COUNTY OF PLACER
Community Development Resource Agency

John Marin, Agency Director | PLANNING

Michael J. Johnson
Planning Director

MEMORANDUM
TO: Honoerable Board of Supervisors
FROM: Michael J. Johnson, Director

Planning Department, Community Development Resource Agency
DATE: November 06, 2007

SUBJECT: GEMERAL PLAN AMENDMENT/ REZONE - 430 NATIONAL AVENUE ~ (PREA
T20070218)

ACTION REQUESTED:

The Board of Supervisors is being asked to approve a General Plan Amendment and Rezone
{from Tahoe Vista Plan 022 to Tahoe Vista Plan Area 023) and to bring the land use
designation far the project site into compliance with the TRPA fand use desigrations for the
property.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The applicant is requesting approval of a General Plan Amendment and Rezening to change
the land use designation of the property from the Tahoe Vista Plan Area 022 (Special Area 5)
to reflect the TRPA approved Plan Area Statement designation of Plan Area Statement 023 -
Residential, out of the Nerth Tahce Area General Plan. |f the proposed ¢change is approved,
the applicant intends to follow this approval with the demolition of the existing residence and
the construction of a new larger residence.

ACTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION:

On September 13, 2007, the Planning Commission, unanimously (8-0, with the District 5 seat
being vacant), recommended approval of the Rezone application and General Plan Amendment
request.

ANALYSIS OF ISSUES:

As previeusly described, the proposal seeks to amend the existing General Plan land use and
zoning designations to allow the Placer County zoning designation to reflect the TRPA Plan
Area Statement (023 - Residential). Staff has concluded and the Planning Commission has
concurred, that the proposed General Plan Amendment / Rezane will not only resolve a conflict
in land use designation between the two regulatory agencies, but will also better match the
land use on and adjacent to the property. This triangular-shaped parcel is surrounded on two
out of three sides by residential uses and zoning. The third side faces National Avenue with
vacant industrial land across the street.



CEQA COMPLIANCE:
A Negative Declaration {PREA T20070218) was prepared for this project and is recommended
by the Planning Commission as the appropriate enviranmental document for the project.

RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends the Board adopt the Negative Declaration and approve the Rezone and the
General Plan Amendment for the 430 National Avenue project.

FINDINGS:

CEQA

1. The Negative Declaration has been prepared as required by law.

2. There is no substantial evidence in the record as a whole that the Project may have any
potentially significant effects on the environment, therefore no mitigation measures are
required.

3 The Negative Declaration as adopted for the Project reflects the independent judgment and
analysis of Flacer County, which has exercised overall control and direction of its
preparation.

4. The custodian of records for the Project is the Placer County Planning Director,
Community Development Resource Agency, 3081 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA
95603,

General Plan Amendment/Rezone

5. The proposed General Plan AmendmentiRezoning 1s in the public interest, in that it will
provide for a more consistent and compatible land-use pattern for the area, and will
provide consistency with TRPA Plan Area Statement Maps.

Iy submitted,

L J. JOHNSON, AICP
g Director

TS:

IBIT A - Site Plan

IBIT B — Resolution and Exhibit for General Plan Amendment
iBIT C - Ordinance and Exhibit for Rezone

EXHIBIT D —Negative Declaration

oc Applicant — Gary Taylor
North Tahoe Regional Advisory Coundil

COPIES SENT BY PLANNING:
Phillip Frantz - CORAJ Engineering & Surveying
Grant Miller — Envirpnmental Health Services
Brent Backus — Air Pollution Control District
Scott Firley - Counly Counsel
Michael fohrson — Flanning Director
Steve Buelna - Supervising Planner
Allen Breuch —Tahoe Land Use Manager
Subjectichrona files
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California
In the matter of: A RESOLUTION AMENDING Resolution No.

THE NORTH TAHOE AREA GENERAL PLAN-
430 NATIONAL AVENUE LLC{PREA 20070218)

The following resolution was duly péssed by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Placer
at a regular meeting held , by the following vote:

Ayes:
Noes:
Absent:
Signed and approved by me after its passage.

Attest:

Chairman, Board of Supervisors

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, on September 13, 2007, the Placer County Planning Commission {"Planning
Cormmission”) held a public hearing to consider the 430 National Avenue General Plan Amendment
and Rezoning, including certain proposed amendments te the Land Use Designations set forth in the
Placer County General Plan {the “General Plan"), and the Planning Commission has made
recemmendations to the Board of Supervisors {"Board”) related thereto, and

WHEREAS, on November 6, 2007, the Board held a pubfic hearing to consider "the
recommendations of the Planning Commission and fo receive public input regarding the proposed
amendments to the Land Use Designations set forth in the General Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the proposed amendments to the General Plan,
considered the recommendations of the Planning Commission, received and considered the written
and oral comments submitted by the public thereon, and is hereby adopting the Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the 430 National Avenue General Plan Amendment and Rezoning, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed amendments will serve to protect and enhance the
health, safety and general welfare of the residents of the General Plan area and the County as a
whale, and

WHEREAS, the Board further finds the proposed amendments are consistent with the
provisions of the General Plan and are in compliance with applicable requirements of State law, and

Resolution 2007-
Page Two

Al



WHEREAS, notice of all hearings required has been given and all hearings have been held as
required by County crdinance and State law, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds that the foregoing recitais setting forth the actions of the County
are true and correct,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE
COUNTY OF PLACER that the Land Use Designation for the project site (Assessor's Parcel Numbers
117-090-026-000) set forth in the Placer County General Plan is hereby amended as shown on the
Amended Land Use Designation Exhibit A, attached heretc and incorporated herein by reference.

