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August 19, 2020 
 

GTS# 03-SAC-2018-00722 
 

 
Mr. Christopher Jordan 
Director of Strategic Planning and Innovation 
City of Elk Grove 
8401 Laguna Palms Way, Elk Grove, CA 95758 
1112 I Street, Suite 100 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
Multi-Sport Complex and Grant Line Industrial Annexation Area – Notice of Preparation 
(NOP) of a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) 
 
Dear Mr. Jordan, 
 
Thank you for including the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in the review 
process for the project referenced above. Caltrans’ new mission, vision, and goals signal a 
modernization of our approach to California’s transportation system. We review this local 
development for impacts to the State Highway System (SHS) in keeping with our mission, 
vision, and goals for sustainability/livability/economy, and safety/health. We provide these 
comments consistent with the State’s smart mobility goals that support a vibrant economy, and 
build communities, not sprawl. 
 
The Multi-Sport Complex and Grant Line Industrial Annexation Area project (Project) proposes 
an expansion to the City of Elk Grove’s Sphere of Influence (SOI) by approximately 561 acres. 
The NOP of a SEIR for the Project would address the following changes in proposed land use: 
 

• Decrease Parks and Open Space from 171 acres to 61 acres 
• Increase Industrial from 211 acres Undifferentiated Industrial to: 

o 211 acres Light Industrial 
o 143 Acres Heavy Industrial 

• Decrease General Commercial/Commercial Office from 61 acres to zero acres 
• Increase Regional Commercial from zero acres to 21 acres 
• Increase Public Right of Way from zero acres to 3 acres 

 
The Project is located southwest of the existing City of Elk Grove boundary that currently 
consists of primarily agricultural land in Sacramento County. The boundaries of the proposed 
SOI Amendment Area are located south of Grant Line Road (near its intersection with 
Waterman Road) and east of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks and State Route (SR) 



Christopher Jordan 
City of Elk Grove 
August 19, 2020 
Page 2 
 
 

 
 

“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system  
to enhance California’s economy and livability” 

 
 

99, extending east to a point just east of the intersection of Grant Line Road and Mosher Road. 
The following comments are based on the NOP received. 
 
Forecasting/Traffic Operations 
 
In the SEIR’s transportation impacts analysis, please identity impacts from changes in the 
Project’s land uses in the following terms: 
 

• VMT generation for Approved and Proposed land use changes 
• Length of queue analysis for the Grant Line Rd interchange off-ramps for Approved and 

Proposed land uses 
• Revised trip generation per the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) 10th Edition 

Trip Generation Manual 
 
Please provide our office with copies of any further actions regarding this project. We would 
appreciate the opportunity to review and comment on any changes related to this development. 
 
If you have any questions regarding these comments or require additional information, please 
contact Douglas Adams, Intergovernmental Review Coordinator, at (530) 741-4543 or by email 
at: douglas.adams@dot.ca.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Alex Fong,  
Acting Branch Chief, Transportation Planning – South 
Planning, Local Assistance, and Sustainability 
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August 18, 2020 
 
City of Elk Grove  
Office of Strategic Planning and Innovation  
c/o Christopher Jordan  
8401 Laguna Palms Way  
Elk Grove, CA 95758  
cjordan@elkgrovecity.org 
 
Dear Mr. Jordan: 
 
RE: SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE MULTI-SPORT 

COMPLEX AND GRANT LINE INDUSTRIAL ANNEXATION AREA (PROJECT) 
NOTICE OF PREPARATION SCH# 2015102067 

 
The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received a Notice of Preparation of a 
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) from the City of Elk Grove for the Project 
pursuant the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.1 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding those 
activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife. Likewise, we 
appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding those aspects of the Project that 
CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the exercise of its own 
regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code. 
 
CDFW ROLE 
 
CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources and holds those 
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State. (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7, subd. 
(a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd. (a)) CDFW, in 
its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection, and management of fish, 
wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically sustainable populations of those 
species. (Id., § 1802.) Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, CDFW is charged by law to provide, as 
available, biological expertise during public agency environmental review efforts, focusing 
specifically on projects and related activities that have the potential to adversely affect fish and 
wildlife resources. 
 
PROJECT DESCRIPTION SUMMARY 
 
The Project site is located southeast of the existing City boundary. The Project site consists of 
approximately 557 acres located south of Grant Line Road (near its intersection with 
Waterman Road) and east of the Union Pacific Railroad tracks and State Route 99. The 

                                            
1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq.  The “CEQA Guidelines” 
are found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000. 
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Project site extends eastward past the intersection of Grant Line Road and Mosher Road, and 
extends southward to the Sacramento County Urban Services Boundary. 
 
The SEIR will supplement the Elk Grove Sphere of Influence Amendment (SOIA) and Multi-
Sport Park Complex Draft Environmental Impact Report (2019 Elk Grove SOIA EIR), which 
addressed development of a multi-sports park complex on the City-owned property, along with 
a mix of commercial, industrial, and mixed uses in the surrounding area. The 2019 Elk Grove 
SOIA EIR was circulated for public review beginning on June 29, 2018, and concluding on 
August 14, 2018 (State Clearinghouse Number 2015102067). This EIR was certified by the 
Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo) on May 1st, 2019. LAFCo 
approved the SOIA at the same hearing. There are two parts of the revised Project description 
that are the focus of analysis in the SEIR: (1) a change in the land use designations for the 
proposed General Plan amendment and pre-zoning; and (2) additional information related to 
infrastructure improvements that will be necessary to serve the Project site. These revisions 
are discussed below. 
 
The Project description in the draft SEIR should include the whole action as defined in the 
CEQA Guidelines § 15378 and should include appropriate detailed exhibits disclosing the 
Project area including temporary impacted areas such as equipment stage area, spoils areas, 
adjacent infrastructure development, staging areas and access and haul roads if applicable. 
 
As required by § 15126.6 of the CEQA Guidelines, the draft SEIR should include appropriate 
range of reasonable and feasible alternatives that would attain most of the basic Project 
objectives and avoid or minimize significant impacts to biological resources. 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
 
CDFW recommends three progressive steps in Project impact evaluations: habitat 
assessment, detection surveys, and impact assessment in evaluating whether projects will 
have impacts to special-status species. The information gained from these steps will inform 
any subsequent avoidance, minimization and mitigation measures. The steps for Project 
impact evaluations are: 1) habitat assessment, 2) surveys, and 3) impact assessment. Habitat 
assessments are conducted to evaluate the likelihood that a site supports wildlife species and 
their habitats. Detection surveys provide information needed to determine the potential effects 
of proposed projects and activities on those species and habitats. Impact assessments 
evaluate the extent to which wildlife species and their habitat may be impacted directly or 
indirectly, on and within a reasonable distance of proposed CEQA Project activities. CDFW 
recommends that the draft SEIR include a complete environmental assessment of the existing 
biological conditions within the Project area including but not limited to the type, quantity and 
locations of the habitats, flora and fauna. Maps and information regarding the habitat 
assessment and survey efforts should be included within the draft SEIR. Any surveys of the 
biological conditions and related environmental analysis should be completed by qualified 
personnel with sufficient experience in the wildlife and habitats associated with the Project and 
associated reports should be included as appendices to the draft SEIR. 
 
