culverts, similar structures, construction equipment, and
construction debris left overnight within suitable habitat shall be
inspected for giant garter snake by a qualified biologist prior to
being moved.

8. Nonentangling erosion control material shall be used fo reduce
the potential for entrapment. Tightly woven fiber netting (mesh

size less than 0.25 inch) or similar material shall be used to ensure

snakes are not trapped (no monofilament). Coconut coir matting
and fiber rolls containing burlap are examples of acceptable
erosion control materials

9. If a giant garter snake is encountered during construction
activities, the qualified biologist shall notify the City immediately.
Construction activities shall be suspended in a 100-foot radius of
the animal until the animal leaves the Project site on its own
volition and take of the species can be avoided.

Proof of compliance with the aforementioned measure shall be submitted
to the Development Services Department.

If other State-listed species are found during project surveys or otherwise
encountered during construction activities, the Project applicant shall
avoid take of state-listed species to demonstrate compliance with CESA.
If implementation of the Project as proposed may result in take of a state-
listed species, the Project applicant shall consult with CDFW and shall
seek related take authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code.

Pages 41 through 42 of the IS/MND are hereby revised as follows:

IV-56(a)

IV-56 (b)

Prior to initiation of outfall construction activities, the applicant shall obtain
permit authorization if necessary, as determined by USACE, to fill waters
of the U.S. under Section 404 of the federal Clean Water Act (Section 404
Permit) from USACE. The Section 404 Permit application shall include an
assessment of directly impacted, avoided, and preserved acreages of
waters of the U.S. Mitigation measures may be developed as part of the
Section 404 Permit to ensure no net loss of wetland function and values,
although the USACE may not require compensatory mitigation for the loss
of less than 1/10 acre of wetlands, or for the loss of streams or other open
waters. Final mitigation requirements shall be developed in consultation
with USACE. A copy of the Section 404 Permit issued for the Project shall
be submitted to the City Development Services Department.

If required and prior to initiation of outfall construction activities, the Project
applicant shall submit to the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board an application for Clean Water Act Section 401 Water Quality
Certification and/or Waste Discharge Requirements for Projects Involving
Discharge of Dredged and/or Fill Material to Waters of the State. The
Project applicant shall be responsible for conducting all Project activities
in accordance with the permit provisions outlined in the applicable Central
Valley Water Board permit. A copy of the Water Quality Certification or



waiver issued for the Project shall be submitted to the City Development
Services Department.

IV-56 (c) Prior to initiating outfall construction activities, the Project applicant shall
submit a complete Lake or Streambed Alteration notification form to the
CDFW regional office. If CDFW determines that the Project will not
substantially alter a river, stream, or lake, CDFW will provide written
verification and refund the notification fee, and the Project applicant shall
submit a copy of the verification letter to the City Development Services
Department. Alternatively, if CDFW determines that a Lake or Streambed
Alteration Agreement is required, the Project applicant shall comply with
all provisions associated with the Agreement, and a copy of the issued
Agreement for the Project shall be submitted to the City Development
Services Department.

Page 88 of the IS/IMND is hereby revised as follows:

XV-1{a) Prior to issuance of building permits, the Project applicant shall pay all
applicable development fees to the City as required by Section 16.95.050
of the City’s Municipal Code.

Pages 88 and 89 of the IS/MND are hereby revised as follows:

XV-12

of-the-City’s Municipal-Code—Implement Mitigation Measure X V-1..
Page 91 of the IS/IMND is hereby revised as follows:

With required payment of in-lieu park fees, as required by Mitigation Measure XV-13, the
Project would have a less-than-significant impact related to the need for new or physically
altered parks or other public facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts. The General Plan EIR concluded that buildout of the General Plan,
including the Project site, would result in a less-than-significant impact related to park and
recreation facilities. There is no new or substantially more severe impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above impact to a less-than-
significant level.

XV-23 The Project applicant shall pay all applicable in-lieu park fees to the City
as required by Section 22.40.035 of the City’s Municipal Code.

Page 92 of the IS/MND is hereby revised as follows:

As discussed in Section XIV, Population and Housing, of this IS/MND, the Project would
house an estimated 1,701 future residents. Thus, in order to meet the City’s parkland
standard of five acres per 1,000 residents, the Project is required to provide a minimum of
8.5 acres of parkland on-site. Given that the Project would include only 2.5 acres of
dedicated parkland, payment of an in-lieu fee would be required pursuant to Chapter 22.40
of the City’s Municipal Code. Consistent with Section 22.40.035, Mitigation Measure XVI-
43 would require payment of fees at the time of the recording of the Final Subdivision Map.
Combined, dedication of on-site parkland and payment of in-lieu fees would ensure that
the Project would meet the City’s park standards.



Page 93 of the IS/MND is hereby revised as follows:

XVI-1 Implement Mitigation Measure XV-23.



EXHIBIT C
MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

INTRODUCTION

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines, Section 15091(d), requires public
agencies, as part of the certification of an environmental impact report, fo adopt a reporting and
monitoring program to ensure that changes made to the project as conditions of project approval
to mitigate or avoid significant environmental effects are implemented. The Mitigation Monitoring
and Reporting Program (MMRP) contained herein is intfended to satisfy the requirements of CEQA
as they relate to the Sheldon Farms North (Project) in the City of Elk Grove (City). The MMRP is
infended to be used by City staff and mitigation monitoring personnel during implementation of
the Project.

The MMRP will provide for monitoring of construction activities as necessary, in-the-field
identification and resolution of environmental concerns, and reporting to City staff. The MMRP will
consist of the components described below.

COMPLIANCE CHECKLIST

Table 1 contains a compliance-monitoring checklist that identifies all newly adopted mitigation
measures, identification of agencies responsible for enforcement and monitoring, and timing of
implementation.

FIELD MONITORING OF MITIGATION MEASURE IMPLEMENTATION

During construction of the Project, the City of Elk Grove's designated construction inspector will be
responsible for monitoring the implementation of mitigation measures. The inspector will report to
the City of Elk Grove Department of Public Works, and will be thoroughly familiar with all plans and
requirements of the project. In addition, the inspector will be familiar with consfruction confract
requirements, consfruction schedules, standard consfruction practices, and mifigation
technigues. Aided by Table 1, the inspector will typically be responsible for the following activities:

1. On-site, day to day monitoring of construction activities;
2. Reviewing construction plans to ensure conformance with adopted mitigation measures;

3. Ensuring contractor knowledge of and compliance with all appropriate conditions of project
approval;

4. Evaluating the adequacy of construction impact mitigation measures, and proposing
improvements to the confractors and City staff;

5. Requiring correction of activities that violate project mitigation measures, or that represent
unsafe or dangerous conditions. The inspector shall have the ability and authority to secure
complionce with the conditions or standards through the City of Elk Grove Public Works
Department, if necessary;

6. Acting in the role of contact for property owners or any other affected persons who wish to
register observations of violafions of project mitigafion measures, or unsafe or dangerous
conditions. Upon receiving any complaints, the inspector shall immediately contact the
construction representative. The inspector shall be responsible for verifying any such
observations and for developing any necessary corrective actions in consultation with the
construction representative and the City of Elk Grove Public Works Department;

7. Maintaining prompt and regular communication with City staff;

City of Elk Grove Sheldon Farms North Project
September 2020 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
MMRP-1



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

8. Obtaining assistance as necessary from technical experts, such as archaeologists and wildlife
biologists, to develop site-specific procedures for implementing the mitigation measures
adopted by the City for the Project. For example, it may be necessary at fimes for a wildlife
biologist to work in the field with the inspector and construction contractor to explicitly identify
and mark areas to be avoided during construction; and

9. Maintaining a log of all significant interactions, violations of permit conditions or mitigation
measures, and necessary corrective measures.

PLAN CHECK

Many mitigation measures will be monitored via plan check during Project implementation. City
staff will be responsible for monitoring plan check mitigation measures.