Resolution No, .
Amending the Placer County General Plan j;{
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of: . Ord, No.:
FIRST READING:

AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PLACER

COUNTY CODE CHAPTER 17, MAP T-10
RELATING TO THE REZONING [N THE

TAHOE VISTA AREA ~ 430 NATIONAL

AVENUE (PREA 20070218) {APN 117-090-026-000)

The following Ordinance was duly passed by the Board of Supervisers of the County of

Placer at a regular meeting held , by the following vote on roll

call:

Ayes:
MNoes:
Absent:

Signed and approved by me after ts passage.

Chairman, Board of Supervisors

Aftest
Clerk of said Board

Ann Holman

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF PLACER, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, DOES HEREBY DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

The Placer County Code, Chapter 17, Map T-10, relating to Rezoning in the Tahoe Vista
area, is amended from PAS- 022 (Special Area 5) - Tahoe Vista Public Service { Industrial
to PAS- 023 - Tahoe Vista Residential as shown on the Rezone Exhibit A, attached hereto
and incorporated herein by reference; The Board finds that assignment of the new zone
district is compatible with the objectives, policies, and general fand uses specified by the
Placer County General Plan (as amended by PREA 20070218) adopied pursuant to the
State Planning | and Zoning Law, and will best serve the public's welfare

A4

EXHIBIT C
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|"§ Community Development Resource Agency COORDINATION
N, ‘ SERVICES
= John Marin, Agency Director !

Gina Langford, Coordinator

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

In accordance with Placer County ordinances regarding implementation of the California Environmental Guality Act, Placer County has

conducted an Initial Study to determine whather the following project may have a significant adverse effect on the envirenment, and an the

basis of that study hereby finds:

(] The proposed project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment; therefore, it does not require the preparation of an
Envirgnmenlal Impact Report and this Negative Declaration has been prepared.

5 Although the proposed project could have a significant adverse effect on the environment, there wilt not be a significant adverse effect
in this case bacause he project has incorporated specific provisions to reduce impacts to a less than significant level andfor the
mitigalion measures described herein have been added to the project. A Mitigated Negative Declaration has thus been prepared.

The environmental documents, which constitute the Initial Study and provide the basis and reasons for this determination are attached
andfor referenced harsin and are hereby made a part of this document,

PRCOJECT INFORMATION

{Title: 430 National LLC Rezoning |Plus# PREA 720070218

‘Description: Applicants request the approval of a Rezoning lhat involves the realignment the zoning boundary line al this parcel so
that it reflects the land use designation of the adopted Community Plan Map and the TRPA Flan Area Statemenl (FAS) maps. This
would rezone the property from commercial {Placer County zaning maps) to residential (adopled Community Plan map and TRPA
PAS maps). The existing parcels were developed in 1959 and contain & small residential structure (approximately 300 sq. ft. with 2
bedrooms and 1 half fath). The proposed rezone would allow for the demofition of the existing structure, replacing it with a larger

single family residenfial structure.

Location: 430 National Avenue in lhe Tahoe Visla area

Project Owner: 430 NATIONAL LLC

Project Applicant: Gary Taylor, PO Box 1715, Crystal Bay, NV B9402, 775-832-5074

1County Contact Person: Sleve Buelna 530-581-6285

PUBLIC NOTICE

The comment period for this document closes on September 10, 2007. A copy of Ihe Negalive Declaration is available for public review at
the Community Development Resource Agency public counter and at the King's Beach Library. Property owners within 300 fest of the
subject site shall be neotified by mail of the upcoming hearing before the Planning Commission. Addilional information may.be oblained by
comtacting the Community Developrment Resource Agency, Environmental Coordination Services, at (530) 745-3132 between the hours of
8:00 am and 5:00 pm at 2081 County Center Crive, Auburn, CA 95603,

If you wish to appeal the approprialeness or adequacy of lhis document, address your written comments to our finding that the project
will nat have a significant adverse effect on the environment: {1) identify the erviranmental effect(s), why they would occur, and why they
would be significant, and (23 suggest any mitigation measures which you believe would eliminate or reduce the effect lo an acceptabie
level. Regarding lem (1} above, explain the basis for your comments and submil any supporting dala or references. Reler to Section
18.32 of the Placer County Code for important information regarding the tmely fifing of appeats.

Recarder's Gertification
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COUNTY_ OF PLACER ENVIRONMENTAL
Community Development Resource Agency COORDINATION

SERVICES

&7 John Marin, Agency Director
’ Gina Langford, Coordinator

3091 County Center Cirive, Suite 150 » Auburn « Califomia 5603 « 530-745-3132  fax 530-745-3003 » wwiw ol acer ca goviplanning

INITIAL STUDY & CHECKLIST

This Initia?! Study has been prepared to identify and assess the anticipated environmental impacts of the following
described project application. The document may rely on previcus environmental documents (see Section C) a_nd
site-specific studies (see Section }) prepared to address in detail the effects or impacts associated with the project.