 
 

DocuSign Envelope ID: 34B3FD4A-56EB-442D-A1D7-1957473A8A61



Christopher Jordan 
City of Elk Grove 
August 18, 2020 
Page 3 of 5 

 
 
To identify a correct environmental baseline, the draft SEIR should include a complete and 
current analysis of endangered, threatened, candidate, and locally unique species with 
potential to be impacted by the Project. CEQA guidelines § 15125, subdivision (c) requires 
lead agencies to provide special emphasis to sensitive habitats and any biological resources 
that are rare or unique to the area. CDFW recommends that the environmental documentation 
identify natural habitats and provide a discussion of how the proposed Project will affect their 
function and value. 
 
CDFW recommends that the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), as well as 
previous studies performed in the area, be consulted to assess the potential presence of 
sensitive species and habitats. Although the CNDDB is one tool that may identify potential 
sensitive resources in the area, the dataset should not be regarded as complete for the 
elements or areas with the potential to be impacted. Other sources for identification of species 
and habitats near or adjacent to the Project area should include, but may not be limited to, 
State and federal resource agency lists, California Wildlife Habitat Relationship System, 
California Native Plant Society Inventory, agency contacts, environmental documents for other 
projects in the vicinity, academics, and professional or scientific organizations. In addition, 
CNDDB is not a comprehensive database. It is a positive detection database. Records in the 
database exist only where species were detected and reported. This means there is a bias in 
the database towards locations that have had more development pressures, and thus more 
survey work. Places that are empty or have limited information in the database often signify 
that little survey work has been done there. A nine United States Geologic Survey 7.5-minute 
quadrangle search is recommended to determine what may occur in the region (see Data Use 
Guidelines on the CDFW webpage https://www.wildlife.ca.gov/Data/CNDDB/Maps-and-Data). 
 
IMPACT ASSESSMENT AND MITIGATION MEASURES 
 
Based on habitat assessments and survey results, the draft SEIR should clearly identify and 
describe all short-term, long-term, permanent, or temporary impacts to biological resources 
under CDFW's jurisdiction, including all direct and foreseeable indirect impacts caused by the 
proposed Project. 
 
The draft SEIR should define the threshold of significance for each impact and describe the 
criteria used to determine whether the impacts are significant (CEQA Guidelines, § 15064, 
subd. (f).) The draft SEIR must demonstrate that the significant environmental impacts of the 
Project were adequately investigated and discussed, and it must permit the significant effects 
of the Project to be considered in the full environmental context. CDFW also recommends that 
the environmental documentation provide a scientifically supported discussion regarding 
adequate avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures to address the Project's 
significant impacts upon fish and wildlife and their habitat. For individual projects, mitigation 
must be roughly proportional to the level of impacts, including cumulative impacts, in 
accordance with the provisions of CEQA (Guidelines section 15126.4(a)(4)(B), 15064, 15065, 
and 16355). In order for mitigation measures to be effective, they must be specific, 
enforceable, and feasible actions that will improve environmental conditions. 
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The SEIR should incorporate mitigation performance standards that would ensure that 
significant impacts are reduced as expected. Mitigation measures proposed in the SEIR 
should be made a condition of approval of the Project. Please note that obtaining a permit or 
other authorization from CDFW by itself with no other mitigation proposal may constitute 
mitigation deferral. 
 
Migratory Birds and Birds of Prey 
 
Migratory nongame native bird species are protected by international treaty under the Federal 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) (16 U.S.C., §§ 703-712). CDFW implemented the MBTA by 
adopting the Fish and Game Code section 3513. Fish and Game Code sections 3503, 3503.5 
and 3800 provide additional protection to nongame birds, birds of prey, their nests and eggs. 
Potential habitat for nesting birds and birds of prey is present within the Project area. The 
proposed Project should disclose all potential activities that may incur a direct or indirect take 
to nongame nesting birds within the Project footprint and its close vicinity. Appropriate 
avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation measures to avoid take must be included in the 
SEIR. Measures to avoid the impacts should include species specific work windows, biological 
monitoring, installation of noise attenuation barriers, etc. 
 
South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan 
On June 22, 2020, the South Sacramento Conservation Agency Joint Powers Authority (SSCA 
JPA) adopted a resolution authorizing the Executive Director of the South Sacramento 
Conservation Agency to execute an agreement with the City Of Elk Grove to be a Participating 
Special Entity under the South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) SOIA Area.  
 
As such, CDFW recommends the SEIR contemplate the City’s participation in the SSHCP for 
the Project. If the City participates in the SSHCP for the Project, the SEIR should include:  

 Disclosure of the Project’s Covered Activities under the SSHCP 

 Assessment of SSHCP landcover types in the Project Area 

 Analysis of all 28 SSHCP Covered Species 

 Identification of applicable SSHCP Avoidance and Minimization Measures 
 
Landscaping 
CDFW has noted that landscaping improvements may be implemented in the Project. CDFW 
recommends consideration of the Homegrown Habitat Plant List (Sacramento Valley Chapter, 
California Native Plant Society) (Attachment 1) when developing the final planting palette. The 
Homegrown Habitat Plant List (HHPL) is the result of a coordinated effort of regional 
stakeholders with the intent of improving landscape plantings for the benefit of property owners 
and ecosystem. Including plants from the HHPL is intended to produce the following outcomes 
for landscaping: 

 Increased drought tolerance 

 Decreased water use 

 Decreased maintenance and replacement planting costs 

 Increased functionality for local pollinators and wildlife 
o Increase in overall biodiversity and ecosystem health 

 Increased carbon sequestration and climate change resilience 

 Educational opportunities for staff and students 
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ENVIRONMENTAL DATA 
 
CEQA requires that information developed in environmental impact reports and negative 
declarations be incorporated into a database which may be used to make subsequent or 
supplemental environmental determinations. (Pub. Resources Code, § 21003, subd. (e).) 
Accordingly, please report any special status species and natural communities detected during 
Project surveys to the California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB). The CNNDB field 
survey form can be found at the following link: 
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/pdfs/CNDDB_FieldSurveyForm.pdf. The completed 
form can be mailed electronically to CNDDB at the following email address: 
CNDDB@wildlife.ca.gov. The types of information reported to CNDDB can be found at the 
following link: http://www.dfg.ca.gov/biogeodata/cnddb/plants_and_animals.asp. 
 
FILING FEES 
 
The Project, as proposed, would have an impact on fish and/or wildlife, and assessment of 
filing fees is necessary. Fees are payable upon filing of the Notice of Determination by the 
Lead Agency and serve to help defray the cost of environmental review by CDFW. Payment of 
the fee is required in order for the underlying Project approval to be operative, vested, and 
final. (Cal. Code Regs, tit. 14, § 753.5; Fish & G. Code, § 711.4; Pub. Resources Code, § 
21089.) 
 