Sheldon Farms North Project City of Elk Grove
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program September 2020
MMRP-2



MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM

. Verification
N MM Mitigation Measure Timing/ . Enforf:err!entl (date and
umber Implementation Monitoring .
Signature)
If clearing and construction activities are planned to occur during
the nesting period for burrowing owls (February 1-August 31), a
qualified biologist shall conduct "take avoidance” surveys for
burrowing owls on the Project site within 14 days prior to | Within 14 days
construction initiation, as described in CDFG's Staff Report on | prior to initiation
Burrowing Owl Mitigation, published March 7, 2012. Surveys shall be | of clearing and
repeated if Project activities are suspended or delayed for more construction City of Elk
than 14 days during nesting season. The results of the surveys shall activities Grove
V-1 be submitted to the Development Services Department. occurring during | Development
the nesting Services
If burrowing owls are not detected, further mitigation is not required. period for Department
If active burrowing owls nest sites are detected, the Project | burrowing owls
proponent shall implement the avoidance, minimization, and (February 1 -
mitigation methodologies outlined in the CDFW'’s Staff Report on August 31)
Burrowing Owl Mitigation prior to initiating Project-related activities
that may impact burrowing owls.
Prior to the commencement of construction activities during the
nesting season for Swainson’s hawk (between March 1 and
September 15), a qualified biologist shall conduct protocol-level At least two
preconstruction surveys within at least 2 (two) of the recommended weeks prior to
survey periods within the nesting season that coincides with the | commencemen
commencement of construction activities, in accordance with the | t of construction City of Elk
Recommended Timing and Methodology for Swainson’s Hawk | activities during Grove
IV-2(a) | Nesting Surveys in California’s Central Valley (Swainson’s Hawk the nesting Development
Technical Advisory Committee 2000). At least one survey shall be season for Services
conducted within each survey period selected; the dates should | Swainson’s hawk Department
be adjusted in consideration of early or late nesting seasons for the | (between March
year in which the surveys are conducted. If the final survey is 1 and
completed more than 14 days prior o inifiation of construction, an | September 15)
additional survey shall be conducted within 14 days of the start of
construction to ensure that nesting has not been initiated within the
City of Elk Grove Sheldon Farms North Project
September 2020 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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intervening time. The qualified biologist shall conduct surveys for
nesting Swainson’s hawk within 0.5 mile of the Project Site, where
legally permitted. The qualified biologist shall use binoculars to
visually determine whether Swainson's hawk nests occur within the
0.5-mile survey areaq, if access is denied on adjacent properties. If
no active Swainson's hawk nests are identified on or within 0.5 mile
of the Project site within the recommended survey periods, a letter
report summarizing the survey results shall be submitted to the City
of Elk Grove within 30 days following the final survey, and no further
avoidance and minimizafion measures for nesting habitat are
required.

If active Swainson’s hawk nests are found within 0.5-mile of
construction activities, the qualified biologist shall contact the City
of Elk Grove within one business day following the pre-construction
survey to report the findings. For the purposes of this mitigation
measure, consfruction activities are defined to include heavy
equipment operation associated with vegetation clearing,
grading, construction (use of cranes or draglines, new rock
crushing) or other Project-related activities that could cause nest
abandonment or forced fledging within 0.5-mile of a nest site
between February 15 and August 31. Should an active nest be
present within 0.5-mile of the construction area, the City of Elk
Grove shall be consulted to establish take avoidance plan. Such a
plan could include measures such as establishment of a
construction setback, placement of high-visibility consfruction
fencing along the setback boundaries, and monitoring of the nest
during constfruction activities. The qualified biologist shall have the
authority to stop construction activities if the hawks show signs of
distress; if this occurs, construction may not resume until the City of
Elk Grove is consulted and the construction setback is increased or
other take-avoidance measures are modified. A letter report
summarizing the survey results and describing implementation of
the take avoidance measures will be submitted to the City of Elk

Sheldon Farms North Project
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Grove within 30 days of the final monitoring event. No further
avoidance and minimization measures for nesting habitat would be
required after submittal of the report.
If other State-listed species are found during project surveys or
otherwise encountered during construction activities, the Project
applicant shall avoid take of state-listed species to demonstrate
compliance with CESA. If implementation of the Project as
proposed may result in take of a state-listed species, the Project
applicant shall consult with CDFW and shall seek related take
authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code.
Prior to inifiation of construction activities, the Project applicant shall
mitigate for the loss of Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat at a 1:1 City of Elk
ratio. Mitigation shall be accomplished through acquisition of a | Prior fo initiation Grove
IV-2(b) | conservation easement(s) or other instrument suitable to preserve | of construction Development
foraging habitat for the Swainson’s hawk in accordance with either activities Services
Section 16.130.040 or 16.130.110 of the Elk Grove Municipal Code. Department
Within 14 days prior to initiation of any ground disturbing activities,
a pre-construction survey shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist fo determine the presence or absence of giant garter _
snakes. Results of the surveys shall be submitted to the City of Elk
Development Services Department. If the species is not found, | Within 14 days Grove
further mitigation is not required. If the giant garter snake is found | prior to initiation | Development
Iv-3 on-site, the following measures shall be implemented during | of any ground Services
construction and shall be reflected on the grading plans, subject to disturbing Department
approval by the Development Services Department: activities
CDFW
1. A qualified biologist shall stake or otherwise mark the
restriction limits of a *no disturbance” zone prior to initiation
of construction. The no disturbance zone shall be defined as
City of Elk Grove Sheldon Farms North Project
September 2020 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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any upland area within 300 feet! of suitable aquatic habitat.
Any work areas within the no disturbance zone shall have an
appropriate exclusion fence to ensure giant garter snakes do
not enter the work areq;

Construction personnel shall receive worker environmental
awareness fraining. The fraining shall include instruction on
methods of identifying giant garter snakes and their habitat
as well as the required avoidance procedures, exclusion
fencing, and protocols in the event that a giant garter snake
enters an active construction zone (i.e., outfside the buffer
zone);

The Project area shall be surveyed for giant garter snakes 24-
hours prior to construction activities. Survey of the Project
area shall be repeated if a lapse in construction activity of
two weeks or greater has occurred. If a snake is encountered
during construction, activities shall cease unfil appropriate
corrective measures have been completed or the
determination has been made that the snake will not be
harmed; and

Any dewatered habitat should remain dry for at least 15
consecutive days after April 15 and prior to excavating or
filing of the dewatered habitat, unless otherwise agreed to
with CDFW and USFWS.

! County of Sacramento, City of Rancho Cordova, City of Galt, Sacramento County Water Agency, Southeast Connector Joint Powers Authority. South Sacramento
Habitat Conservation Plan. February 2018.

Sheldon Farms North Project
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5. Project activities in suitable upland or aquatic habitat shall
be restricted to the snakes’ active period of May 1-October
1, unless otherwise agreed to with CDFW and USFWS;

6. When Project activities occur in suitable habitat, a qualified
biologist experienced with giant garter snake identification
and behavior shall monitor the Project site, including the
integrity of any exclusion fencing. The approved biologist
shall be on site daily while construction-related activities are
taking place in aquatic habitat or within 300 feet of aquatic
habitat and shall inspect the project site daily for giant garter
snake prior to construction activities.

7. All excavated steep-walled holes and trenches more than é
inches deep shall be covered with plywood (or similar
material) or provided with one or more escape ramps
constructed of earth fill or wooden planks at the end of each
work day or 30 minutes prior to sunset, whichever occurs first.
All steep-walled holes and tfrenches shall be inspected by the
qualified biologist each morning to ensure that no wildlife has
become entrapped. All construction pipes, culverts, similar
structures, construction equipment, and construction debris
left overnight within suitable habitat shall be inspected for
giant garter snake by a qualified biologist prior to being
moved.

8. Nonentangling erosion control material shall be used to
reduce the potential for enfrapment. Tightly woven fiber
netting (mesh size less than 0.25 inch) or similar material shall
be used to ensure snakes are not frapped (no
monofilament). Coconut coir matting and fiber rolls
containing burlap are examples of acceptable erosion
control materials