" This document has been prepared to satisfy the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA} (Public
Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines {14 CCR 15000 et seq.) CEQA requires
that all state and local government agencies consider the environmental consequences of projects over which they
have discrelionary authority before acting on those projects.

The Initial Study is a public document used by the decision-making lead agency ta determine whether a project
may have a significant effect on the environment. If the lead agency finds substantial evidence that any aspect of
the project, either individually or cumulatively, may have a significant effect on the environment, regardless of
whether the overall effect of the project is adverse or beneficial, the lead agency is required to prepare an EIR, use
a previously-prepared EIR and suppiement that EIR. or prepare a Subsequent EIR to analyze the project at hand, If
the agency finds no substantial evidence that the project or any of its aspects may cause a significant effect on the
environment, a Negative Declaration shall be prepared. If in the course of analysis, the agency recagnizes that the
project may have a significant impact on the environment, but that by incorperating specific mitigation measures the
impact will be reduced to a less than significant effect, 2 Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be prepared,

A. BACKGROUND:

Project Title: 430 National Rezoning ‘ Flus# PREA T20070218
Entittermnents: Rezone .
Site Area: 114 acres/d4, 949 square feet [ APN: 117-030-028-000

Location: 430 Naticnal Avenue in the Tahoe Vista area

Project Descriplion: '
Applicant requests Rezoning of the zaning boundary iing to reflect the land use designation of the adopted .
Community Plan Map and the TRPA Plan Area Statement (PAS} Maps, This would rezone the property from !
commercial (Placer County zoning maps} to residential (adopted Community Pian map and TRPA PAS maps). The
existing parcels were developed in 1958 and contain a small residential structure {approximately 300 square feet
with two bedrooms and one half bath). The proposed rezone allows for the demolition of the existing structure,
replacing it with a larger single family residential structure.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

| Location Zoning General Plan/Community Plan Existing Conditions & Improvemants
Site Public Senvice/Industrial Public Servical/lndustrial Single Famity Dwelling
MNorth Same as project site Same as praject site ! Welding/Andustrial
South Residential Residential ; Same as project site
East Residantial Residential Duplex under censtruction/Single Famity
Dwelling
Viest Same as project site Same as project site Unimproved

TAECS'ECRPREA 2007 0218 430 Natonal Rezoningknitial sludy ECS doc



initial Study & Checklist continued
C. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

The County has determined that an Initial Study shail be prepared in order to determine whether the potentiat
exists for unmitigatable impacts resulting from the proposed project. Relevant analysis from the County-wide
General Pian and Community Plan Cerified EiRs, and other project-specific studies and repomts that have been
generated to date, were used as the database for the Initial Study. The decision to prepare the Initial Study
utilizing the analysis contained in the General Plan and Specific Plan Certified EIRs, and project-specific analysis
summarized herein, is sustained by Sections 15168 and 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines.

Section 15183 stales that “projects which are consistent with the development density established by existing
zoning, community plan or general plan policies for which an EIR was certified shall not require additionat
environmental review, except as may be necessary to examine whether there are project-specific significant
effects which are peculiar to the project or site.” Thus, if an impact is not peculiar to the project or site, and it has
been addressed as a significant effect in the prior EIR, or will be substantially mitigated by the imposition of
unifarmly applied development policies or standards, then additional environmentat documentation nged not be
prepared for the project solely on the basis of that impact.

Section 15168 relating to Program EIRs indicates that where subsequent activities involve site-specific
operations, the agency shouid use a written checklist or similar device {o document the evatuation of the site and
the activity, to determine whether the environmental effects of the operation were covered in the earlier Program
EIR. A Program EIR is intended to provide the basis in an Initial Study for determining whether the later activity
may have any significant effects. It will also be incorporated by reference to address regiona! influences,
secondary effects, cumuiative impacls, broad afternatives, and other factors that apply to the program as a whole.

The following documents serve as Program-level EIRs fram which incorporation by reference will occur:

2 County-wide General Plan EIR
2 North Tahoe Area General Community Ptan EIR

The above stated decuments are available for review Monday through Friday, 8am to 5pm. at the Placer
County Community Development Resource Agency, 3091 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603, For Tahoe
projects, the document witl also be available in our Tahoe Division office, 585 West Lake Blvg, Tahoe City, CA
96145,

D. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

The initial Study checklist recommended by the State of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines is
used io determine potential impacts of the proposed project on the physical environment. The checklist provides a
list of questions concerning a comprehensive array of environmental issue areas potentially affected by the project
{see CEQA Guidelines, Appendix ). Explanations to answers are provided in a discussion for each section of
questions as follows: ’

ay A biief explanation is required for all answers including "MNo Impact” answers.

b} “Less Than Significant Impact” applies where the project’'s impacts are insubstantial and de not require any
mitigation to raduce impacts.

¢) "Less Than Significant with Mitigation Measures" applies whare the incorporation of mitigation measures has
reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact” to a "Less than Significant Impact.” The County, as lead
agency, must descrbe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less-than-
significant level (mitigation measures from earlier analyses may be cross-referenced).

dy "Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If
there are one ar more "Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made. an EIR is required.