CONCLUSION 
 
CDFW appreciates the opportunity to comment on Notice of Preparation and assist the Lead 
Agency in identifying and mitigating Project impacts on biological resources. 
 
Questions regarding this letter or further coordination should be directed to Dylan Wood, 
Environmental Scientist at 916-358-2384 or dylan.a.wood@wildlife.ca.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Kelley Barker 
Environmental Program Manager  
 
Enclosure: Attachment 1- Homegrown Habitat List 
 
ec: Dylan Wood, Environmental Scientist 
 Department of Fish and Wildlife 
 
 Office of Planning and Research, State Clearinghouse, Sacramento 
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August 12, 2020 
 
City of Elk Grove 
Office of Strategic Planning and Innovation 
c/o Christopher Jordan 
8401 Laguna Palms Way 
Elk Grove, CA 95758 
 
RE: Notice of Preparation of a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report 
 
Dear Mr. Jordan,  
 

The Sacramento County Farm Bureau is a non-governmental, non-profit, grassroots 
organization.   Our purpose is to protect and promote agricultural interests throughout Sacramento 
County and to find solutions to the problems of the farm, the farm home, and rural communities.  
Farm Bureau strives to protect and improve the ability of farmers and ranchers engaged in 
production agriculture to provide a reliable supply of food and fiber through responsible stewardship 
of California’s resources. 
 

Farm Bureau opposed the initial efforts of the City of Elk Grove to amend their Sphere of 
Influence to provide for the development of the Multi-Sports Complex. While we still believe that this 
is not the most appropriate use of this land in its entirety, for the purpose of the new Supplemental 
Environmental Impact Report we will focus on the individual characteristics of this report.  

 
With the recent change in the designation of an approximately 100-acre City-owned parcel 

that was originally proposed for Public Open Space/Recreation to new Light Industrial Uses, it is 
apparent that the need to preserve open space was never an actual desire of the City at all. This new 
EIR changes more agricultural farmland to industrial uses, which was a concern that our organization 
expressed on numerous occasions during the last iteration of the EIR and we were given the rebuttal 
that the proposed designations of parks and open space and mixed use space was a significant portion 
of the project, thus showing City’s commitment to preserving these areas. It leads us to believe that 
this was just a tactic to get the original Sphere of Influence Amendment passed, because this change 
comes just two years after it was originally approved.  

 
The proposed land use designations now show that 67% of this proposed development will 

be used for Industrial and Regional Commercial use, a stark difference to the 48% that was previously 
proposed. Simply put, this change moves from less than 50% to now 2/3 of the entire development. 
Farm Bureau cannot support urban development of agricultural land when the need for expansion is 
not substantiated by credible and current projections for future urban growth.  Urban development 
is ever encroaching on agricultural and open space lands. There needs to be consideration of a buffer 
zone between the urban/industrial and rural interface of this expansion. 

 
Water resources should be of the utmost importance when considering the feasibility of this 

proposed project change. A land use change of this size and scope, will have a significant impact on 
the groundwater supply of that area and potentially an impact on the surrounding agricultural 
properties. In a time where groundwater resources are being scrutinized, monitored and measured, 
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through the development of the Groundwater Sustainability Plan for this sub-basin, this land use 
change needs to be addressed in how the additional industrial uses will draw upon these resources.  

 
Additionally, traffic flow in the immediate and surrounding areas need to be adequately 

addressed with this new land designation.  
 
While we support some aspects of this project including the use of designated lands for some 

parks, open space and for an agricultural fair, the conversion of over 100-acres to increase the 
industrial usage of this facility is just a blatant attempt at leap-frog development, where it is not 
needed.  

 
It has become extremely apparent that the preservation of agricultural land and open space 

is not a priority of the City of Elk Grove, as this claim that it is has been abandoned before it even had 
a chance to be put into action.  
 
Thank you for the opportunity to share our concerns and we look forward to following this new 
iteration of the process. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Ken Oneto 
President 









From: Christopher Jordan
To: Gerken, Matthew
Subject: [EXTERNAL] FW: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
Date: Wednesday, August 19, 2020 8:43:05 AM

-----Original Message-----
From: Christopher Jordan
Sent: Wednesday, August 19, 2020 8:43 AM
To: 'lynn wheat' <wheat91@yahoo.com>
Subject: RE: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT

Hi Lynn,

Comments received here and on the website.  Thank you.

Christopher

-----Original Message-----
From: lynn wheat <wheat91@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2020 9:53 PM
To: Christopher Jordan <cjordan@elkgrovecity.org>
Subject: NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT

[EXTERNAL EMAIL]

Christopher,

I submitted the below comments on the city's website this evening.   Could you please respond to this email
acknowledging receipt?

Thank you,

Lynn

August 18, 2020

To:             City of Elk Grove Office of Strategic Planning and Innovation
c/o Christopher Jordan 8401 Laguna Palms Way Elk Grove, CA 95758 cjordan@elkgrovecity.org

Regarding:      NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
REPORT
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for the Multi-Sport Complex and Grant Line Industrial Annexation
Area

I believe it is important to consider and include a review and response from the Sacramento Central Ground Water
Authority (SCGA) as SCGA is developing the Sustainable Groundwater Plan for our area.  Please include the
studies and work of SCGA.
Please include the effects of climate change on water availability.
Please include the community impact and the financial cost/impact of improving infrastructure and providing the
water to existing as well as future residents.

mailto:Matthew.Gerken@aecom.com


I call into question whether there will be the available water needed to adequately supply this potential and future
development.  As mitigation measures are considered, I oppose a mitigation measure suggesting existing residents
will conserve more.
Thank you for the opportunity to comment.
Sincerely,
                Lynn Wheat

________________________________

By sending us an email (electronic mail message) or filling out a web form, you are sending us personal information
(i.e. your name, address, email address or other information). We store this information in order to respond to or
process your request or otherwise resolve the subject matter of your submission.

Certain information that you provide us is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act or other
legal requirements. This means that if it is specifically requested by a member of the public, we are required to
provide the information to the person requesting it. We may share personally identifying information with other City
of Elk Grove departments or agencies in order to respond to your request. In some circumstances we also may be
required by law to disclose information in accordance with the California Public Records Act or other legal
requirements.













Gary Goodman, MANAGER
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PROVIDING SAFE, EFFECTIVE AND ECONOMICAL MOSQUITO AND VECTOR CONTROL

MAILING ADDRESS

8631 BOND ROAD
ELK GROVE, CA 95624

1.800.429.1022
FIGHTtheBITE.net

City of Elk Grove July 27, 2020
Office of Strategic Planning & Innovation
8401 Laguna Palms Way
Elk Grove, CA 95758
Attn: Christopher Jordan

Re: SEIR for the Multi-Port Complex and Grant Line Industrial Annexation

The Sacramento-Yolo Mosquito and Vector Control District (District) appreciates the opportunity
to review and comment on the City’s SEIR for the Multi-Port Complex and Grant Line Industrial
Annexation Area. The District is providing the following comment to be addressed in the SEIR.