City of Elk Grove Sheldon Farms North Project
September 2020 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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9. If a giant garter snake is encountfered during construction
activities, the qualified biologist shall notify the City
immediately. Construction activities shall be suspended in a
100-foot radius of the animal unftil the animal leaves the
Project site on its own volition and take of the species can be
avoided.
Proof of compliance with the aforementioned measure shall be
submitted to the Development Services Department.
If other State-listed species are found during project surveys or
otherwise encountered during construction activities, the Project
applicant shall avoid take of state-listed species to demonstrate
compliance with CESA. If implementation of the Project as
proposed may result in take of a state-listed species, the Project
applicant shall consult with CDFW and shall seek related take
authorization as provided by the Fish and Game Code.
If vegetation clearing, grading and/or construction activities are
planned to occur during the migratory bird nesting season (April 15
to August 15), preconstruction surveys to identify active migratory |  Within 14 days
bird nests shall be conducted by a qualified biologist within 14 days prior to
prior fo construction initiation. Focused surveys shall be performed vegetation
by a quadlified biologist for the purposes of determining clearing, Ci
. . o . . . ity of Elk
presence/absence of active nest sites within the Project site, | grading, and/or Grove
V-4 including construction access routes and a 200-foot buffer (if consfruction Development
feasible). The results of the surveys shall be submitted to the activities Services
Development Services Department. occurring during
. Department
the migratory
If active nest sites are identified on or within 200 feet of the Project bird nesting
site, the applicant shall impose a limited operating period (LOP) for | season (April 15
all active nest sites prior to commencement of any Project fo August 15)
construction activities to avoid consfruction- or access-related
disturbances to migratory bird nesting activities. An LOP constitutes
Sheldon Farms North Project City of Elk Grove
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program September 2020
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a period during which Project-related activities (i.e., vegetation
removal, earth moving, and construction) may not occur, and shall
be imposed within 100 feet of any active nest sites until the nest is
deemed inactive by a qualified biologist. Activities permitted within
and the size (i.e., 100 feet) of LOPs may be adjusted through
consultation with the City.
If clearing and/or construction activities are planned to occur
during the raptor nesting season (January 15 to August 15),
preconstruction surveys to identify active raptor nests shall be
conducted by a quadlified biologist within 14 days prior fo
construction initiation. Focused surveys shall be performed by a
qualified  biologist  for . the purposes of def.ermm{ng Within 14 days
presence/absence of active nest sites within the Project site, . e
: . . .. | prior to initiation
including construction access routes and a 500-foot buffer (if of clearin
feasible). The results of the surveys shall be submitted to the cnd/org City of Elk
Development Services Department. . Y
construction Grove
V-5 If active nest sites are identified on or within 500 feet of the Project oc.hvmes . Develo.pmen’r
. . . . : . occurring during Services
site, the applicant shall impose an LOP for all active nest sites prior
. . o ) the raptor Department
to commencement of any Project construction activities to avoid .
. . . nesting season
construction- or access-related disturbances to nesting raptors. An
) . . ; . LT (January 15 to
LOP constitutes a period during which Project-related activities (i.e.,
. . . August 15)
vegetation removal, earth moving, and consfruction) may not
occur, and shall be imposed within 250 feet of any active nest sites
until the nest is deemed inactive by a qualified biologist. Activities
permitted within and the size (i.e., 250 feet) of LOPs may be
adjusted through consultation with the City.
Prior to initiation of outfall construction activities, the applicant shall Prior to initiation
obtain permit authorization if necessary, as determined by USACE, of outfall City of Elk
IV-6(a) | tofillwaters of the U.S. under Section 404 of the federal Clean Water construction Grove
Act (Section 404 Permit) from USACE. The Section 404 Permit - Development
DS . . . activities P
application shall include an assessment of directly impacted,
City of Elk Grove Sheldon Farms North Project
September 2020 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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avoided, and preserved acreages of waters of the U.S. Mifigation Services
measures may be developed as part of the Section 404 Permit to Department
ensure no net loss of wetland function and values, although the
USACE may not require compensatory mitigation for the loss of less USACE
than 1/10 acre of wetlands, or for the loss of streams or other open
waters. Final mitigation requirements shall be developed in
consultation with USACE. A copy of the Section 404 Permit issued
for the Project shall be submitted to the City Development Services
Department.
If required and prior to initiation of outfall construction activities, the
Project applicant shall submit to the Cenftral Valley Regional Water
Quality Control Board an application for Clean Water Act Section City of Elk
401 Water Quality Cerfification and/or Waste Discharge Grove
Requirements for Projects Involving Discharge of Dredged and/or | Prior to initiation | pevelopment
IV-6(b) Fill Material fo Waters of the State. The Project applicant shall be of outfall Services
responsible for conducting all Project activities in accordance with construction Department
the permit provisions outlined in the applicable Central Valley activities
Water Board permit. A copy of the Water Quality Certification or
waiver issued for the Project shall be submitted to the City RWQCB
Development Services Department.
Prior to initiating outfall construction activities, the Project applicant
shall submit a complete Lake or Streambed Alteration nofification City of Elk
form to the CDFW regional office. If CDFW determines that the Grove
Project will not substantially alter a river, stream, or lake, CDFW will | Prior fo initiation | pevelopment
IV-6(c) provide written verification and refund the nofification fee, and the of ouftfall Services
Project applicant shall submit a copy of the verification letter to the construction Department
City Development Services Department. Alternatively, if CDFW activities
determines that a Lake or Streambed Alteration Agreement is
required, the Project applicant shall comply with all provisions CDFW
associated with the Agreement, and a copy of the issued
Sheldon Farms North Project City of Elk Grove
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program September 2020
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Agreement for the Project shall be submitted to the City

Development Services Department.

V-1

In the event of the accidental discovery or recognition of any
human remains, the Development Services Department shall be
notified, and further excavation or disturbance of the find or any
nearby area reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human
remains shall not occur until compliance with the provisions of
CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(e)(1) and (2) has occurred. The
Guidelines specify that in the event of the discovery of human
remains other than in a dedicated cemetery, no further excavation
at the site or any nearby area suspected to contain human remains
shall occur and the County Coroner shall be notfified to determine
if an investigation into the cause of death is required. If the coroner
determines that the remains are Native American, then, within 24
hours, the Coroner must notify the Native American Heritage
Commission, which in turn will notify the most likely descendants
who may recommend treatment of the remains and any grave
goods. If the Native American Heritage Commission is unable fo
identify a most likely descendant or most likely descendant fails to
make a recommendation within 48 hours after notification by the
Natfive American Heritage Commission, or the landowner or his
authorized agent rejects the recommendation by the most likely
descendant and mediation by the Natfive American Heritage
Commission fails to provide a measure acceptable fo the
landowner, then the landowner or his authorized representative
shall rebury the human remains and grave goods with appropriate
dignity at a location on the property not subject to further
disturbances. Should human remains be encountered, a copy of
the resulting County Coroner report noting any written consultation
with the Native American Heritage Commission shall be submitted
as proof of compliance to the Development Services Department.

During ground-
disturbing
activities

City of Elk
Grove
Development
Services
Department

County
Coroner

NAHC

City of Elk Grove
September 2020
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Work on the project site cannot commence until after the human
remains are removed from the area.

V-2

In the event that cultural resources or tribal cultural resources are
discovered during grading or construction activities during
development of the Project, work shall halt immediately within 100
feet of the discovery, the Development Services Director shall be
immediately notified. The Applicant’s on-site Construction
Supervisor, the City of Elk Grove, an archaeologist meeting the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards in Archaeology, and any
applicable Natfive American ftribes shall assess the discovery to
determine if it qualifies as a tribal cultural resource. The appropriate
freatment of the discovery, including any applicable avoidance or
mitigation strategies, shall be determined in consultation with the
City and the applicable tribes. Construction activities within 100
feet of the discovery shall not commence until the appropriate
freatment has been determined and any applicable mitigation has
been completed. Mitigation shall follow the recommendations
detailed in Public Resources Code sections 21084.3(a) and (b), and
CEQA Guidelines section 15370.Work may continue on other parts
of the Project site while historical or unique archaeological resource
mitigation takes place (Public Resources Code Section 21083.2).

During grading
and construction
activities

City of Elk
Grove
Development
Services
Department

The applicant shall retain the services of a qualified professional to
conduct a worker environmental fraining session for the
construction crew that will be conducting grading and excavation
at the project site. The worker environmental training shall include
archaeological and Tribal Cultural Resource awareness. The
training shall be developed in coordination with the applicable
tribes and approved by the City. The fraining shall identify the
appropriate point of contact in the case of tribal cultural resource
discovery and shall include relevant information regarding tribal
cultural resources, including applicable regulations, protocols for
avoidance, and consequences of violating State laws and

During grading
and excavation
activities

City of Elk
Grove
Development
Services
Department
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regulations. The training shall also underscore the requirement for
confidentiality and culturally-appropriate treatment of tribal
cultural resources.

Before the start of any earthmoving activities, the Project applicant
shall retain a qualified scientist (e.g., geologist, biologist,
paleontologist) to train all construction personnel involved with
earthmoving activities, including the site superintendent, regarding
the possibility of encountering fossils, the appearance and types of
fossils likely to be seen during construction, and proper notification
procedures should fossils be encountered. Training on
paleontological resources shall also be provided to all other
construction workers but may use videotape of the initial fraining
and/or written materials rather than in-person training.

If any paleontological resources (fossils) are discovered during
grading or construction activities within the Project area, work shall
VII-1 be halted immediately within 50 feet of the discovery, and the City
Planning Division shall be immediately noftified. The Project
applicant shall retain a qualified paleontologist to evaluate the
resource and prepare a recovery plan in accordance with Society
of Vertebrate Paleontology guidelines (SVP 2010). The recovery
plan may include, but is not limited to, a field survey, construction
monitoring, sampling and data recovery procedures, museum
storage coordination for any specimen recovered, and a reportf of
findings. Recommendations in the recovery plan that are
determined by the City fo be necessary and feasible shall be
implemented by the applicant before construction activities
resume in the area where the paleontological resources were
discovered.

Prior to the start
of any
earthmoving
activities

City of Elk
Grove Planning
Division

City of Elk Grove Sheldon Farms North Project
September 2020 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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VIII-1

Prior fo issuance of building permits, Project Building Plans shall
demonstrate compliance with the following applicable measures
included in the City's Climate Action Plan, to the satisfaction of the
City of Elk Grove Planning Division:

BE-4: The Project shall comply with 2016 CalGreen Tier 1
standards, including a 15 percent improvement over
minimum Title 24, Part 6, Building Energy Efficiency Standards.
If building permits are issued subsequent to January 1, 2020,
the Project shall provide a level of efficiency at least that of
Tier 1 of the 2016 CalGreen Code, or baseline of the current
CalGreen Code, whichever is more efficient.

BE-5: Should any residential porfion of the Project (including
single-family and multi-family) be constructed after January
1, 2025, these units shall be constructed as Zero Net Energy
units. The Project shall achieve a Total Energy Deign Rating
(Total EDR) and Energy Efficiency Design Rating (Efficiency
EDR) of zero, consistent with the standards in Title 24, Part é of
the California Code of Regulations, for all units permitted
after January 1, 2025.

