COUNTY OF PLACER ENVIRONMENTAL
- Community Development Resource Agency COORDINATION

: : ‘ SERVICES
John Marnin, Agency Direclor -

Gina Langford, Cocrdinater

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

In accordgance with Placer County erdinances regardieg implementation of the Cablona Enwironmental Guality Act, P[ac9r County

1as conducted an Initial Study to determine whether the foilewing proiect may have a significant adverse efect on the environment,
and on the basis of that siudy Rereby finds:

{7 The poposed project will nct have a sigrificant adverse effect on the envicenrent, therafare, it does not raguire the preparation
of an Ervirasmeantal Impact Repart and s Negative Declaration has tean pregarad

D Allrough the proposed project coud have a signiicant adverse effact an the enviranment, there will nat be a sigrificact
adverse effect in this case because the project has incorperated spec.fic provisions 1o reduce impacts to 2 less than significant
level andr the mitigation meas.res described herein have been added to the prosect. A Mitigated Negative Declaration has
lhus been prepared.

The enviranmerial decuments, which constitute the Intial Study and provide the hasis anc reascns for this delermination arg
attached andior referenced herein and are hereby made a part of this Socurment
PROJECT INFORMATION

|T|tle Penr:.rn Townhomes Flanned Development

JF'Jus.# PSUB TZ0050767

tDescription: Prupsscd L:- constract tventy-three tof.r* humes on & 32 acre “an.el which includes commen inferest s
cwned by all hemeowners,

Location:  East of Ferryn Rf"«':'lu arpmmn‘a 1; 1 rmile prth of |- 8.’1 interchange in Penoyn.

______ LA i N —
Project OWHEr Penryn 3.2 Investers LLC, 2257 Dovglas Bivd | Suite 2040, F’ose.nIIL CA 95281 1‘91818"’? 8124 o

Froject AIJF)"CH”T- Ubera Engimeer ing & & F"1a"ﬁ|'*g lng |, 2901 Douglas Bl Su e 2&} Rosawila, CA £5061 (916:780-2300

-

i County Contact Person' Leah Rosasco ' !53(2 745-3091

PUBLIC NOTICE

The commert paricd for tris document closas on June 8, 2007 A copy of the Negatue Declaration is availab!z for putlic review at
tha Community Developmant Rasource Agenty public counter ard at the Penryn Library  Property owners within 300 feet of the
subyact site shall ke not:fied by mail of the uptoming heatirg before e Planning Cormmission. Additcnal in‘ormiation may ke
ctitamned Ty contacing the Community Devalopment Resource Agency, Environmental Ceordinaten Services, at {§30) ?4“ 3132
beraagn the ours of 3.00 arm and 3.00 proat 3081 Cooaly Center Dnve, Avkburn, CA 95503

[t you wish to appeal the appropnateness or adequacy of thus decumen!, address your writen comments to sur fincing that the
praject will not have a significant adverse effect on the grarcrment: (1) identify the envirormeartal effectis), why they woul ocour,
and why hey weuld be sigrificant, and {2) suggest any mibgation m2asures which you belisve would siiminale or reduce the affec
te an acceplable \gvel Regarding tem (1) above, expiam the bas:s for your comments and submit any suppoting data of
references. Refer to Secton 186 32 of the Flacer County Cade far enpedant nformaton regardmg the: limely fing of appaals

Recoroer's Certifgalion T
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COUNTY OF PLACER

Community Development Resource Agency ENVIRONMENTAL

COORDINATION
SERVICES

John Marin, Agency Director
Gina Langford, Coordinator

I County Certer Trive. Sute 190 « Auburn « Calfornia 355070 « 530.745.3132 « fax 532-745-2001 & wwe plzcer 2a gowiplanning

INITIAL STUDY & CHECKLIST

This inial Study has been prepaced to (dentify and assess the anticipated environmental impacts of the fallowing
descnbed project appheation. The decurment may rély on prévious envrongmental documenis {see Section C) and
site-specific studies (see Sectian Iy prepared to address in detail the effects or impacts associated with the project.

This document has been prepared 1o satisty the California Envirenmental Quality Act ([CEQA! (Pubilic
Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 15000 et seq.) CEQA requires
that all state and tocal government agencies consider the environmental consequences of projecis aver which they
have discrelionary authanly befare acting on those prejects

The Initial Stody is a peblic documeni used by the decisicn-raking lead agency (o determing whether a project
may have a significant effect on the envircnment f the lead agency finds substantial evidence thal any aspect of
the project, eithier ndividual'y or cumulatively, may have a significant effect on the ervironment, regardiess of
whether the overall effect of the project is adverse or beneficial, the lead agency 1$ requrred to prepare an EIR, use
a previously-preparad EIR and supplement Inat EIR, or prepare a Subsequent EIR Lo anatyze the project at hangd If
ihe agency finds no subsianiial evidence that the pigject ar any of its aspects may cavse a significant effect an the
ervironmen!, a Negative Declarat on shall be prepared. Hin the course of analysis, the agency recognizes that the
praject may have a signficant impact on the anvirgnment, but that by incorporating specib¢ mitigation measures the
irpact wil be reduced to aless than significant effect, 3 Mitigated Negatve Declaration shall be prapared