Comment: When analyzing the drainage improvement and the off-site extension, ensure mosquito
breeding does not occur as a result of this improvement. Include in the SEIS an annual
maintenance requirement for any open drain ditch as well as the outfall pond to ensure the increase
in flow does not cause an increase in vegetation and mosquito breeding.

The District is available and willing to provide technical assistance with the SEIR analysis if
required.

Should you have any questions or concerns please feel free to contact me at (916) 405-2085.

Sincerely,

Marty Scholl
Ecological Management Department
Sacramento Yolo Mosquito and Vector Control District
mscholl@FightTheBite.net
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SENT VIA EMAIL 
 
Christopher Jordan, AICP  
City of Elk Grove  
Office of Strategic Planning and Innovation  
8401 Laguna Palms Way  
Elk Grove, CA 95758 
cjordan@elkgrovecity.org 
 
RE: Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for the Multi-Sport Complex and Grant 

Line Industrial Annexation Area (SAC201501538) 
 
Dear Mr. Jordan: 
 
Thank you for providing an opportunity for the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District (Sac Metro Air District) to review and comment on the City of Elk Grove 
(City) Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) for the Multi-Sport Complex and Grant 
Line Industrial Annexation Area (Project). The SEIR includes environmental review for a project 
revision consisting of (1) changes in the land use designations for the proposed General Plan 
amendment and prezoning for the Project site, and (2) additional information related to 
infrastructure improvements that will be necessary to serve the Project site. Sac Metro Air 
District staff comments follow. 
 
Changes between the adopted LAFCO FEIR MMRP & proposed City SEIR: 
 
District staff note a change in the performance standard described in measure 3.4.2 of the 
Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program for the Elk Grove SOI Amendment and Multi-Sport 
Park Complex Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) adopted by the Sacramento Local 
Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo) in March 2019 and the proposed SEIR. 
 
Measure 3.4.2 of the LAFCo adopted FEIR required the implementation of a strategy to reduce 
operational emissions by 35% unless the City of Elk Grove could demonstrate that the 
annexation would be consistent with anticipated regional growth patterns as documented in the 
Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and the applicable State Implementation Plan (SACOG 
MTP/SCS & SIP). The measure adopted in the LAFCO FEIR includes the following language: 
 

The City of Elk Grove shall require, as a part of the multi-sports park project and plans 
for development within the balance of the SOIA Area, the implementation of strategies to 
reduce operational ozone precursors. This can be in the form of an Air Quality Mitigation 
Plan or another enforceable mechanism. This would be submitted to SMAQMD for 
review and approval prior to the issuance of a building permit. The performance 
standard is to achieve a reduction in, or offset of operational ozone precursor emissions 
by at least 35 percent for the multi-sports park project and for development within the 
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Sac Metro Air District comments on the City of Elk Grove Multi-Sport Park Complex SEIR 
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www.airquality.org 

balance of the SOIA Area. The performance standard would be 15 percent for areas that 
have Land Use Designations under a future City General Plan update or amendment 
that are consistent with the current Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy and the applicable State Implementation Plan.  

 
The proposed SEIR omits the language requiring the City to demonstrate consistency with the 
adopted SACOG MTP/SCS. This omission could materially change the potential operational 
emissions associated with the implementation of the project approved by LAFCO and could 
undermine the mitigation requirements set by LAFCO for the proposed annexation. The Sac 
Metro Air District recommends that the SEIR be modified to include all mitigation measures from 
the adopted LAFCO FEIR. 
 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Program: 
 
Mitigation Measure 3.8-1 mentions that the City will require the implementation of strategies to 
reduce greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions for the entire SOIA area, either through a stand-alone 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Program (GHGRP) or through an update to the City’s Climate 
Action Plan (CAP). Sac Metro Air District staff recommend that the DEIR specify the timing of 
this mitigation measure and that the City provide the GHGRP to the Sac Metro Air District for 
review & comment prior to adoption. 
 
All projects are subject to Sac Metro Air District rules in effect at the time of construction. A list 
of common construction related rules1 and the complete listing of rules2 are available on the Sac 
Metro Air District’s website. Links are provided in the footnotes. 
 
Please provide notice to the Sac Metro Air District when the draft final environmental document 
is available for review. An email to projectreview@airquality.org is the most direct way to do so. 
 
Thank you for your consideration of these comments. If you have any questions, please contact 
me at 916-874-2694 or jhurley@airquality.org. 
 
Regards, 
 
-JJ Hurley 
 
Joseph J. Hurley 
Air Quality Planner/Analyst 
 
c:  Paul Philley, Program Supervisor – CEQA & Land Use Section, Sac Metro Air District 
   
 

                                        
1 http://www.airquality.org/LandUseTransportation/Documents/Rules%20attachment_6-18Final.pdf  
2 http://www.airquality.org/Businesses/Rules-Regulations  

http://www.airquality.org/LandUseTransportation/Documents/Rules%20attachment_6-18Final.pdf
http://www.airquality.org/LandUseTransportation/Documents/Rules%20attachment_6-18Final.pdf
http://www.airquality.org/LandUseTransportation/Documents/Rules%20attachment_6-18Final.pdf
http://www.airquality.org/Businesses/Rules-Regulations
http://www.airquality.org/Businesses/Rules-Regulations
http://www.airquality.org/Businesses/Rules-Regulations
mailto:projectreview@airquality.org
mailto:projectreview@airquality.org
http://www.airquality.org/LandUseTransportation/Documents/Rules%20attachment_6-18Final.pdf
http://www.airquality.org/LandUseTransportation/Documents/Rules%20attachment_6-18Final.pdf
http://www.airquality.org/Businesses/Rules-Regulations
http://www.airquality.org/Businesses/Rules-Regulations


 

 

  



 

  

 
 
 
 
Sent Via E-Mail 
 
August 11, 2020 
 
Christopher Jordan  
City of Elk Grove 
8401 Laguna Palms  
Elk Grove, CA 95758 
cjordan@elkgrovecity.org  
 
Subject: Multi-Sport Complex and Grant Line Industrial Annexation Area/ NOP / 
2015102067 
 
Dear Mr. Jordan: 
 
The Sacramento Municipal Utility District (SMUD) appreciates the opportunity to 
provide comments on the Negative Declaration (NEG) for the Multi-Sport Complex 
and Grant Line Industrial Annexation Area (Project, SCH 2015102067).  SMUD is 
the primary energy provider for Sacramento County and the proposed Project area.  
SMUD’s vision is to empower our customers with solutions and options that increase 
energy efficiency, protect the environment, reduce global warming, and lower the 
cost to serve our region.  As a Responsible Agency, SMUD aims to ensure that the 
proposed Project limits the potential for significant environmental effects on SMUD 
facilities, employees, and customers.   
 