BE-6: At least 10 percent of all residential units shall include
all-electric appliances and HVAC systems, including, but not
limited to, (A) a heat pump water heater with a minimum
Uniform Energy Factor of 2.87, and (B) an induction
cooktop/range for all cooking surfaces in the unit.

TACM-8: A minimum of 25 percent of the off-road
construction fleet used during construction of the Project
shall include Environmental Protection Agency certified off-
road Tier 4 diesel engines (or better).

TACM-9: The Project shall, at a minimum, provide the

Prior to issuance
of building
permits

City of Elk
Grove Planning
Division
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following minimum electrical vehicle service equipment:
o EV-ready for all single-family units;

o For multi-family units, 2.5 percent of parking stalls with
EV charging equipment installed and 2.5 percent of
parking stalls EV-ready; and

o For retail uses, 3 percent of parking stalls with EV
charging equipment installed and 3 percent of
parking stalls EV-ready.

e Should the City adopt a higher standard prior to issuance of
any applicable building permit, such higher standards shall

apply.

Prior to issuance of grading permits, the contractor shall prepare a
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for review and
approval by the RWRCB. The developer shall file the Notice of Infent
(NQOI) and associated fee to the SWRCB. The SWPPP shall serve as
the framework for identification, assignment, and implementation City of Elk
of BMPs. The confractor shall implement BMPs to reduce pollutants Grove Director
in stormwater discharges to the maximum extent practicable. of Public
Construction (temporary) BMPs for the project may include, but are | Prior to issuance Works/City
X-1 not limited to: fiberrolls, straw bale barrier, straw wattles, storm drain of grading Engineer
inlet protection, velocity dissipation devices, silt fences, wind permits
erosion control, stabilized construction enfrance, hydroseeding, RWQCB
revegetation techniques, and dust control measures. The SWPPP
shall be submitted to the Director of Public Works/City Engineer for SWRCB
review and approval and shall remain on the project site during alll
phases of construction. Following implementation of the SWPPP, the
confractor shall subsequently demonstrate the SWPPP's
effectiveness and provide for necessary and appropriate revisions,

City of Elk Grove Sheldon Farms North Project
September 2020 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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modifications, and improvements to reduce pollutants in
stormwater discharges to the maximum extent practicable.
Prior to issuance of grading permits, the Project improvement plans
shall demonstrate, to the satisfaction of the City Engineer, that the . .
. T . . . | Prior to issuance
X-2 Project design is compliant with ’rhe City Qf Elk Grove MS4 permit of grading City Engineer
(Order No. R5-2016-0040-005), consistent with Chapter 15.12 of the .
o L permits
City’s Municipal Code.
The following measures, when applicable, shall be followed
throughout all phases of construction to reduce noise from
construction activities and shall be the responsibility of the
construction confractor and project applicant:
e Construction equipment shall be well maintained and used
judiciously to be as quiet as practical. Equip all infernal
combustion engine--driven equipment with mufflers, which
are in good condition and appropriate for the equipment.
e Use "quiet" models of air compressors and other stationary City of Elk
noise sources where technology exists. Throughout all Grove
XIl-1 phases of Development
e Locate stationary noise--generating equipment and construction Services
construction staging areas as far as feasible from sensitive Department
receptors, including neighboring residential uses, when
sensitive receptors adjoin or are near a construction area.
e Prohibit unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines.
¢ Designate a"construction liaison" who shall be responsible for
responding to any local complaints about construction
noise. The licison shall determine the cause of the noise
complaints (e.g., starting too early, bad muffler, or similar
failure to use best practices) and institute reasonable
Sheldon Farms North Project City of Elk Grove
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program September 2020
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measures fo correct the problem. Conspicuously post a
telephone number for the licison at the construction site.
¢ Hold a pre-consfruction meeting with the job inspectors and
the general contractor/on-site project manager to confirm
that noise mitigation and practices (including construction
hours, construction schedule, and noise coordinator) are
completed.
Prior to issuance of building permits, the Project applicant shall pay City of Elk
all applicable development fees to the City as required by Section | prior to issuance Grove
permits Services
Department
Implement Mitigation Measure XV-1. See Mitigation See Mitigation
XV-2 Measure XV-1 Measure XV-1
above. above.
The Project applicant shall pay all applicable in-lieu park fees to the City of Elk
City as required by Section 22.40.035 of the City's Municipal Code. | prior to issuance Grove
XV-3 of building Development
permits Services
Department
XVI-1 Measure XV-3 Measure XV-3
above. above.
Prior to issuance of building permits, the Project applicant shall pay
the applicable I-5 Subregional Fee in effect at the time of payment, . . .
consistent with Sections 16.97.040 and 16.97.050 of the City's | Norfoissuance | City of Elk
XVII-1 L . . ! of building Grove Planning
Municipal Code. Receipt of payment shall be provided to the City . S
. A permits Division
of Elk Grove Planning Division.
City of Elk Grove Sheldon Farms North Project
September 2020 Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program
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Implement Mitigation Measures V-1, V-2, and V-3. See Mitigation See Mitigation
XVIII-T Measures V-1, V- | Measures V-1,
2, and V-3 V-2, and V-3
above. above.
Sheldon Farms North Project City of Elk Grove
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EXHIBIT E

Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan Amendment

.

aafiaa.

&-foot Class 1 bicyclef/pedestrian trails (no shoulders) on the east side of
Bruceville Road heading south to the Laguna Creek Trail

8-foot Class 1 bicycle/pedestrian trail (no shoulders) along the south side of
Sheldon Rd within the 36° landscape corridor to replace existing 6)-foot paved
trail

8-foot Class 1 bicycle/pedestrian trails (no shoulders) on the east side of
Bruceville Road heading south to the Laguna Creek Trail west side of Lewis
Stein Road heading south to the intersection with West Stockton Blvd

Proposed

BIKEWAYS
Proposed
sses Class | (Multi-Use Trail)

sees Class || {Bike Lane)
ssss Class Il (Bike Route)

Grade-Separated Class |
'0 Bikeway Crossings

0 g_r.-'Grade Class |
ikeway Crossings

Existing

 Class | (Multi-Use Trail)

s Class |l (Bike Lane)

s (lass Il (Bike Route)

. Grade-5eparated Class |
Bikeway Crossings

’ At-Grade Class |
Bikeway Crossings




Exhibit F
Sheldon Farms North (EG-18-019)
DRAFT Conditions of Approval — LARGE LOT TENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP

Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)
ON-GOING
1. Development and operation of the proposed Project shall be consistent with the Project On-Going Planning
Description and Project Plans as provided in Exhibits A and B, incorporated herein by this
reference. Deviations from the approved plans shall be reviewed by the City for substantial
compliance and may require amendment by the appropriate hearing body.
2. The Large Lot Tentatfive Subdivision Map approval is valid for 3¢ months from the date of 36 months, Planning
Planning Commission approval, unless an extension of fime is subsequently approved. commencing with the
date of Planning
Commission approval
3. This action does not relieve the Applicant of the obligation to comply with all ordinances, On-Going Planning
statutes, regulations, and procedures.
4. The Applicant, orSuccessors in Interest (hereinafter referred to as the Applicant) shall indemnify, On-Going Planning
protect, defend, and hold harmless the City, its officers, officials, agents, employees, and
volunteers from and against any and all claims, damages, demands, liability, costs, losses or
expenses including without limitation court costs, reasonable attorney’s fees and expert witness
fees arising out of this Project including challenging the validity of this Application/permit or any
environmental or other documentation related to approval of this application.
5. Except as otherwise specified or provided for in the Project plans or in these conditions, the On-Going Planning

Project shall conform to the development standards and design requirements adopted by the
City of Elk Grove, specifically including but not limited to the following:

e The Elk Grove Zoning Code (Title 23 of the EGMC)

e EGMC Title 22 (Land Development)

e EGMC Chapter 19.12 (Tree Preservation and Protection)

o EGMC Chapter 14.10 (Water Efficient Landscape Requirements)

e EGMC Title 16 (Building and Construction)

e Elk Grove Design Guidelines




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

As to any fee, dedication, reservation or exaction established by these conditions of approval
that are subject fo the Mitigation Fee Act, notice is hereby given pursuant to California
Government Code Section 66020(d) that the 90-day period in which you may protest the fees
set forth herein has begun to run as of the date of approval of this Project. Other limitations
periods may apply. The City reserves all rights.

On-Going

Planning

The approval of this Large Lot Tentative Subdivision Map does not convey any rights to
develop. Priorto construction or development of any of the parcels created by approval of
the Large Lot Final Map, the Applicant shall obtain any subsequent approvals required by the
City for such construction or development, including but not limited to Small Lot Final Maps,
District Development Plans, Design Reviews, Grading Permits, Improvement Plans, Building
Permits and other similar approvals.

On-Going

Planning

Engineering

PRIOR TO

OR IN CONJUNCTION WITH FINAL MAP SUBMITTAL OR APPROVAL

8.