&) All answers must take account of the entire action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well
as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts [CEQA Guidelines.
Section 15063(a){1}].

f)  Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, Program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has
been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration [CEQA Guidelines, Section 15063 c)(3(D)). A
trief discussion should be altached addressing the following:

2 Eadier analyses used - identify earlier analyses and state where they are available far review,

A

Initial Study & Checklist 2 af 16



Iriitial Study & Checklist continued
3 Impacts adequately addressed - Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of,
and adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards. Also, state whether
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

<& Mitigation measures — For effects that are checked as “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Measures,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the
extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

g} Refarences to information sources for petential impacts (i.e. General Plans/Community Plans, zoning ordinances)
should be incorporated into the checklist Reference to a previously-prepared or outside document should include a
reference to the pages or chapters where the statement is substantiated. A source list should be attached and
other sources used, or individuals contacted, should be cited in the discussion.

S0

Initial Stuedy & Checklist Jofle



Initial Study B Checklist continued

|. AESTHETICS — Would the project.

: Less Than .
o .| Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant | . with . | Significant | 000
- Impact Mitigation | Impact
: Measures
1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? (PLN) X
2. Substantially damage scenic resources, inciuding, but not
limmited to, trees, rock outcroppings., and historic buildings, X
within a state scenic highway? (PLN)
3. Substantiaily degrade the existing visual character or quality X
of the site and its surraundings? (PLN}
4. Create a new source of substantiaf light or glare, which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? X

{PLN)

Discussion- All temns:

The proposed project seeks to change the zoning for the parcel allowing for the demolition and replacement of the
existing residence with a new, larger residence. This will not have a negative impact on the aesthetic qualibies of

the area.

IIl. AGRICULTURAL RESQURCE - Would the project:

AR -4 LessThan | <
1P otentlally Sigmﬁcant _Less Than No
Slgmf' cant | . Cwith f Signiﬁcant Impact
mpact ;- Mtﬂgatlon ) ;Impact I B
e Py e | Measures |l -
1 Convert F'rlrne Farmland Umque Farmtand or Farmiand of
Statewide or Local Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmiand Mapping and X
Monitcring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
nen-agriculfural use? {PLN)
2. Conflict with General Plan or ofher peiicies regarding land %
use buffers for agricultural operations? (FLN)
3. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a X
Williamson Act contract? {PLN)
4. [nvolve other changes in the existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could result in conversion of X
Farmland {including livestock grazing} to nen-agricultural use? !
[(PLN} 1
Discussion- All Items:
This project will not result in any impact upon the agricultural resources for this area,
If. AIR QUALITY — Would the project:
Less Than - L
Potantially Sig nif'cant Less Than |
Sigmfcant . with .. | Significant impact
Impar.-t Mitigation  Impact P
: S ) Bt Maasures .
1. Conflict with or obstruct implamentation of the applicable air X

quaiity plan? (APCL)

PLIN=Planning, E5D=€nginearing & Surveying Department, EHS =Environrmental Health Services, APCD=Air Poilution Control District 4 of 16
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially ta
an existing or projected air quality violation? (AFCD)

3. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria for which the project regicn is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard
{including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)? {APCD)

4. Expose sensitive receplors to substantial pollutant
concentrations? (APCO)

5. Create objectionable odars affecting a substantial number of
paeople? (APCD) !

Discussion- ltem 111-1:
The project will not confiict with the Air Quality Management Plan.

Discussion- Items MI-2,3:

This proposed project is located in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin portion of Placer County. This area is
designated as non-attainment far the federal and state czone standard ang non-attainment for the state particulate
malter standard, According to the project description, the project will not have a significant impact on air guality.

Discussion- tems 111-4,5:

Based upon the project description, the project would not expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

concentrations and would not create abjectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES - Would the project.

| oty

‘Significant
2 _Imr_-'_at:t

‘Less Than
Significant

with -
Mitigation
"7l Measuras

.Significant
- Impact -

Less Than ] -

No
Impact

1. Have a sﬁbstantial -éd'verée 'effe'ct, elther diréctly or through

habital modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans,
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
& Game or U, Fish & Wildlife Service? (PLN)

2. 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 of restrict the range of an
endangered, rare. or threatened species? {(PLN)

3. Have a substantial adverse effact on the environment by
canverting oak woodlands? (PLN)

4. Have a substantial agverse effect cn any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional
plans, policies or regulations or by the California Department of
Fish & Game or U.8. Fish & Wildife Service? (FLN)

5. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protectad
wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
{inciuding, but not imited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, eic.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means? (PLN)

&. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native

resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with establisheg
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use !
of native wildlife nursery sites? (PLN)

1

A

FLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering R Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Ar Pollution Contral Dustrict 5 of 16



Initiad Study & Chedklist continued

7. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting

biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or X
grdinance? (PLN)

8 Confiict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Pian, or X

other approved Iocal, regional, or state habitat conservation

pian? (PLN}

Discussion- All tems:

The proposed project will not result in any greater impact on the biological resources for the area than the existing

site development, as this is a previously disturbed site.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

of farmal cemeteries? (PLN)

o, . .| lLessThan |- S
- | Potentially | Significant | Less Than |
“Slgnificant | - with. Significant | | mpac-t'
5 “Impact - | Mitigation ¢ Impact .
: L LA S .| Measures |- '
1. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines, Section X
15084.57 (FLN)
2. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a
unique archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, X
Section 15064.52 (PLN)
3. Directly or indirectly destroy a unigue paleontological X
resource of site or unique geologic feature? (PLN)
4. Have the potential to cause a physica! change, which would X
- affect unique ethnic cultural values? (PLN)
5. Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential X
impact area? {PLN)
&. Disturb any human remains, including these interred outside