It is our desire that the Project will acknowledge any impacts related to the following:  
 

• Overhead and or underground transmission and distribution line 
easements. Please view the following links on smud.org for more 
information regarding transmission encroachment: 

• https://www.smud.org/en/Business-Solutions-and-Rebates/Design-and-
Construction-Services 

• https://www.smud.org/en/Corporate/Do-Business-with-SMUD/Land-
Use/Transmission-Right-of-Way 

• Utility line routing 

• Electrical load needs/requirements 

• Energy Efficiency 

• Climate Change 

• Cumulative impacts related to the need for increased electrical delivery 

• The potential need to relocate and or remove any SMUD infrastructure 
that may be affected in or around the project area  
 

mailto:cjordan@elkgrovecity.org
https://www.smud.org/en/Business-Solutions-and-Rebates/Design-and-Construction-Services
https://www.smud.org/en/Business-Solutions-and-Rebates/Design-and-Construction-Services
https://www.smud.org/en/Corporate/Do-Business-with-SMUD/Land-Use/Transmission-Right-of-Way
https://www.smud.org/en/Corporate/Do-Business-with-SMUD/Land-Use/Transmission-Right-of-Way


  

More specifically, SMUD would like to have the following details related to the 
electrical infrastructure incorporated into the project description:  
 

• Comments from 2019 Elk Grove SOIA EIR specific to the Multi-Sport 

Complex & Grant Line Road Annexation: 

o Standard 12.5-foot overhead/underground PUE along all streets. 
o 25-foot PUE/PUFPE along Grant Line Rd. for existing 69kV line. 
o Existing 12kV overhead line along Waterman & Grant Line Rd. 
o Existing & proposed 12kV line along Mosher Rd. 
o Existing 69kV line along Waterman & Grant Line Rd. 
o Proposed 2nd 69kV circuit along Grant Line Rd. on existing pole line.  
o Proposed 12kV underground lines along Grant Line Rd. and Waterman 

Rd. 
 
SMUD would like to be involved with discussing the above areas of interest as well 
as discussing any other potential issues.  We aim to be partners in the efficient and 
sustainable delivery of the proposed Project.  Please ensure that the information 
included in this response is conveyed to the Project planners and the appropriate 
Project proponents.   
 
Environmental leadership is a core value of SMUD, and we look forward to 
collaborating with you on this Project. Again, we appreciate the opportunity to 
provide input on this NOP.  If you have any questions regarding this letter, please do 
not hesitate to contact me at 916.732.5384, or by email at Amy.Spitzer@smud.org. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Amy Spitzer 
Environmental Services Specialist 
Sacramento Municipal Utility District 
6201 S Street 
Sacramento, CA 95817 
 
 
cc:  Entitlements 

mailto:Amy.Spitzer@smud.org


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS, SACRAMENTO DISTRICT 

1325 J STREET 
SACRAMENTO CA  95814-2922 

 
August 20, 2020 

 
Regulatory Division (SPK-2018-00842) 
 
 
City of Elk Grove  
Attn:  Mr. Christopher Jordan 
8401 Laguna Palms Way 
Elk Grove, California  95758 
CJordan@elkgrovecity.org  
 
Dear Mr. Jordan: 
 

We are responding to your August 11, 2020, request for an approved jurisdictional 
determination for the Elk Grove Sports Park Complex site.  The approximately 99-acre 
project site is located near the terminus of Waterman Road and Grant Line Road, at 
Latitude 38.37404°, Longitude -121.34580°, in the City of Elk Grove, Sacramento 
County, California. 

 
Based on available information, we concur with your aquatic resources delineation 

for the site, as depicted on the enclosed May 18, 2018, Figure 5, Delineation of Aquatic 
Features, Elk Grove, CA, drawing prepared by Hunting Environmental (enclosure 1).   

 
The 0.97-acre of aquatic resources identified as “Ditch and Agricultural Pond" on the 

above drawing are intrastate isolated aquatic resources with no apparent interstate or 
foreign commerce connection.  As such, these aquatic resources are not regulated by 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  This disclaimer of jurisdiction is only for Section 404 
of the Federal Clean Water Act.   

 
We are enclosing a copy of the Approved Jurisdictional Determination Form for your 

site (enclosure 2). 
 
This approved jurisdictional determination is valid for five years from the date of this 

letter, unless new information warrants revision of the determination before the 
expiration date.  If you object to this determination, you may request an administrative 
appeal under Corps regulations at 33 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 331. 

 
A Notification of Appeal Process (NAP) and Request for Appeal (RFA) Form is 

enclosed (enclosure 3).  If you request to appeal this determination, you must submit a 
completed RFA form to the South Pacific Division Office at the following address:  
Administrative Appeal Review Officer, Army Corps of Engineers, South Pacific Division, 
CESPD-PDO, 1455 Market Street, 2052B, San Francisco, California  94103-1399, 
Telephone:  415-503-6574, FAX:  415-503-6646. 

mailto:CJordan@elkgrovecity.org


-2- 
 

 
In order for an RFA to be accepted by the Corps, we must determine that the form is 

complete, that it meets the criteria for appeal under 33 CFR Part 331.5, and that the 
form was received by the Division Office within 60 days of the date of the NAP.  It is not 
necessary to submit an RFA form to the Division Office unless you object to the 
determination in this letter. 

 
We recommend that you provide a copy of this letter and notice to all other affected 

parties, including any individual who has an identifiable and substantial legal interest in 
the property. 

 
This approved jurisdictional determination has been conducted to identify the limits 

of aquatic resources subject to U.S. Army Corps of Engineers jurisdiction under Section 
404 of the Clean Water Act and/or Section 9 and 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act for 
the particular site identified in this request.   

 
We appreciate feedback, especially about interaction with our staff and our 

processes.   
 
Please refer to identification number SPK-2018-00842 in any correspondence 

concerning this project.  If you have any questions, please contact Peck Ha by email at 
Peck.Ha@usace.army.mil, or telephone at (916) 557-6617.  For program information or 
to complete our Customer Survey, visit our website at 
www.spk.usace.army.mil/Missions/Regulatory.aspx. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Michael S. Jewell 
Chief, Regulatory Division 
Sacramento District  

 
Enclosures 
 
cc: 
Ms. Joyce Hunting, Hunting Environmental, JHunting@huntenv.com 
Ms. Jordan Hensley, CVRWCB, Jordan.Hensley@waterboards.ca.gov 
 
 
 

mailto:Peck.Ha@usace.army.mil
http://www.spk.usace.army.mil/Missions/Regulatory.aspx
mailto:JHunting@huntenv.com
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NOTIFICATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL OPTIONS AND PROCESS AND  
REQUEST FOR APPEAL  

Applicant:  City of Elk Grove   
Attn:  Mr. Christopher Jordan File No.:  SPK-2018-00842 Date:  August 19, 2020 

Attached is: See Section below 
 INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) A 
 PROFFERED PERMIT (Standard Permit or Letter of permission) B 
 PERMIT DENIAL C 
 APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION D 
 PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION E 

SECTION I - The following identifies your rights and options regarding an administrative appeal of the above decision.  
Additional information may be found at http://www.usace.army.mil/cecw/pages/reg_materials.aspx or Corps regulations at 33 
CFR Part 331. 
A:  INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT:  You may accept or object to the permit. 