The development approved by this action is subject to the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP) adopted as part of the Project. A deposit of $10,000 for monitoring mitigation
measures applicable to this development shall be paid to the City in order to assure MMRP
compliance. Until the MMRP has been recorded and the estimated MMRP deposit of $10,000
has been paid, no final map for the subject property shall be approved and no grading,
building, sewer connection, water connection, or occupancy permit from the City or County
will be approved. If actual City monitoring costs exceed the initial estimate, arevised estimate
and/or supplemental bill(s) shall be submitted to the Applicant. If actual City monitoring costs
are less than the inifial estimate, the difference will be refunded to the Applicant. If the Project
is constructed in phases between mulfiple parties, additional deposit(s) shall be required to the
safisfaction of the Development Services Director.

Improvement Plans,
Grading Permit, or
Final Map, whichever
occurs first

Planning

The Applicant shall prepare and submit a drainage study to the safisfaction of the City and in
accordance with City of Elk Grove Storm Drainage Master Plan, Improvement Standards,
General Plan, 2007 Stormwater Quality Manual and any other applicable drainage master
plans or studies.

Large Lot Improvement
Plan or Grading Permit
whichever occurs first

Engineering
Public Works

The Applicant shall prepare and submit a Post-Construction Stormwater Quality Control Planin
accordance with the City of Elk Grove Improvement Standards and the 2007 version of the
Stormwater Quality Design Manual for the Sacramento Region. The Applicant shall also submit
a separate maintfenance manual describing proper maintenance practices for the specific
freatment conftrols to be constructed.

Large Lot Improvement
Plan or Grading Permit
whichever occurs first

Engineering
Public Works




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

The Applicant shall dedicate, design, and construct Parcels 10 and 12-14, as noted below, to
the safisfaction of the City and CCSD. Dedication shall be to the appropriate agency in the
form of Irevocable Offers of Dedication (IOD) in fee simple.

e Parcel 10 - Park
e Parcels 12-14 — Detention Basins

Improvements shall be in accordance with the City of Elk Grove Improvement Standards and
to the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering
CCSD Parks

The Applicant shall design and install all trails in accordance with the City's Bicycle, Pedestrian,
and Trails Master Plan and Improvement Standards, to the satisfaction of the City and CCSD.

Eligible costs associated with the installation of the trail along Laguna Creek is subject to
reimbursement by the City as set forth in the Elk Grove Roadway Fee Program. To be eligible
for reimbursement, the Applicant shall:

1. Enter info an Acquisition and Reimbursement Agreement with the City priorfo construction
of the improvement; and

2. Comply with all pre and post-bidding procedures as required by the City and State law.

Final Map

Engineering
CCSD Parks

The Applicant shalldedicate, design and construct the easterly half-section of Bruceville Road,
measured 48-feet from the approved centerline as shown in Section A on the Large Lot
Tentative Subdivision Map. Improvements shall be based on a 96-foot Major Arterial Street,
including 8-foot wide detached sidewalk in accordance with the City's Improvement
Standards and fo the satisfaction of the City. The Applicant shall install appropriate road
fransitions, including all necessary signing and striping, to the satisfaction of the City. Transitions
will be evaluated and locations determined by the City during Improvement Planreview.

Final Map

Engineering

The Applicant shall dedicate, design and construct the southerly half-section of Sheldon Road,
measured 48-feet from the approved centerline as shown in Section B on the Large Lot
Tentative Subdivision Map. Improvements shall be based on a 96-foot Major Arterial Street,
including a 3é-foot landscape corridor and an 8-foot wide detached sidewalk in accordance
with the City’'s Improvement Standards and fo the safisfaction of the City. The Applicant shall
install appropriate road fransitions, including all necessary signing and striping, to the
safisfaction of the City. Transitions will be evaluated and locations determined by the City
during Improvement Planreview.

Final Map

Engineering




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

The Applicant shall dedicate, design and construct the westerly half-section of Lewis Stein
Road, measured 37-feet from the approved centerline as shownin Section C1 on the Large Lot
Tentative Subdivision Map. Improvements shall be based on a 74-foot Minor Arterial Street,
including a 30-foot landscape corridor and an 8-foot wide detached sidewalk in accordance
with the City's Improvement Standards and fo the safisfaction of the City. The Applicant shall
install appropriate road fransitions, including all necessary signing and siriping, to the
satisfaction of the City. Transitions will be evaluated and locations determined by the City
during Improvement Plan review.

Final Map

Engineering

The Applicant shall dedicate to the City a 40-foot Irevocable Offer of Dedication (IOD) for the
future transportation corridor along Bruceville Road as shown on Section A on the Large Lot
Tentative Subdivision Map. The City shall consent to the offer of dedication on the final map
and may accept the offer at any time. Unfil formally accepted by the City, the responsibility for
all taxes, maintenance and upkeep on the above parcels shall be the sole responsibility of the
Applicant and any subseguent owners.

Final Map

Engineering

The Applicant shall dedicate all internal streets shown as IOD's on the Large Lot Tentatfive
Subdivision Map to the safisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering

The Applicant shall dedicate, design, and construct the expanded intersection at Bruceville
Road and Sheldon Road along the Project's frontage in accordance with the City's
Improvement Standards to the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering

The Applicant shall dedicate, design, and construct the intersection at Sheldon Road and the
Primary Residenfial Street at Parcels 3 and 4 along the Project’s frontage. The existing fraffic
signal at this intersection shall be modified to accommodate the fourth leg in accordance with
the City's Improvement Standards to the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering

20.

The Applicant shall dedicate, design, and construct the infersection at Lewis Stein Road and
the entry on Parcel 8 along the Project’s frontage. The existing traffic signal at this intersection
shall be modified to accommodate the fourth leg in accordance with the City's Improvement
Standards to the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering

21.

The Applicant shall dedicate, design and construct a bus turnout and concrete pad on
Sheldon Road near Bruceville Road and on Lewis Stein Road near Sheldon Road, at the
locations shown on the Large Lot Tentative Subdivision Map in accordance with the City
Improvement Standards and to the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering
Public Works




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

22.

The Applicant shall design and construct a bus stop concrete pad on Sheldon Road near Street
L, as shown on the Large Lot Tentative Subdivision Map in accordance with the City
Improvement Standard Detail ST-28 and to the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering
Public Works

23.

All street dedications shall have a minimum right-of-way width of 40 feet to the safisfaction of
the City.

Final Map

Engineering

24.

The Applicant shall modify the existing trail along the Project's southerly property line, near Lewis
Stein Road, to include appropriate tapers, shoulders, trail amenities (including, but not limited
to frash cans, benches, pet waste bag station), landscape buffer, open fencing (including, but
not limited to post-and-cable, wrought iron.), signing and striping in accordance with the City's
Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan and fo the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering
CCSD Parks

25.

All dedication to the City shall be in the form of Irevocable Offers of Dedication (IOD) (in fee
simple fo the extent applicable) to the satisfaction of the City. The City shall consent to the 10Ds
and may accept the offer at any time. Until formally accepted by the City, the responsibility for
all taxes, maintenance and upkeep of the areas encumbered by IODs shall be the sole
responsibility of the Applicant and any subsequent owners.

Final Map

Engineering

26.

All parcels to be dedicated in fee to the City, as a condition of this Large Lot Tentatfive
Subdivision Map, shall not be encumbered with any easements nor shall it be subject to a deed
of frust at the time of the dedication on the final map. A partial re-conveyance for any deed
of trust shall be submitted along with the final map for City Council approval. The Applicant
shall also provide title insurance in conjunction with all fee fitle dedications to the City of Ek
Grove.

Final Map

Engineering

27.

The granting of any easement to any other person(s) or entity, once the Large Lot Tentative
Subdivision Map has been approved is prohibited, unless otherwise approved by the City.
Should such grant be inadvertently provided it shall be subordinated to any dedicatfion of
streets or easements to the City of Elk Grove as shown on the Final Map. A subordination
document shall be submitted along with the final map for City Council approval.

Final Map

Engineering

28.

The Applicant may satisfy their public improvement obligations by entering info a Subdivision
Improvement Agreement with the City.

Final Map

Engineering

29.

Improvement plans shall be approved by the City prior to recordation of the Large Lot Final
Map.

Final Map

Engineering

30.

The Applicant shall dedicate a 12.5-foot public utility easement for underground facilities and
appurtenances adjacent to all public streets with ultimate right-of-way.

Final Map

Engineering




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)
31. The Applicant shall dedicate a Pedestrian Easement on all streets where the sidewalk is outside Final Map Engineering
of the right-of-way.
PRIOR TO OR IN CONJUNCTION WITH BUILDING PERMIT
32. Pursuant fo the formulas and standards of Chapter 22.40 of the EGMC (Park and Recreation Building Permit CCSD

Dedication and Fees), the dedication of land and/or the payment of an in-lieu fee for Parcel
2 (High Density Residential) shall occur prior to the issuance of building permit(s) for that
parcel.