A BACKGROUND:

Project Title: Penryn To Townhomes Planned Development | Plus# PSUB 120050767 ;
Enttlaments Condutuonai Use F“'&rrmr {Planned Devempmewl‘ Subdnasion Tertatve Map _ o I
Site Avea 3 2 acres [ APN: 043-080-061

Location East side of P.:nryn Road. approx imalely .1 mile north of Interstate 81 |nterchanges

!'_Prc';eci DE!S"“I’I[}UOH This prcject includes a Planned Residential subdmision |ncluf*|'"|g 23 residential lots '
{townhomes) or 3 2 acres, with ramaining open space 1o be used as parking and cirgulatan areas, and open space
and recreation features. The projecsl alsq includas frontage and interior landscaping. Site topography is flat Lo

. moderately staped with elevations rang.ng rom approxmmately 458 10 497 feel above mean sea level Surface runoff
Vlends to flow from easi to west toward Penryn Road The site is comprnsed primany of mixed oak wondland vith
frunt rees scattered throughout the pa~cel There are numerous large rock sutc-oppngs throughout the sile __J

B. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

; o I [Ef el T z
Lacatien Zoning General Plan [ Community Existing Conditions .J
. S DO .- 11 Improvements b
: NPIQ"IbC’-"hDOd cormre s comummg i Horseshoe Bar/Fenryn |
Site Use Parmit, combuning Tesign Scenic Community Plan/Panrym Undeveloped '
Corider (C1-UP-0C) Parkyay B ]
Noith Same as project site _ _Same as project site Existing pl.;nt nurseqr_ '
o . Exiskng comemercial g‘

South Same as pro}ect SEL B _Same as project site development
B ] . Existing commercial —I

L Fet ) Semeasproectste | SSMeBPORCSE | developmen:

T ECHE@PSUR 2008 0767 unitial study_ECS doe
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lnitnal Stu-j-r__y:re-:khs: ctnbnged

Pef:rgn Road witk undﬂvelc:eﬂf

West Same as preiect site ‘ Same as project site land and existing church

_. [ L beyord |

C. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

The County has delermined that an Inifial Study skall be prepared in order to daiermine whathar the potential
exists for unmiligatatle impacts resuiting f-om the proposed project. Relevant analysis fram the County-wide
General Plan and Community Plan Certitied EIRs, and other project-spec.fic studies and repcrs that have been
generated jo date, were used as the database for the inibal Study The dzcision 1o prepars the Inilial Study
utlizing the anaiysis contained in the General Plan and Specific Plan Cerlified EIRs, and project-specific analysis
SLLTIMAN2 &4 here n, is sustainad by Sections 15168 and 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines,

Section 15183 states thal "projects which are consistert with the development density established by existing
zoning coemmonity p'an or general plan poiicies for which an EIR was certifed shall nof require addtionat
environmantal review, except as may be necessary to examine whether thare are projest-specifc signdicant
effects which are pecular ta the project or site " Thus, if an impact is not peculiar t2 the greact or ste, and it has
besn addressed as a signibcast effect i the prior EIR, o2 can be substanbally mitigated by the impasitizn of
uniformly apphed development polcies or standards, then add-honal envirormental documentaticn need not be
prepared for the project solely on tre basis of thal impact.

Section 15182 retating to Pregram EIRs indicates thal where subsequent activities involve site-specific
ogeralicns, the agency shouid use a whtten checklist or similar device to docurment the eva'ualion of the site and
the activity, o datermene wheather I*e enviconmerlal effests of the operation were covered in the garher Pregram
EIR. A Program EIR is intended to provide the basis in an Inihal Study for delezmaning whather the later activity
may have any significant effects It can also be 'ncorporated by reference te address regional influgncas,
secondary efiects, cumulative impacts, broad allernatives, and clher factors that appyy to the program as a whale.