 

• ACCEPT:  If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for 
final authorization.  If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized.  
Your signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and 
waive all rights to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations 
associated with the permit. 

• OBJECT:  If you object to the permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions therein, you may request 
that the permit be modified accordingly. You must complete Section II of this form and return the form to the district 
engineer.  Your objections must be received by the district engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice, or you will 
forfeit your right to appeal the permit in the future.  Upon receipt of your letter, the district engineer will evaluate your 
objections and may: (a) modify the permit to address all of your concerns, (b) modify the permit to address some of your 
objections, or (c) not modify the permit having determined that the permit should be issued as previously written.  After 
evaluating your objections, the district engineer will send you a proffered permit for your reconsideration, as indicated in 
Section B below. 

B:  PROFFERED PERMIT:  You may accept or appeal the permit 
 

• ACCEPT:  If you received a Standard Permit, you may sign the permit document and return it to the district engineer for 
final authorization.  If you received a Letter of Permission (LOP), you may accept the LOP and your work is authorized.  
Your signature on the Standard Permit or acceptance of the LOP means that you accept the permit in its entirety, and 
waive all rights to appeal the permit, including its terms and conditions, and approved jurisdictional determinations 
associated with the permit. 

• APPEAL:  If you choose to decline the proffered permit (Standard or LOP) because of certain terms and conditions 
therein, you may appeal the declined permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process by completing 
Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer (address on reverse).  This form must be received by 
the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice. 

C:  PERMIT DENIAL:   You may appeal the denial of a permit under the Corps of Engineers Administrative Appeal Process 
by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer (address on reverse).  This form must be 
received by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice. 
 

D:  APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION:  You may accept or appeal the approved JD or provide new 
information. 
 

• ACCEPT:  You do not need to notify the Corps to accept an approved JD.  Failure to notify the Corps within 60 days of 
the date of this notice, means that you accept the approved JD in its entirety, and waive all rights to appeal the approved 
JD. 

• APPEAL:  If you disagree with the approved JD, you may appeal the approved JD under the Corps of Engineers 
Administrative Appeal Process by completing Section II of this form and sending the form to the division engineer 
(address on reverse).  This form must be received by the division engineer within 60 days of the date of this notice. 

E:  PRELIMINARY JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION:  You do not need to respond to the Corps regarding the preliminary 
JD.  The Preliminary JD is not appealable.  If you wish, you may request an approved JD (which may be appealed), by 
contacting the Corps district for further instruction.  Also you may provide new information for further consideration by the 
Corps to reevaluate the JD. 
 



 
 

SECTION II - REQUEST FOR APPEAL or OBJECTIONS TO AN INITIAL PROFFERED PERMIT 
REASONS FOR APPEAL OR OBJECTIONS:  (Describe your reasons for appealing the decision or your objections 
to an initial proffered permit in clear concise statements.  You may attach additional information to this form to clarify where 
your reasons or objections are addressed in the administrative record.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION:  The appeal is limited to a review of the administrative record, the Corps memorandum for the 
record of the appeal conference or meeting, and any supplemental information that the review officer has determined is 
needed to clarify the administrative record.  Neither the appellant nor the Corps may add new information or analyses to the 
record.  However, you may provide additional information to clarify the location of information that is already in the 
administrative record. 
POINT OF CONTACT FOR QUESTIONS OR INFORMATION: 
If you have questions regarding this decision and/or the appeal 
process you may contact:  

 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Phone:  916-557-6617, FAX:  916-557-7803  
Email:  Peck.Ha@usace.army.mil  

If you only have questions regarding the appeal process you may 
also contact:  

Thomas J. Cavanaugh 
Administrative Appeal Review Officer 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
South Pacific Division 
1455 Market Street, 2052B 
San Francisco, California  94103-1399 
Phone:  415-503-6574, FAX:  415-503-6646 
Email:  Thomas.J.Cavanaugh@usace.army.mil  

RIGHT OF ENTRY:  Your signature below grants the right of entry to Corps of Engineers personnel, and any government 
consultants, to conduct investigations of the project site during the course of the appeal process.  You will be provided a 15 
day notice of any site investigation, and will have the opportunity to participate in all site investigations. 
 
__________________________________________ 
Signature of appellant or agent. 

Date: Telephone number: 

SPD version revised December17, 2010 

mailto:Peck.Ha@usace.army.mil
mailto:Thomas.J.Cavanaugh@usace.army.mil


U.S. ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS  
REGULATORY PROGRAM 

APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM (INTERIM) 
NAVIGABLE WATERS PROTECTION RULE 

 

 
Page 1 of 6 Form Version 10 June 2020_updated 

 
I. ADMINISTRATIVE INFORMATION 

 
Completion Date of Approved Jurisdictional Determination (AJD):  August 20, 2020.  
ORM Number:  201800842. 
Associated JDs:  N/A. 
Review Area Location1: State/Territory:  CA.  City:  Elk Grove.  County/Parish/Borough:  Sacramento.  

            Center Coordinates of Review Area: Latitude  38.386656.  Longitude  -121.347567.  
 
II. FINDINGS 
A. Summary: Check all that apply. At least one box from the following list MUST be selected. Complete the 

corresponding sections/tables and summarize data sources.  
 

   The review area is comprised entirely of dry land (i.e., there are no waters or water features, including 
wetlands, of any kind in the entire review area). Rationale:  N/A.  

   There are “navigable waters of the United States” within Rivers and Harbors Act jurisdiction within the 
review area (complete table in Section II.B). 

   There are “waters of the United States” within Clean Water Act jurisdiction within the review area 
(complete appropriate tables in Section II.C). 

   There are waters or water features excluded from Clean Water Act jurisdiction within the review area 
(complete table in Section II.D). 

                                                 
1 Map(s)/figure(s) are attached to the AJD provided to the requestor.  
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B. Rivers and Harbors Act of 1899 Section 10 (§ 10)2 

 
§ 10 Name § 10 Size § 10 Criteria Rationale for § 10 Determination 
N/A. N/A. acres N/A.   N/A. 

 
C. Clean Water Act Section 404 
 
Territorial Seas and Traditional Navigable Waters ((a)(1) waters):3 
(a)(1) Name (a)(1) Size (a)(1) Criteria Rationale for (a)(1) Determination 
N/A. N/A. acres N/A. N/A. 
 
Tributaries ((a)(2) waters): 
(a)(2) 
Name 

(a)(2) Size (a)(2) Criteria Rationale for (a)(2) Determination 

N/A. N/A. acres N/A N/A. 
 
Lakes and ponds, and impoundments of jurisdictional waters ((a)(3) waters): 
(a)(3) 
Name 

(a)(3) Size (a)(3) Criteria Rationale for (a)(3) Determination 

N/A. N/A. acres N/A N/A. 
 
Adjacent wetlands ((a)(4) waters): 
(a)(4) Name (a)(4) Size (a)(4) Criteria Rationale for (a)(4) Determination 
N/A.  N/A.  acres N/A N/A. 
 