Exhibit G
Sheldon Farms North (EG-18-019)
DRAFT Conditions of Approval = SMALLLOTTENTATIVE SUBDIVISION MAP

Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)
ON-GOING
1. Development and operation of the proposed Project shall be consistent with the Project On-Going Planning
Description and Project Plans as provided in Exhibits A and B, incorporated herein by this
reference. Deviations from the approved plans shall be reviewed by the City for substantial
compliance and may require amendment by the appropriate hearing body.
2. The Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map approval is valid for 36 months from the date of 36 months, Planning
Planning Commission approval, unless an extension of time is subsequently approved. commencing with the
date of Planning
Commission approval
3. This action does noft relieve the Applicant of the obligation to comply with all ordinances, On-Going Planning
statutes, regulations, and procedures.
4, The Applicant, or Successors in Interest (hereinafter referred to as the Applicant) shall indemnify, On-Going Planning
protect, defend, and hold harmless the City, its officers, officials, agents, employees, and
volunteers from and against any and all claims, damages, demands, liability, costs, losses or
expenses including without limitation court costs, reasonable attforney’s fees and expert witness
fees arising out of this Project including challenging the validity of this Application/permit orany
environmental or other documentation related to approval of this application.
5. Except as otherwise specified or provided for in the Project plans or in these conditions, the On-Going Planning

Project shall conform to the development standards and design requirements adopted by the
City of Elk Grove, including but noft limited fo the following:

e The Elk Grove Zoning Code (Title 23 of the EGMC)

e EGMC Title 22 (Land Development)

e EGMC Chapter 19.12 (Tree Preservation and Protection)

e EGMC Chapter 14.10 (Water Efficient Landscape Requirements)
e EGMC Title 16 (Building and Construction)

e Flk Grove Design Guidelines




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

6. The Applicant shall design and construct allimprovements in accordance with the City of Elk On-Going Engineering
Grove Improvement Standards, as further conditioned herein, and to the safisfaction of the SCWA
City. All street improvements shall include vertical curb and gutter, except as approved by the SASD
City, in which case street improvements shall include rolled curb and gutter. Specific locations SMUD
on median(s) that require emergency vehicle access will be evaluated during review and PG&E
acceptance of the Improvement Plans.

Public sewer, water, and other utility infrastructure shall be designed and constructed with the
standards of the appropriate utility.

7. The Applicant shall pay all plan check fees, impact fees, or other costs as required by the On-Going and Prior to Planning
City, the Cosumnes Community Services District (CCSD), Sacramento Area Sewer District Construction Engineering
(SASD), Sacramento County Water Agency (SCWA), or other agencies or services providers as CCSD
established by law. SCWA

SASD
8. Approval of this Project does not relieve the Applicant from the requirements of subsequent On-Going Planning
permits and approvals, including but not limited to the following as may be applicable: Engineering
e Grading Permit and Improvement Plan Building
e Building Permit and Certificate of Occupancy ;:é:\j/i
e Requirements of the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District SASD
e Fire Department review for permits and/or occupancy

9. As to any fee, dedication, reservation or exaction established by these conditions of approval On-Going Planning
that are subject to the Mitigation Fee Act, notice is hereby given pursuant to California
Government Code Section 66020(d) that the 90-day period in which you may protest the fees
set forth herein has begun to run as of the date of approval of this Project. Other limitations
periods may apply. The City reserves all rights.

10. Water Supply shall be provided by the Sacramento County Water Agency. On-Going SCWA

11. SMUD has existing 12kV and 69kV facilities in the vicinity of the Project site along the North, West On-Going SMUD

and East parcel boundaries which will need to remain. The Applicant shall be responsible for
maintaining all CalOSHA and State of California Public Utilities Commission General Order No.
95 safety clearances during construction and upon building completion. If the required
clearances cannot be maintained, the Applicant shall be responsible for the cost of relocation.




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and
Signature)

SMUD reserves the right to use any portion of ifs easements on the subject property that it
reasonably needs and shall not be responsible for any damages to the developed property
within said easement that unreasonably interferes with those needs.

On-Going

SMUD

In the event the Applicant requires the relocation or removal of existing SMUD facilities on the
subject property, the Applicant shall coordinate with SMUD. The Applicant shall be responsible
for the cost of relocation orremoval.

On-Going

SMUD

14.

Access rights/restrictions on Bruceville Road and Sheldon road shall be determined as part of
future design review entitlements for Lots A and B

On-Going

Engineering
Planning

PRIOR TO

OR IN CONJUNCTION WITH IMPROVEMENT AND/OR GRADING PLAN SUBMITTAL OR APPROVAL

15.

The development approved by this action is subject to the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program (MMRP) adopted as part of the Project. A deposit of $10,000 for monitoring mitigation
measures applicable to this development shall be paid to the City in order to assure MMRP
compliance. Until the MMRP has been recorded and the estimated MMRP deposit of $10,000
has been paid, no final map for the subject property shall be approved and no grading,
building, sewer connection, water connection, or occupancy permit from the City or County
will be approved. If actual City monitoring costs exceed the initial estimate, a revised estimate
and/or supplemental bill(s) shall be submitted to the Applicant. If actual City monitoring costs
are less than the initial estimate, the difference will be refunded to the Applicant. If the Project
is constructed in phases between multiple parties, additional deposit(s) shall be required to the
safisfaction of the Development Services Director.

Improvement Plans,
Grading Permit, or
Small Lot Final Map,

whichever occurs first

Planning

Applicant shall prepare and submit a drainage study to the satisfaction of the City and in
accordance with City of Elk Grove Storm Drainage Master Plan, Improvement Standards,
General Plan, 2007 Stormwater Quality Design Manual and any other applicable drainage
master plans or studies.

Improvement Plans

Engineering
Public Works

The Applicant shall prepare and submit a Post-Construction Stormwater Quality Control Planin
accordance with the City of Elk Grove Improvement Standards and the 2007 version of the
Stormwater Quality Design Manual for the Sacramento Region consistent with the accepted
preliminary Drainage Study. The Applicant shall also submit a separate maintenance manual
describing proper maintenance practices for the specific freatment controls to be
constructed.

Improvement Plans

Engineering
Public Works

The Applicant provide separate public water service to each parcel. All water lines shall be
located within a public right-of-way or within easements dedicated to SCWA. Easements shall
be reviewed and approved by Sacramento County Water Agency prior to Improvement Plan
approval or Final Map approval.

Improvement Plans

SCWA




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

19.

The Applicant shall pay Park and Recreation Plan Check Fees as required by the CCSD.

Improvement Plans

CCSD

20.

The Applicant shall pay drainage fees for the park site. Provide documentation to the CCSD
verifying drainage fees have been paid.

Improvement Plans

CCsSD

21.

The Applicant shall pay Quimby in-lieu parkland fees to CCSD in accordance with Elk Grove
Municipal Code Chapter 22.40 Park and Recreation Dedication and Fees. Calculation of fees
shall be based upon the appraisal method listed in Section 22.40.40 (B).

Improvement Plans

CCSD

22.

Land dedicated to the CCSD shall be free & clear of any past or future taxes or assessments;
any liens or encumbrances, and any easements not disclosed on the tentative map. Any
structures, walls, fences, wells or storage tanks must be removed per the CCSD specifications
and in accordance with all applicable laws and regulations prior to the acceptance by the
CSD of any grant deed.

Improvement Plans

CCSD

23.

The Applicant shall submit civilimprovement plans, rough grading plans, and landscape plans
to the CCSD and the City for review and approval. Improvement Plans/landscape plans shall
include frails, greenways and landscape corridors.

Improvement Plans

Engineering
CCSD

24.

The Applicant shall submit civilimprovement plans, including rough grading plans, for the park
site (Lot B) fo the CCSD for review and approval.

Improvement Plans

CCSD

25.

The Applicant shall submit a Level 3 sewer study prior to the submittal of improvement plans for
plan check to SASD. The sewer study shall demonstrate the quantity of discharge and any “flow
through sewage” along with appropriate pipe sizes and related appurtenances from this
subject and other upstream areas and shall be done in accordance with SASDs' most recent
“Minimum Sewer Study Requirements”. The study shall be done on a no “Shed-Shift" basis unless
approved by SASD in advance and in compliance with SASD Design Standards.

Improvement Plans

SASD

26.

The Applicant shall provide for each building on each lot with a sewage source to have a
separate connection to SASD's sewer system. If there is more than one building in any single
parcel and the parcel is not proposed for split, then each building on that parcel shall have a
separate connection fo a private onsite sewer line or a separate connection to the SASD public
sewer line. These connections shall be shown on Improvement Plans.

Improvement Plans

SASD

27.

Sewer easements shall be required to serve the Project. All public sewer easements shall be
dedicated to SASDin a form approved by the District Engineer. All public sewer easements shall
be at least 20 feet in width and shall require confinuous access for installation and
maintenance. SASD will only provide maintenance in public rights-of-way and SASD dedicated
sewer easements.

Improvement Plans

SASD




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and
Signature)

28.