The following documents serve as Program-lavel EIRs from which incarporataon by reference can accus

2+ Counby-wide Genera’ Pian EIR
<2 Horseshoe BariPenryn Community Pian E1R

The above statad decuments are available for review Monday through Friday, 8am to Spm, 3l the Placer
Counly Comimunity Development Rasaurce Agency, 3091 County Centar Drive, Albura, CA 93503 For Tahoe
projecls, the document will also bao availakle in our Tahos Diwision ofize, 555 West Lake Blvd, Tahce City CA
96145,

D. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENT AL IMPACTS:

The tnitial Stucy checklist recommendead by the State of California Envircnmental Quality Act (CEGAR) Guidelnes s
used lo determing potential impacts of the proposad proyect on the physical envirenment. The chackhst provides 3
list of gueshons concersing a comprahensive array of ervronmental issue areas potenbally affected by the project
(see CEQA Guidelings, Appendi 3). Explanations o answers are pravided in a discussion for each saction of
quesions as foilonws

a) A biief explanation is regurad *or all answers inciuding "Ne Impact” answers.

b} "Less Than Significant Impact” apphes where the project's .mpacls are nsubs! antlal and do not regqure any
il gaton o reduce impacis.

o) "Less Thar Sgnificant wath Mitigation Measures” apples wherg ihe incorparation of mitgation measures has
reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact” lo a "Less than Significant Irmpact.” The County, as lead
agency, must describe the mitigation measures and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less than-
sigaificant ievel {mitigation measures from earlier analyses may be cross-relerarced).

d} "Polertiatly Significant Impactl” is appropnate if there is subslantial evidence thal an effect may be significant. If
there 27 one or mare "Potentia®y Sigruficant Impact” eniries when the delarminghion is made, an EIR s required.

e) Al answers must fake accocunt of the antre action irvolved, ncludag off-site a5 well as on-sile, comulative as wall
as progact-level indirect as well as dwect, and construction as well as cperatonal impacts [CECA Guidehnes
Sechon 1505830351

FI-IUEH Study B Checklist . - T ’ o l____l.'_(h{f. 2& h



Iratial Slaity & Checklist continued

i) Earser analyses may be vsed where, pursuant to the tering, Program EiR, or olher CEQA process, an effect has
heen adeuately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negatve Declaration [CEQA Guidelines Section 13083¢c){3)(01} A
brief discussien shoutd be atiached addressing the following:

< Earlier analyses used — [denlfy earlier analyses and state where they are availatle for review.

2 Impacts adequately addressed - kdentify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of,
and adequately analyzad o an earfier document pursuant b0 agphicable legal standards Aso. stale whether
such effects ware addressed by miligalion measures based on the earher anatysis

2 Mitigation measures ~ For effects that are checked as "Less Than Sigrificant with Mitigation Measuras,”
describe the mitigaticn measures which were incorperated or refined from the eartier docemeant and the
extent to which they address site-specific conditans for the proyect.

ql References to miarmation sources for polential vnpacis (1.e. General Plans/Community Plans, zoming ordinances)
© should be incorparated into the checkiist. Reference to a previoushy-prepared or cutside docurnent should include a
reference to the pages or chapters where the stalernent i substartiated A source list should be attached and
clher sources used, or individuals contactad, should be oted in the discussion.

Tritial Stuty & Chackast T ' of 26
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Lbal Stedy & Checkhel Cortinusd

. AESTHETICS — Wauld the projsct

S S IR Potentially | Significant | Less Than N C
S s e A RS it e _ o
: ~. . Enyironmental Issue : - Significant | - - with" .| Significant Im actl
L E bt e +lmpact | -Mitigation | . Impact " p
i. Have a substantial sdverse effect on a scenic vigla? {FLN) X
A, - i S —— [ —
2. Substantialty damaga scenic resources. including, but nol

limited to, trees, ok outdroppings, and historic boildings, , : : X
within a state scenic highway? (PLN) ;

3 Substanbially degrade the existing visual character or quality
of the site and 13 surrgundings? (PLN}

L 5.

4 Creale a new source of substantial ight or glare, which !
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? . X

P ] ] |

Discussion- ltem 141

Tne proposed praject is nat located within & scenic vista and thareore will not have a substantial adverse effect on
a scenic visla. '

Discussion- lfem 1-2:
The proposed praject is not ocaled within a state scemc highway and wid not damage scanic resources within a
slale scenic highway,

Discussion- itemn 1-3;

Tre proposed prosect would include the construction of a new subdivision wilth 23 lownhames on induadual lots en
a 3 2-acre parcel that is currenty vacant. The site currently contains ma'ple oak rees and rock culeroppings on
relatrvely flatland Tre site is bound on he south ard east by a parcel that is developad with commercial retal uses
and on lhe north by an existing plant aursery. The land to the west of the subject parcelincludes Penryn Road and
vacant land bevond, wih a church acated further west, While the propesea project will include rransforming vacant
land to townhomes and will contain scundwalls alnng areas lor which the preject would be impacted by norse
generated from Interstate-80, it is not anticipated that the project weuld substantially degrade the visual characler
or quality of the site and its surroundings as the zaning designation of Gesign Scenc Coindor raquires agproval of
a Design Site Agreement pnar 10 acceptance of Improvement Plans. Although the proposed project will change the
aesthetics of e project site potential impacts Lo the visual character or quality of the site and its surroundings are
considerad less than significant Mo mitigation measures are reguired

Discussion- Hem |-4.