Discussion- Alf ltams:

During the initial review of this project, correspondence from the North Centeal Information Center dated February
28, 2007 recommended that *further archival and/or fietd study by a cultural resource professional is

recommended”. Accordingly, the applicant has prepared and submitted a report from Mary Maniery of Par
Environmental Service, Inc. The report indicates that a cultural resources survey of the subject parcel was
conducted on May 19, 2007 No prehistoric or historical archaeological sites or isolated artifacts were found. No

mitigation measures are required.

Vi. GEOLOGY & SCILS — Would the project:

o .| . .l LessThan e L
S BT T e 1 Potentially | Stgnificant | Less Than | . No
x| < Environmental Issue - Significant | - with .. | Significant | , o o
TR e e .~ Impact -] Mitigation fmpact P
_ . o T : Measures :
1. Expose people or structures to unstable earth conditions or X
changes in geclogic substructures? (ESD)
2. Result in significant disruptions, displacements, compactian X
or overcrowding of the soil? {ESD)
3. Result in substantial change in topegraphy or ground surface X
1 relief features? {ESD)

35
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Irutial Study & Checklist continused

[ 4 Result in the destruction, covering or modification of any
unique geologic or physical features? {ESD)

5. Result in any significant increase in wind or water erosion of
soils, either an or off the site? (ESD)

6. Result in changes in deposition or erosion or changes in
siltation which may madify the channel of a river, stream, or
lzke? (ESD)

7. Result in exposure of people or property to geologic and
geomorphotogical (i . Avalanches) hazards such as
eanthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar
hazards? (ESD)

8. Be located on a geologica!l urit or soil that is unstable, or that
would become unstable as a result of the project, and
patentially result in on or off-site landslide, 1ateral spreading,
subsidence, liguefaction, or collapse? {(ESD)

4. Be located on expansive 50ils, as defined in Table 18, 1-B of
the Uniform Building Code {1934}, creating substantial nisks to
life or property? (ESD)

Discussion- All ltems:

This project is to realign the zoning boundary line in order o rezone the property from commercial 1o residential.

The rezone will have no additional impacts on Gealogy & Soils.

VIl. HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project:

.- Envirenmental Issue 7

1

| Potentially’
. | Significant -

Less Than
‘Significant
Crsathe
-Mitigation -
" Measures -

Leéé Than
Significant

“Hmpact

<

“Na .

mpact

1. Create a significant hazard to the pu'blic or the environment
through the routine handling, transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials? (EHS)

2. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environmeant
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment? (EHS}

3. Emit hazardous emissions, substances, or waste within one-
quarter mile of an existing or prepesed school? (APCD)

4. Be located on a site which is included on g list of hazardous

materials sites compiled pursuant to Governmeant Code Section
65962.5 and, as a resuit, would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment? (EHS)

5. Far a project lpcatad within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport ar public use airport, would the project resultin a
safely hazard for people residing or working in the project
area? (FLN)

6. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing in the
project area? (PLN)

7. Expose people or steuctures to a significant risk of ioss, injury
or death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are
adiacent to urbanized areas or where residences are

intermixed with wildlands? (PFLN)

8. Create any health hazard or potential health hazard? {EHS)
L.

X
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[nitial Study & Checklist continued

9. Expose people to existing sources of potential health
hazards? (EHS) '

Discussion- item VII-1:

This project will not create a significant hazard to the public or the enviranment through the routine handling,

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materiais.

Discussion- item VH-2:

The use of hazardous substances during normal construction and residential activities is expected to be limited in
nature and will be subject to standard handling and storage requirements. Accordingly, impacts related to the
release of hazardous substances are considered less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- ltem VII-3:

Based upon the project description, the project is not expected to emit hazardous £missions.

Discussion- ltem VII-4:

The project is not located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65862.5. As a result, it will not create a significant hazard to the public or the

anvironment,

Discussion- Items VII-5,6,7:

The proposed project is a substantial distance away from the closest airport, which is in Truckee. There will not be
any safety hazards related to airstrips or airports resulting frern this project.

Discussion- ltem VI-8:

Mosquitc breeding is not expected to significantly impact this project. Common problems associated with
overwatering of landscaping and residentiat irrigation have the potential to breed mosquitoes. As a condition of
this project, it is recommended that drip irrigation be used for landscaping areas. Mo mitigation measures are

required.