Sewers shall be located a minimum of 10 feet (measured horizontally from edge of pipe to
edge of pipe) from all potable water lines. Any deviation from the above separation must be
approved by SASD or applicable agency on a case by case basis. Separation of sewer line
from other parallel utilities, such as storm drain and other dry ufilities (electrical, telephone,
cable, efc.) shall be a minimum of 7 feet (measured horizontally from the center of pipe to the
center of pipe). Any deviation from the above separation due to depth and roadway width
shall be approved by SASD on a case by case basis. Prior to recording the Final Map, the
Applicant shall prepare a utility plan that will demonstrate that this condition is met.

Improvement
Plans/Final Map

SASD

29.

The Applicant shall design and consifruct the 2.5-acre park (Lot C) in accordance with the
following:

Park shall be designed in accordance with the Park Concept Plan as approved by the
Cosumnes CSD Board of Directors.

Applicant shall submit Park Improvement Plans to the CCSD for review and approval.
Plans shall be completed and approval obtained prior to the 1st Building Permit being
issued.

Applicant shall obtain all agency permits and pay all relevant fees associated with the
park development.

Applicant shall pay all plan check fees in accordance with CCSD Fee Ordinance prior
to the approval of improvement plans.

Applicant shall post bonds and securities for park improvements in compliance with
City/CCSD requirements.

Applicant shall bid park construction in compliance with City/CCSD requirements prior
to the issuance of the 50t Building Permit.

Applicant shall complete construction of park prior fo the issuance of the 200t Building
Permit. Final completion shall be subject to the CCSD review and approval.

Upon nofice of substantial completion issued by CCSD, the Applicant shall maintain park
for 180 calendar days (90 days closed to public, 90 days open to public). The 180-day
establishment period maybe extended at no additional cost to the CCSD or City if
deficiencies idenftified during inspections have not been corrected. Once final
completion has been determined CCSD shall issue Final Acceptance.

Applicant shall pay allinspection fees in accordance with CCSD Fee Ordinance prior to
Final Acceptance.

Applicant shall warranty park improvements for a period of one year after the issuance
of Final Acceptance.

Improvements Plans, or
as identified in the
Condition

CCSD Parks




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

30.

Wildland fire engine access shall be provided adjacent to Unit 5 Lot 48, adjacent fo Unit 4 Lot
1, South of the intersection of Street E and Street N, and at Bruceville Road.

Improvement Plans

CCSD Fire

PRIOR TO OR IN CONJUNCTION WITH FINAL MAP SUBMITTAL OR APPROVAL

31.

The Applicant shall dedicate a 12.5-foot public utility easement for underground facilities and
appurtenances adjacent to all public streets with ultimate right-of-way.

Final Map

Engineering

32.

The Applicant shall dedicate a Pedestrian Easement on all streets where the sidewalk is outside
of the right-of-way.

Final Map

Engineering

33.

The Applicant shall dedicate, design and construct the easterly half-section of Bruceville Road,
measured 48-feet from the approved centerline based on a 96-foot Major Arterial Street,
including 8-foot wide detached sidewalk in accordance with the City's Improvement
Standards and to the satfisfaction of the City. The Applicant shall install appropriate road
fransifions, including all necessary signing and striping, fo the satisfaction of the City. Transitions
will be evaluated and locations determined by the City during Improvement Plan review.

Final Map

Engineering

34.

The Applicant shall dedicate, design and construct the southerly half-section of Sheldon Road,
measured 48-feet from the approved cenferline based on a 9é-foot Major Arterial Street,
including a 3é-foot landscape corridor and a 8-foot wide detached sidewalk in accordance
with the City’s Improvement Standards and to the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering

35.

The Applicant shall dedicate, design and construct the westerly half-section of Lewis Stein
Road, measured 37-feet from the approved centerline as shown in Section C1 on the Small Lot
Tentative Subdivision Map. Improvements shall be based on a 74-foot Minor Arterial Street,
including a 30-foot landscape corridor and an 8-foot wide detached sidewalk in accordance
with the City's Improvement Standards and to the satisfaction of the City. The Applicant shall
install appropriate road fransitions, including all necessary signing and striping, fo the
satisfaction of the City. Transitions will be evaluated and locations determined by the City
during Improvement Planreview.

Final Map

Engineering

36.

The Applicant shall dedicate to the City a 40-foot Irevocable Offer of Dedication (IOD) for the
future fransportation corridor along Bruceville Road to the satisfaction of the City. The City shall
consent to the offer of dedication on the final map and may accept the offer at any time. Until
formally accepted by the City, the responsibility for all taxes, maintenance and upkeep on the
above parcels shall be the sole responsibility of the Applicant and any subsequent owners.

Final Map

Engineering

37.

The Applicant shall dedicate, design, and construct the expanded intersection at Bruceville
Road and Sheldon Road in accordance with the City's Improvement Standards to the
satfisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

38. The Applicant shall dedicate, design, and consfruct the intersection at Sheldon Road and Final Map Engineering
Street L along the Project’s frontage. The existing fraffic signal at this intersection shall be
modified to accommodate the fourth leg in accordance with the City's Improvement
Standards to the satisfaction of the City.

39. The Applicant shall dedicate, design, and construct the intersection at Lewis Stein Road and Final Map Engineering
Street F along the Project’s frontage. The existing fraffic signal at this intersection shall be
modified to accommodate the fourth leg in accordance with the City's Improvement
Standards to the safisfaction of the City.

40. The Applicant shall dedicate, design and construct a bus turnout and concrete pad on Final Map Engineering
Sheldon Road near Bruceville Road and on Lewis Stein Road near Sheldon Road, at the Public Works
locations shown on the Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map in accordance with the City
Improvement Standards and to the satisfaction of the City.

4]. The Applicant shall design and construct a bus stop concrete pad on Sheldon Road near Street Final Map Engineering
L, as shown on the Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map in accordance with the City Public Works
Improvement Standard ST-28 and to the safisfaction of the City.

42. The Applicant shall dedicate, design, and construct all internal streets, in full width, as shown on Final Map Engineering
the Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map and as required for each phased final map in
accordance with the City's Improvement Standards to the satisfaction ofthe City and as further
condifioned herein.

43. All street dedications shall have a minimum right-of-way width of 40 feet to the safisfaction of Final Map Engineering
the City.

44, The Application shall install stop signs and crosswalks af infersections of internal streets. Final Map Engineering
Location(s) of stop signs and crosswalks will be determined during Improvement Plan review.

45. Lots D, E, F, G, H, |, J, Kand Lshall be dedicated fo the City in fee fitle. The parkland (Lot C) shalll Final Map Engineering
be dedicated directly to the CCSD in fee fitle. CCSD-Parks

46. The Applicant shall design and install all trails in accordance with the City’s Bicycle, Pedestrian, Final Map Engineering
and Trails Master Plan and Improvement Standards, to the satisfaction of the City and CCSD. CCSD Parks

Eligible costs associated with the installation of the trail along Laguna Creek is subject to
reimbursement by the City as set forth in the Elk Grove Roadway Fee Program. To be eligible
for reimbursement, the Applicant shall:

1. Enter into an Acquisition and Reimbursement Agreement with the City prior to construction
of the improvement; and

2. Comply with all pre and post-bidding procedures as required by the City and State law.




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

47.

The Applicant shall install 8" wide interim asphalt sidewalk along Bruceville Road, adjacent to
the Project from Street “E” to Sheldon Road as shown in Section A of the Small Lot Tentative
Subdivision Map and to the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering

48.

The Applicant shall modify the existing frail along the Project's southerly property line, near Lewis
Stein Road, to include appropriate tapers, shoulders, trail amenities, landscape buffer, open
fencing (including, but not limited to post-and-cable, wrought iron.), signing and striping in
accordance with the City 's Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Master Plan and to the satisfaction of
the City and CCSD. Amenities shall be located in accordance with Exhibit B.

Final Map

Engineering
CCSD Parks

49.

If the Applicant proposes to phase the Project, the Applicant shall dedicate property rights for,
design and construct all infrastructure improvements as specified in these conditions, as
determined by the City to be necessary to serve the proposed phase(s). Unless otherwise
approved by the City and the CCSD Fire Department, each phase shall result in at least two
points of access to arterial and/or thoroughfare streets, to the satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering

50.

All parcels fo be dedicated in fee fo the City, as a condition of this tentative map, shall not be
encumbered with any easements nor shall it be subject to a deed of frust at the time of the
dedication on the final map. A partial re-conveyance for any deed of frust shall be submitted
along with the final map for City Council Approval. The Applicant shall also provide fitle
insurance in conjunction with all fee fitle dedications to the City of Elk Grove.

Final Map

Engineering

51.

The granting of any easement to any other person(s) or entity, once the tentative map has
been approved is prohibited, unless otherwise approved by the City. Should such grant be
inadvertently provided it shall be subordinated to any dedication of streets oreasements to the
City of Elk Grove as shown on the Final Map. A subordination document shall be submitted
along with the final map for City Council approval.

Final Map

Engineering

52.