D. Excluded Waters or Features 
 
Excluded waters ((b)(1) – (b)(12)):4 
Exclusion 
Name 

Exclusion Size Exclusion5 Rationale for Exclusion 
Determination 

D7 0.016 acres (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

Two aquatic classifications occur 
within the project site: the 
agriculture pond and agriculture 
ditch. The agriculture pond feature 
is characterized by man-made 
depressions in the ground that hold 
ponded water.  Historically, ground-

                                                 
2 If the navigable water is not subject to the ebb and flow of the tide or included on the District’s list of Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigable 
waters list, do NOT use this document to make the determination. The District must continue to follow the procedure outlined in 33 CFR part 329.14 to 
make a Rivers and Harbors Act Section 10 navigability determination. 
3 A stand-alone TNW determination is completed independently of a request for an AJD. A stand-alone TNW determination is conducted for a specific 
segment of river or stream or other type of waterbody, such as a lake, where upstream or downstream limits or lake borders are established. A stand-
alone TNW determination should be completed following applicable guidance and should NOT be documented on the AJD Form. 
4 Some excluded waters, such as (b)(2) and (b)(4), may not be specifically identified on the AJD form unless a requestor specifically asks a Corps district 
to do so. Corps districts may, in case-by-case instances, choose to identify some or all of these waters within the review area. 
5 Because of the broad nature of the (b)(1) exclusion and in an effort to collect data on specific types of waters that would be covered by the (b)(1) 
exclusion, four sub-categories of (b)(1) exclusions were administratively created for the purposes of the AJD Form. These four sub-categories are not 
new exclusions, but are simply administrative distinctions and remain (b)(1) exclusions as defined by the NWPR.  
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Excluded waters ((b)(1) – (b)(12)):4 
Exclusion 
Name 

Exclusion Size Exclusion5 Rationale for Exclusion 
Determination 
water was pumped into the 
agricultural pond. The pond would 
hold the water until it was used for 
irrigation (pumped into a sprinkler 
system). This drainage ditch is 
located along the perimeter of the 
project site would catch the 
irrigation runoff and return to the 
pond.  
 
The on-site pump has now been 
removed and the pond collects 
rainwater that flows in from the 
ditches.  It works as a catchment 
pond, holding rainwater that is 
brought in from the ditches. 
 
In the past and its current state, the 
agricultural ditches capture 
stormwater runoff and conveys 
these flows to the pond where it is 
retained until the water evaporates 
or percolates.  They do not 
contribute surface water flow in a 
typical year. 
 
Please also see comments in 
Section III C. 

D8 0.025 Acre (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above. 

D9 0.017 acre (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above. 

D5 0.007 acre (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above. 

D10 0.044 acre (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment See above.  
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Excluded waters ((b)(1) – (b)(12)):4 
Exclusion 
Name 

Exclusion Size Exclusion5 Rationale for Exclusion 
Determination 

that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

D11 0.014 acre (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above. 

P1 0.257 acre (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above. 

D1 0.094 acres (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above. 

D2 0.024 acres (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above. 

D3 
 
 

0.101 acres (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above 

D4 0.107 acres (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above. 

D6 0.138 acres (b)(1) Lake/pond or impoundment 
that does not contribute surface 
water flow directly or indirectly to an 
(a)(1) water and is not inundated by 
flooding from an (a)(1)-(a)(3) water 
in a typical year. 

See above 
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III. SUPPORTING INFORMATION 

 
A. Select/enter all resources that were used to aid in this determination and attach data/maps to this 

document and/or references/citations in the administrative record, as appropriate.  
 

   Information submitted by, or on behalf of, the applicant/consultant: City of Elk Grove , Elk Grove Sport 
Park Compex, Preliminary Jurisdication Delineation Report, and May 16, 2018, Figure 5, Delineation of 
Aquatic Features, Elk Grove, CA.  

This information is. sufficient for purposes of this AJD.  
Rationale: N/A . 

   Data sheets prepared by the Corps: Title(s) and/or date(s).  
   Photographs: Aerial:.  Google Earth Pro, 7.3.3.7692, September 2019  elevation 0, eye alt 2347 ft, 

Latitude 38.375100, Longtitude -121.345091, Retrieved August 18, 2020 . 
   Corps site visit(s) conducted on: Date(s). 
   Previous Jurisdictional Determinations (AJDs or PJDs): ORM Number(s) and date(s). 
   Antecedent Precipitation Tool: provide detailed discussion in Section III.B.   
   USDA NRCS Soil Survey:  Survey provided by City of Elk Grove, Elk Grove Sports Sprots Park 

Complex , Preliminary Juridsdiction al Delineation Report, prepared by Hunting Environmental - NRCS (US 
Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Service. 2018a. (NRCS) Web Soil Survey 2.3 
(http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/). 

   USFWS NWI maps: Title(s) and/or date(s). 
   USGS topographic maps: Title(s) and/or date(s). 

 
Other data sources used to aid in this determination:  
 
Data Source (select) Name and/or date and other relevant information 
USGS Sources N/A. 
USDA Sources N/A. 
NOAA Sources N/A. 
USACE Sources N/A. 
State/Local/Tribal Sources N/A. 
Other Issues N/A. 
 
B. Typical year assessment(s): Precipitation that falls as rain ranges from an average high of 3.84inches in 

January to a low of 0.01 inches in July, for a total average annual rainfall of 17.37 inches.  
 
 

C. Additional comments to support AJD: Two aquatic classifications occur within the projec site. The 
agriculture pond and agriculture ditch. The agriculture pond feature is characterized by man-made 
depressions in the ground that hold ponded water. Historically, ground-water was pumped into the 
agricultural pond. The pond would hold the water until it was used for irrigation (pumped into a sprinkler 
system).  Surface water sheet-flows into a network of man-made agricultural drainage ditches which are 
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found throughout the interior of the project area. The network of ditches is interconnected through a variety 
of culverts.  The ditches convey water around the project site and eventually all flow into the agricultural 
pond on-site.  The drainage ditches along the perimeter of the project site would catch the irrigation runoff 
and return to the pond.  The on-site pump has now been removed and the pond collects rainwater that 
flows in from the ditches.  It works as a catchment pond, holding rainwater that is brought in from the 
ditches.  In its current state, the agricultural ditches capture stormwater runoff and conveys these flows to 
the pond where it is retained until the water evaporates or percolates.  There is a small culvert that 
connects one ditch to a roadside ditch along Grant Line Road; however, the culvert elevation is only 
breached during flooding events. 
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 Source: Esri, DigitalGlobe, GeoEye, Earthstar Geographics, CNES/Airbus DS, USDA, USGS, AeroGRID, IGN, and the GIS User Community
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for the Multi-Sport Complex and Grant Line Industrial 
Annexation Area 

Website NOP Responses 

1 8/18/20 21:49:29  

Lynn Wheat  

I believe it is important to consider and include a review and response from the Sacramento Central 
Ground Water Authority (SCGA) as SCGA is developing the Sustainable Groundwater Plan for our area.  
Please include the studies and work of SCGA. 