Discussion- ltem Vi-9:

A Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment was conducted on this project site, consisting of a records search and
related review. The Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment did not identify any past uses known to be associated
with human health hazards. As such, the exposure of people to existing sources of potential health hazards is
considered to be less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Vill. HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY — Would the project:

Less Than |

s S | Potentially |- Sigbificant | Less Than |- o
En\iironmqntél Issu : _Slgr,ﬂ!’is;‘-ant cnowith 0 Significant” Im 'ac{t"
e | impact. | Mitigation |~ impact | T
” S .- | Measures : '
1. Violate any potable water quality standards? (EHS} X
2. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be
i a pet deficit in aquifer volume or a lessening of local groundwater X !
supplies (i.e. the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells |
would drop 10 & level which would net support existing land uses '
i or planned uses for which permits have been granted? (EHS)
3. Substantially aiter the existing drainage pattern of the site or X
area? (EsD)
4, Increase the rate or amount of surface runoff? (ESD) X
5, Creale or contribute runoff water which would include X
substanfial additional sources of polluted water? (ESD) ﬁ-
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tnitial Study & Checklist continued

5. Otherwise substantially degrade surface water quality?(E5SD) X

7. Otherwise substantially degrade ground water quality? (EHS) X |
8. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped

on a federal Flood Hazard boundary or Flood Insurance Rate X
Map or other flood hazard delineation map? (ESD)

9. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area improvements X

which would impede or redirect flood flows? (ESD)

10. Expose pecple or structures to a significant risk of loss, Injury ]
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the X
failure of a levae or dam? (ESDY

!
!

11. Alter the direction or rate of flow of groundwater? {(EHS) X

12. impact the watershed of impertant surface water resources,
including but not limited to Lake Tahoe, Folsom Lake, Hell Hole
Reservoir, Rock Creek Reservoir, Sugar Pine Reservoir, X
French Meadows Reservoir, Combie Lake, and Rollins Lake?
(EHS, ESD)

Discussion- Item VIH-1:
The project will not violate any potable water quality standards as it is served by a public water system which uses
surface water as its main source of water supply.

Discussion- item Vill-2:

This project is not likely to deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge as the
public water entity uses a surface water supply for its primary water source. The praject lies in an area where soils
are conducive to groundwater recharge. The likelihood of this project substantiafly depleting groundwater supplies
or interering substantially with groundwater recharge is considerad to be less than significant. No mitigation
measures are required.

Discussion- items VIII-3,4,5,6,8,910:
This project is to realign the zoning boundary line in order to rezone the preperty from commercial to residential
The rezone will have no additional impacts on Hydrology & Water Quality.

Discussion- ltems VII-7,12:

This project proposes to use standard best management practices (BMP) to limit surface runoff and ercsion from
the project site. The project site consists of pervious surfaces and surface runoff is not expected to be significant.
Thus, the impact of substantially degrading ground water quality or impacting the watershed of impeortant surface
water resources, such as Lake Tahoe, is considerad to be less than significant. No mitigation measures are
required.

Discussion- ltemn ViIl-11:

The project is served by a public water supplier which uses primarily a surface water source for its potable water
supply. Thus, the ability of the project to alter the direction or rate of flow of groundwater is less than significant. No
mitigation measures are required,

X, LAND USE & PLANNING = Would the project:

S . e .. i i .o . 1 Less Than : i
L e e g UL r | Significant | Less Than N
. Environmental Issus .. with - | Significant | o9
el R LR .. | Mhitigation | Impact mpac
| .Measures |
1. Physically divide an established community? (PLN) X
| I

=
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

2. Conflict with General Plan/Community Plan/Specific Plan X
designations or zoning, or Plan policies? {EHS, ESD, PLN}

3. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation pian or
natural community conservation plan or other County policies, X
| plans, or regulations adopted for purposes of avoiding of
| mitigating environmental effects? (PLN} i

4, Result in the development of incompatible uses andfor the X
creation of land use conflicts? {PLN)

5. Affect agricultural and timber resources or cperations (i e.
impacts to soils or farmlands and timber harvest plans, or X
impacts from incompatible land uges)? (PLN}

&. Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established
community {including a low-income or minority community}? _ X
{PLN)
7. ResUit in a substantial alteration of the present or planned X
land use of an area? (PLN)

8. Cause economic or social changes that would resuit in .
significant adverse physical changes to the environment such X
as urban decay or detericration? (PLN)

Discussion- Item [X-1:

The proposed project will not divide an established community as the zone change will reflect the adjacent
residential Zoning and uses. Furthermore the use itself will not change as it is currently occupied by a single family
residence.

Discussion- Item 1X-2:

This project is currently zoned commercial and is proposing to change its zoning from commercial to residential.
Tha parcel currently has a single family dwelling on it and iies in an area that is mainly residential with this parcel
being commercial. As the proposal is for a commercial Zoned Iot with a single family dwelling existing on it, the
residential zoning is applicabig in this case. The project conflicting with the North Tahoe Community Plan
designations or zoning. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- ltem 1X-3:
The proposed project will not conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan or other County policies.

Discussion- ltem 1X-4; .

This rezone will not result in the development of incompatible uses and/or the creation of [and use conflicts. It will
howaver, result in making a nonconforming use conform to the zone district and make Placer County and the
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency's zoning for this parcel consistent with each other.

Discussion- Item 1X-5: .
This rezone of an existing developed parcel will not affect agricultural and timber resources or operations.

Discussion- ltem iX-&:
The proposed praject will not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established community as there will
ke no change in use as compared to whal exists presentiy. '

Discussion- item IX-7:

The proposed project will result in a change to the planned use of the property due to the factthat it is a zone
change, but it will not change the present use of the site as it wili remain residential.