Prior to any Final Map approval, the Applicant may safisfy their public improvement obligations
by entering info a Subdivision Improvement Agreement with the City.

Final Map

Engineering

53.

A street name, from the City of Elk Grove Veterans Street Name Program, shall be assigned fo
the Project for use on a street within the subdivisionin accordance to City Policy and to the
satisfaction of the City.

Final Map

Engineering




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation

Enforcement/ Monitoring

Verification (date and

Signature)

54.

Prior to the recordation of the final map, the Applicant shall: (1) approve (a) the formation of
a new or annexation info an existing community facilities district (*CFD”) and (b) an annual
CFD special tax; or (2) deposit a sum money, as determined by the Cosumnes Community
Services District (“CCSD"), sufficient for the CCSD to fund a portion of the cost of the CCSD’s
costs of providing ongoing fire and emergency services, maintenance, operation, and repair
and replacement of fire facilities, apparatus, and equipment. Any costs for the formation of
the new or annexation into an existing CFD, and approval of such annual CFD special taxes, or
administration of the sum of money deposited to fund the CCSD’s costs of providing ongoing
fire and emergency services, shall be paid from the annual CFD special taxes or the sum of
money deposited with the CCSD. In the event that the Applicant fails to approve an annual
CFD special tax or deposit a sum of money as provided for herein for such purposes for the
CCSD, no further building permits for the property shall be issued.

Final Map

Fire Department

55.

The Applicant shall dedicate any private drive, ingress and egress easement, or Irrevocable
Offer of Dedication (and 10-feet adjacent thereto) as a public utility easement for (overhead
and) underground facilities and appurtenances. All access roads shall meet minimum SMUD
requirements for access roads.

Final Map

SMUD

56.

Priorto the recordation of the Final Map, the Applicant shall annex into the Maintenance Mello-
Roos Community Facilities District 2006-1 (CFD), to fund the Project’s fair share of landscape
related maintenance costs associated with public parkways, public parks, open space,
landscape setbacks, bike and other paths, landscaped medians in and adjacent to roadways,
maintenance and operation of a community center, sports (including aquatic) facilities,
cultural arts centfer, and water features, and maintenance of other related facilities. The
annexation process can take several months, so Applicant should plan accordingly. The
application fee and completed application for the annexation is due prior to the Resolution of
Intention to Annex the Property and Levy the Special Tax. For further information regarding this
CFD, see
http://www.elkgrovecity.org/city hall/departments divisions/finance/mello roos cfds/

Final Map

Finance

57.

Prior to the recordation of the Final Map, the Applicant shall annex into the Police Services
Community Facilities District 2003-2 (CFD), to fund the Project’s fair share of Public Safety costs.
The annexation process can take several months, so Applicant should plan accordingly. The
application fee and completed application for the annexation is due prior to the Resolution of
Intfention to Annex the Property and Levy the Special Tax. For further information regarding this
CFD, see

http://www.elkgrovecity.org/city hall/departments divisions/finance/mello _roos cfds/

Final Map

Finance




Conditions of Approval

Timing/ Implementation
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58.

Priorto the recordation of the Final Map, the Applicant shall annex into the Street Maintenance
Assessment District No. 1, Zone 2, fo fund a portion of the additional costs for long-term roadway
maintenance related to serving the new development. The annexation process can take
several months, so Applicant should plan accordingly. The application fee and completed
application for the annexation is due prior to the Resolution of Intention to Levy Street
Maintenance Assessments. For further information on this District, see
http://www.elkgrovecity.org/city hall/departments divisions/finance/mello roos cfds/assess
ment other district information/

Final Map

Finance

59.

Prior o the recordation of the Final Map, the Applicant shall annex into the Storm Water
Drainage Fee Zone 2 to fund a portion of the additional costs for storm water drainage and
run-off maintenance related to serving the new development. The annexation process can
take several months, so Applicant should plan accordingly. The completed application for the
annexation is due prior fo the Resolution of Intention to Levy Storm Water Drainage Fee Zone 2
assessments. For further information on this District, see
http://www.codepublishing.com/CA/elkgrove/#!/ElkGrovel 5/ElkGrovel 510.hitml#15.10.

Final Map

Finance

60.

Public Utility Easements (PUEs) shall be kept open and free of buildings, structures and wells of
any kind.

Final Map

Engineering
PG&E

61.

Any necessary future SMUD facilities located on the Applicant’s property shall require a
dedicated SMUD easement. This will be determined prior to SMUD performing work on the
Applicant’s property.

Final Map

SMUD

PRIOR TO OR IN CONJUNCTION WITH BUILDING PERMIT

62.

Pursuant to Chapter 16.97 and Section 16.120.030.D of the Elk Grove Municipal Code, this
Project is subject to the voluntary I-5 Subregional Corridor Mitigation Fee. The Applicant shall
either pay this fee prior to the issuance of Building Permits for the applicable use or prepare its
own analysis fo determine its fair share mitigation provided that, ifimprovements are chosen as
alternative mifigation, such improvements must be consistent with those improvements
identified in the I-5 Subregional Corridor Improvement Plan. Any alternative mitigation
proposed by the Applicant must be accepted by the City and Caltrans. The payment of such
alternative mitigation fee, provision of infrastructure, or other mitigation, shall constitute
mitigation for the Project inlieu of the |-5 Subregional Corridor Mitigation Fee.

Building Permit

Engineering
Building
Planning

63.

Street E at Bruceville Road and Street N at Sheldon Road shall be limited to right-in/right-out
furn movements only as shown on the Tentative Subdivision Map.

Building Permit

Engineering

64.

Street D at Lewis Stein Rd shall be limited to right-in/right-out turn movements only. Improvements
to restrict left-turn movements will be determined during Improvement Plan review.

Building Permit

Engineering
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65.

The Applicant shall reconstruct any damaged curb, gutter, sidewalk and/or pavement
regardless if it was caused by construction-related activity associated with the Project. If
pavement replacement is necessary, as determined by the City, the Applicant may be
required to grind, overlay, and/or slurry seal the damaged portion(s) in accordance with the
City Improvement Standards and to the satisfaction of the City. The Applicant shall schedule
an inspection with the City to document the pre-construction condition of existing surface
infrastructure adjacent to and near the Project.

Building Permit

Engineering

66.

The Applicant shall reconstruct any existing ADA compliance improvements adjacent to the
Project to meet current standards.

Building Permit

Engineering

67.

Identification signage issued by the City shall be mounted by the Applicant during streetlight
installation in accordance with the approved plans

Building Permit

Engineering

68.

The Applicant shall provide separate public water service to each building.

Building Permit

SCWA

69.

The Applicant shall construct & install landscape improvements in frail corridors and designated
landscape lofs according to plans and specifications approved by the CSD.

Building Permit

CCSD

70.

A full block wall (6-foot high) shall be installed at property line on the park site where adjacent
to residential properties. A full block wall (é6-foot high) orpartial open fencing, consisting of block
wall and tubular steel, shall be installed at property line on the public property along trail,
landscape and drainage corridors. Fence/wall specifications are determined by the CCSD.

Building Permit

CCSD

71.

The Applicant shall provide utility stubs to the park sites for water, drainage, electrical, phone
and sewer. Locations of all utility service points in the park site (Lot C) shall be pursuant to plans
approved by the CCSD.

Building Permit

CCSD Parks

72.

SASD and the Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District shall require the payment of
sewer impact fees in accordance with the District’s Ordinance. Fees are to be paid prior to the
issuance of building permits. The Applicant should contact Permit Services Unit at 916-876-6100
for sewer impact fee information.

Building Permit

SASD

73.

The Applicant shall not place any building foundations within 5-feet of any SMUD trench to
maintain adequate french integrity. The Applicant shall verify specific clearance requirements
for other utilities (e.g., Gas, Telephone, etc.).

Building Permit

SMUD

74.

Structural setbacks less than 14-feet shall require the Applicant to conduct a pre-engineering
meeting with all utilities to ensure property clearances are maintained.

Building Permit

SMUD




CERTIFICATION
ELK GROVE CITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION NO. 2020-242

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 meeting of said Council held on
October 14, 2020 by the following vote:

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

ABSENT: COUNCILMEMBERS: None

City of Elk Grove California



	ITEM 9.01 ATTACH 1 Reso adopting MND and MMRP for Sheldon Farms North
	ITEM 9.01 ATTACH 1 X A Sheldon Farms North Project Description
	ITEM 9.01 ATTACH 1 X B Sheldon Farms North FINAL ISMND with Errata
	ITEM 9.01 ATTACH 1 X C MMRP Sheldon Farms North ISMND
	ITEM 9.01 ATTACH 1 X D Large Lot Map and Small Lot Map - Sheldon Farms North (Project Plans)
	ITEM 9.01 ATTACH 1 X E Bicycle Ped Trails Master Plan Amendment - Sheldon Farms North
	ITEM 9.01 ATTACH 1 X F Sheldon Farms North -Large Lot Map Conditions of Approval-sm
	ITEM 9.01 ATTACH 1 X G Sheldon Farms North - Small Lot Map Conditions of Approval-sm
	242