Please include the effects of climate change on water availability. 

Please include the community impact and the financial cost/impact of improving infrastructure and 
providing the water to existing as well as future residents.  

I call into question whether there will be the available water needed to adequately supply this potential 
and future development.  As mitigation measures are considered, I oppose a mitigation measure 
suggesting existing residents will conserve more. 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.  

Sincerely, 

  Lynn Wheat  

 

2 8/18/20 20:54:25  

Suzanne Pecci  

"The preparation of an SEIR is not appropriate and a subsequent EIR should be prepared due to 
substantial changes and additions made to the project that were not addressed in the Elk Grove SOIA 
and Multi-Sport Complex EIR (State Clearinghouse #2015102067) specifically the activation of the latent 
powers of Omochumne- Hartnell Water District (OHWD) to enter into  agreements with SCWA and other 
water purveyors to provide municipal water, and with SASD to provide sewer services to new 
development within the Elk Grove SOI Soccer Complex Multi-use park Industrial Annexation Area within 
OHWD service area boundaries. OHWD is an Independent Special District that is historically an 
agricultural water district district that serves its members agricultural water interests.   

A Special District cannot provide a ""new and different"" service without LAFCo approval. (Third District 
2008 5052324 April 2008).  Government Code Section 56425 et seq speaks to LAFCo's role in the 
activation of latent powers in an SOI, and 56430 et seq to the Municipal Service Review. There is no 
discussion in the SEIR of the activation of Principal Acts of OHWD to provide ""new and different"" 
services and LAFCo's role in the process. There are no attachments relating to the LAFCo process, no 
applications from OHWD, no LAFCo approvals, reports, studies, water plans nor is there any evidence of 



public outreach, protest hearings announcements, landowners votes and no evidence  of engagement 
with the landowners within the district including the hundreds of ag res owners in OHWD boundaries, 
many of whom are within the city limits of Elk Grove.   If the principal acts of OHWD were, in fact, 
changed by the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors pursuant to Water Code 35040 it is not stated 
in the SEIR and no attachments to evidence such approval are included in the SEIR. 

As we are all aware the South American Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Agencies including OHWD 
and the Sacramento Central Groundwater Authority are currently engaged in the development of a 
single Groundwater Sustainability Plan for the sub basin. To satisfy the requirements of the Sustainable 
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) and avoid management of the sub basin by the Department of 
Water Resources (DWR)a plan must be filed with DWR by 2022. As we are all also aware SGMA requires 
transparency, public engagement and public outreach to all interested parties in the sub basin which will 
be evaluated  by the DWR and  which could become a factor in approval or denial of the GSP. 

I propose in consideration of a having a transparent and viable SASb GSP development effort which will 
meet DWR scrutiny that a new EIR be developed or at the very least the SEIR be recirculated with 
supplement section that accurately addresses: the water supply and sewer arrangements for the Elk 
Grove SOIA and Multi-Sport Complex industrial Annexation Area and ,specifically, the activation of the 
latent powers of OHWD;  any role the City  plays in the water/sewer arrangements; the potential 
impacts it creates on the Cosumnes River/Deer Creek water sheds; how increased water demand in the 
Elk Grove SOI  impacts municipal water users in Elk Grove and ag res owners in Elk Grove and 
groundwater sustainability in the SASb; and how the infrastructure and  administration of the water and 
sewer services in OHWD will be financed by the district.  

Also provide attachments to the re-circulated SEIR which are currently a matter of public record  that 
include: the Elk Grove Multi-sport Complex Water Master Plan, and Zone 40 Water Supply Master Plan 
Amendment as well as LAFCo or BOS public records there might be relating to the approval of the latent 
powers different"" of OHWD.   

Thank you. 

Suzanne Pecci, a longtime resident of the rural area of East Elk Grove" 



From: Christopher Jordan
To: Cultural Resource Department Inbox
Cc: Gerken, Matthew
Subject: [EXTERNAL] RE: Multi-Sport Complex and Grant Line Industrial Annexation Area
Date: Tuesday, August 18, 2020 5:25:58 PM
Attachments: image002.png

image003.png
DRAFT_SportsComplex_ProposedLUP.pdf

Hello Mariah,
 
Thank you for your email.  In response, please find attached an exhibit illustrating planned land uses
for the Project area.  I’m copying Matthew Gerken from AECOM, our CEQA consultant, as he can
address any technical questions and can forward additional exhibits as appropriate.
 
As always, we appreciate the Wilton Rancheria’s continued working relationship with City and are
available to discuss the project in more detail. 
 
Christopher
 
 

 
Christopher J. Jordan, AICP | City Manager’s Office
Director of Strategic Planning and Innovation
 
City of Elk Grove
8401 Laguna Palms Way, Elk Grove, CA 95758
t 916.478.2222
cjordan@elkgrovecity.org 
TTY/TDD 888.435.6092
elkgrovecity.org

 
 
 

From: Cultural Resource Department Inbox <crd@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 18, 2020 12:20 PM
To: Christopher Jordan <cjordan@elkgrovecity.org>
Cc: Cultural Resource Department Inbox <crd@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov>
Subject: Multi-Sport Complex and Grant Line Industrial Annexation Area
 

[EXTERNAL EMAIL]

Good morning,
 
Wilton Rancheria received the letter notification regarding the Multi-Sport Complex and Grant Line

mailto:crd@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov
mailto:Matthew.Gerken@aecom.com
mailto:cjordan@elkgrovecity.org
https://urldefense.proofpoint.com/v2/url?u=http-3A__elkgrovecity.org_&d=DwMFAg&c=TQzoP61-bYDBLzNd0XmHrw&r=LgNZU08Fg-bW78Gk3hLRG_njIC4wJdWX6oECcN2l_P4&m=djy_TH52SaueA4ajT_341yQqRPbZkrMHn7lCpcNlyiY&s=S6iUZESaN3JvK_5Ik-2H0rM-LJ4aStFV4t48hhz1T_I&e=
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Industrial Annexation Area dated July 20, 2020. We would like to request any maps of this project.
 
Thank you
 

Mariah Mayberry
Wilton Rancheria
Tel: 916.683.6000 ext 2023 | Fax: 916.683.6015
9728 Kent Street | Elk Grove | CA | 95624
mmayberry@wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov
wiltonrancheria-nsn.gov
 

 
 

By sending us an email (electronic mail message) or filling out a web form, you are sending us personal
information (i.e. your name, address, email address or other information). We store this information in
order to respond to or process your request or otherwise resolve the subject matter of your submission.

Certain information that you provide us is subject to disclosure under the California Public Records Act or
other legal requirements. This means that if it is specifically requested by a member of the public, we are
required to provide the information to the person requesting it. We may share personally identifying
information with other City of Elk Grove departments or agencies in order to respond to your request. In
some circumstances we also may be required by law to disclose information in accordance with the
California Public Records Act or other legal requirements.
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