Discussion- ltem IX-8:

This rezone of this individual parcel will not cause ecanomic ar social changes that will result in significant adverse
physical changes to the anvironment such as urban decay or deterioration.

37
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Initial Study & Checklist conbinued

X. MINERAL RESOURCES — Would the project result in:

J - Less Than
_ ' Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Envireonmental Issue Significant | . with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
' ' Measures
1. The loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
wolld be of value to the region and the residents of the state? X
{FLN)
2. The loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated an a local general plan, specific plan or X

cther land use plan? {FLN}

Discussion- All ltems:

There are no known mineral resource in the project area that wilt be of value to the region and the residents of the
state. Additionally, there will be relatively little site disturbance required for the consiruction of a new residence as

there is little slope to this proparty.

b NOISE —Whould the project result in:

Potentialfy )
“Significant -
«Impact ..

_Less Than -

Signiﬂcant
S owith

_MmQation
‘Measures

Lass Than

Significant
- impact .

"'No

Impact

1. Exposure of persons to or generation of ngise levels in
excess of standards established in the local General Plan,
Community Plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies? (EHS)

2. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
{EHS)

3. A substantizl temperary or periodic increase in ambient noise

! levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the
1 project? (EHS)

4. 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 arport or public use airport, would the project expose
peaple residing or working in the project area to excessive
naise levels? (EHS)

5. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise ievels? (EHS)

Discussion- ltems XI-1,3:

Construction of the project, through build-out, will increase ambient noise levels, Adjacent residents may be

negatively impacted, This impact is considered to be temporary and less than significant. A condition of approval
for the project will be recommended that limits construction hours so that early evening and early mernings, as

well as all day Sunday, will be free of construction noise.

Discussion- [tem XI-2:

This project will not create a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity.

Discussion- ltern Xi-4:
This project is not located within an airport land use plan.

Discussion- ltem X1-5:
This project is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip.

3¢
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

XH. POPULATION & HOUSING - Would the project.

Less Than -
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Enviranmental Issua Significant with Slgnificant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
P L P

Measures '
1. Induce substantial population growth in an area, sither
directly {i.e. by proposing new homes and businesses) or X
indirectly {i.e. through extension of roads or other
infrastructura)? {PLN)
2. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing X

aisewhere? (PLN)

Discussion- AH ltems:

There will be no increase in the housing demand created by this project,

XIN. PUBLIC SERVICES - Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental services andfor facilities, the construction of which could cause
sighificant environrmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other

performance cbjectives for any of the public services?

:1.Less Than L
A SR Potentlally Slg'n_if_iqant Less Than | - -
.Environmental lssus Slgmf cant.| - with Slgnif' cant Impact
LT e ~z'|- Mitigation Impact pe
: oy Measures '
1. Fire protection? (EHS, ESD, PLN) X
2. Sheriff protection? (EHS, ESD. PLN} X
3. Schools? {EHS, ESD, PLN) X
4. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? (EMS, ESD, X
PLN)
5. Other governmental services? (EHS, ESD, PLN) X
Discussion- All ltems;
This project is to realign the boundary line in fram commercial to residential zoning. The rezone will have no
addilional impacts on Public Services,
XV, RECREATION - Would the project result in;
LS Less Than |
. .| Potentially | Significant | Less Than | No
‘| Significant |/~ with -. | Significaat Impact
. Impact .| Mitigation | . Impact P
o o] L , < T o | Measures s '
1. Would the project increase the use of existing neighbarhoad
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that X
substantiat physical deterioration of the faciiity would oocur or
be accelerated? (PLN)
2. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreationai facilities which might X

have an adverse physical effect on the environment? (PLN)
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Irmitial Study & Chegkligt continued

Discussion- All ltems:

The proposed project will not have an impact on recreation as it will be replacing a single family residence with one
that will be slightly larger than the existing with no increase in density.

XV. TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC — Would the project result in:

. : Less Than o
o o A Potentially Significant | Less Than |
Environmental Issue ~ .| Slgnificant | - with Significant Impact
IR . Impact Mitigation Impact
. oo ] Measures :

1. An increase in traffic which may be substantial in relation to
the existing and/cr planned future year traffic load and capacity
of the roadway system {i.e. resulf in a substantial increase in X
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio
on roads, or congestion at intersections)? {ESD}
2. Exceeding, either individually or cumulatively, a leve!l of
service standard established by the County General Fian X
andfor Community Plan for roads affected by project traffic?
{ESD)
3 Increased impacts to vehicle safety due o roadway design
features (i.e. sharp curves or dangerous intersections} or X
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment}? (ESD)
4. Inadequate emergency accass or access o nearby uses? X
{ESD)
5. Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? (ESD, PLN) X
B. Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? (ESD) X
7. Conflicts with adopted policies supporting aiternative X t
transportation (i.e. bus turnouts, bigycle racks)? (ESD) E
E. Change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
fraffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial X

safety risks? (ESD)

Discussion- All ltems;

This project is to realign the zoning boundary line in order to rezone the property fmm commercial to residential and

will have no additional impacts an Transporation and Traffic.

XVIL UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:

Less Than

B R o .| Potantially | Significant | Less Than | ' =
- Environmental Issue Significant | . with " | Significant | | ';ct
LT R ey DU -/ lmpact - | Mitigation |- Impact. | - P
L oo . _ .+ | Measures |~ -
1. Exceed wastewater treatment requiremnents of the applicable X
Regional Water Quality Contre! Board? (ESD)
2. Require or result in the construction of new water or
wasltewater delivery, callection or treatment facilities or X
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could i
_cause significant environmentat effects? (EMS, ESD) 4
3. Raquire or result in the construction of new on- sate sewage X
systemns? (EHS)
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Initial Study & Checklist conbinued

4, Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the X
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects? (ESD)

5. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project

from existing entitiernents and resources, or are new or X
expanded entilements needed? (EHS3)
6. Require sewer service that may not be available by the X

area's waste water treatment provider? (EHS, ESD)

7. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs in X
compliance with all applicable laws? (EHS)

Discussion- Kems XVI-1,2,4,6:
This project is ta realign the zoning boundary line in order to rezone the property from commercial to residential and
wilt have no additional impacts on Utilities and Service Systems.

Discussion- ltem XVI-3:
The project will not require or resuit in the construction of new on-site sewage disposal systems.

Discussion- [term XVI-5:
The project site is currently served by a public water entity and as such, there are sufficient water supplies available
to serve the project from existing entittements and resources.

Discussion- ltem XVI1-T:
The project is currently served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the project's solid
waste disposal needs.

E. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

-

5 L Enyifonmental Issue

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment
or aliminate important examples of the major pericds of Califomia histery or X
prehistory?

2. Does the project have impacts that are individually imited, but cumulatively
cansiderable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects
of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past X
prajects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects.

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

F. OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES whose approval is required:

J California Depariment of Fish and Game [TLocal Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO)

[} California Department of Forestry [C] National Manine Fisheries Service

[] Califarnia Department of Health Services Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

: 7] california Departmenf of Toxic Substances [Ju.8. army Corp of Engineers

PLM=Planning, ESD=Enginearing & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District 14 of 16



Initial Study & Checklist continued

[1 California Department of Transportation 1.5 Fish ang Wildlife Service
[ California Integrated Waste Management Board B
[] California Regional Water Quality Control Board O]

G. DETERMINATION - The Environmental Review Committee finds that;

Although the propesed project COULD have a significant effect on the environment, there WILL NOT be a significant
effect in this case because the mitigation measures described herein have been added to the project. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

H. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE (Persons/Departments consulted):

Planning Departmeant, Steve Buelna, Chairperson

Engineering and Surveying Department, Janelle Fortner
Engineering and Surveying Department, Wastewater, Ed Wydra
Department of Public Works, Transportation

Environmental Health Services, Grant Miller

Air Pollution Control District, Brent Backus

Flood Contro! Districts, Andrew Darrow

Facility Services, Parks, Vance Kimbrell

Placer County FirefCDF, Bob Eicholtz

ﬂw Wm N
Signature Cate July 23, 2007
Gina Langford, Environmental Coordinator

I. SUPPORTING INFORMATION S0URCES: The following public documents were ulilized and site-specific
studies prepared to evaluate in detail the effects or impacts associated with the project. This information is
available for public review, Monday through Friday, 8am to 5pm, at the Placer County Community Development
Resource Agency, Environmental Coordination Services, 3081 County Center Drive, Suite 190, Auburn, CA
956803. For Tahoe projects, the document will alse be available in our Tahoe Division office, 563 West Lake Blvd,
Tahoe City, CA 96145,

B Community Plan

B< Environmental Review Ordinance
B General Plan

[] Grading Ordinance

[ ] Land Development Manual

I Land Bivision Ordinance

] Stormwater Management Manual
{71 Tree Ordinance

]

(] Department of Toxic Substances Control
Trustee Agency 0

County
Dacuments

Documents
il
Site-Specific Planning [] Biclogical Study
Studies Department | [] Cultural Resources Pedestrian Survey

[] Cultural Resources Records Search
1 Lighting & Photometric Plan

N 42
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

[ Paleontological Survey

[] Tree Survey & Arborist Report

[] Visual impact Analysis

T} wetiand Delineation

]

EJ

Engineering &
Surveying
Department,
Flood Control
District

[ Phasing Plan

{71 Preliminary Grading Plan

(] Preliminary Geotechnical Report

(] Preliminary Drainage Report

[] stormwater & Surface Water Quality BMP Plan

L] Traffic Study

] Sewer Pipeline Capacity Analysis

[T Placer County Commercialindustrial Waste Survey {(where pubtlic sewer
is available) .

L] Sewer Masier Plan

[] Utility Plan

O

[l

Environmental
Health
Services

(] Groundwater Contaminatien Report

[ Hydro-Geological Study

[0 Acoustical Analysis

(] Phase | Environmanial Site Assessment -

[ Soils Screening

L] Preliminary Endangerment Assessment

O

m

Air Poilution
Cantrol District

[] CALINE4 Carbon Monoxide Analysis

(1 Construction emission & Dust Control Plan

(1 Gectechnical Report {for naturally occurring ashestos)

[] Health Risk Assessment

[J URBEMIS Model Qutput

N

J

] Emergency Response andior Evacuation Plan

Fire . . ,
Department [ Traffic & Circutation Plan
.
Mosguito [C] Guidelines and Standards for Vector Prevention in Proposed
Abatement Develapments
District ]

43
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