The proposed oroject wall include tha canstactan of & new subdivision that will nclude 23 naw townnomes. The
project includes street hghting aleag interior sireets and thare will be hights associaled with typical multi-farmity
resicential uses ang strustures (pareh ights, etz ). While the project will create a new source of light ar glare, 1t 1s
not antisipated that the ighung associated with the proposed praject would adversely affect day ar nighttime vigws
in the area as the zoning designation of Design Scenic Corrdor requires appraval of a Design Site Agresment priae
to acceptance of Improvement Pians. No mibgation measures are reguired

PLMN=Plarrng, ESC= Eng:nec-r-.-*.c_l-& Survey.ng Deparment, EHS=Emarenmaental Heallh ‘g_c-_r‘uicesr £PCD A Pellabion Conteol Cistrict @ of 38 ?7




trunal Study & Checkhst ‘-'O['L_'Q%'_Ed
Il AGRICULTURAL RESOURCE - Would the project”

J S e e __ T ' Less Than | .©. "= " .. - ‘_-!
B AT RIS LI " 'Potentlauy Ssgmﬂcant -Less:Than |-/ N-.:&:: -
- ."'Environmental fssue .- | Significant | with . " | Significant :]mﬁaé.'t'

, S U U Tmpact | Mitigation | tmpact - g
1. Convert Prime Farmiand, Unigue Farmiand. of Farmiand of

Statewide ¢r Locat Imporiance [Farmiand), as shown on the
mags prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monrtaning Program of the California Rescurces Agencv to
non-agricultural use? {(FLN}

2. Confhict with General Plan or other polcies reqarding land |
use buffers for agricultusal operations? (FLN) i :

| 2. Conflict with exising zaring for agricuiteral use or a '
Williamsan Act contracl? (PLN}

4. Involve other changes in the exishing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could result in corversion of
Farmland {including liveslock grazing} ko non-agricultural use? : .
{PLN) _ .

Discussion- Item li-1:

The preposed project will nal canvert Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide or Local
Importance (Farmland), as shown an the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Magping and taritering
Program of the Califern:a Resources Agercy. to non-agricultural use as it is proposed on a 3 2- agrs parcel thatis
net comprised of land sotable for agricultural uses

Discussion- ltem 11-2;
The proposed projectwill not conflict with General Pian or other poiicies regarding land use buffers for agrcultural
operations as there are no agricultural oparahans within the project wonedy

Discussion- Item 11-3:
The proposed preject wil not conflict wilh existing zonlng far agricultural use, or 3 Willamson Act contragt as there
are no agrcultural uses or Willamsan Act contrac? fands within [he praject vicinity.

Discussion- ltem |i-4:

The praposed project will not invalve charges in the existng enviranment which, due to their 'ocalian or nature,
could result in convers:on of Farmland {including livestock grazing) to non-agricultural use as there are no
agricdltural uses on the project site or surrouncing parcals.

. AR QUALITY - Would the pro‘ect

Dt {.Less Than g .« 4L
R LIV : Pntentlally S|gmf‘cant Less Than No
" Environmental Issue . \Slgmflcant *with . Slgnmcanl rm acf A
TR P S S _'_'Impaci Mlt:gatlon Impact meac |
_ AL - R L w70 Measures | - O
1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air : ' X
guality plan? (APCD)
- 2 Violate any ar quahty standard or contnibule substantially to X
; an exsting or projected air quality viatation? [APCO) i
2 3. Result it @ cumlatively considerable net Increase of any |
i critena for whick the project reqion s nan-altainment under an
- applicable federal or stale ambient air quality standargd : X
| lincluding relzasing emissions which excead guanttative : :
i thresholds for ozane precursors)? {APCD) o . ) o '

PLM=Plarfnng, €50 Engireanng & Surveyirg DE'[‘Hrthr‘t EHS = Erwirenmental Health Seos \,ey APCD =87 Pollsucn Cartro) District  af 34
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er =| t'.:d\- & Civacklst contnoed

4 Exposa sensinve raceplers to substantial pollutant | '

: 1 ;
: ! ! | X :
| u;omentratrons? {APTD) | ! ;
1 e e —- et et el ——— +
'5. Create objectionatie cdors affecting a substantial numbar of ' . X |
; c:-eople’? (APCD) ! . !

——— e ] e i T 1 e ey ]

Discussion- ltem Hi-1: )
Tie project will nat conflict with the A Quaity Management Plan.

Discussion- ftems 11i-2,3:
This propesed project 1s located in the Sacramenta Vailey Aic Basin porticn of Placer County This area 13

desgnated as non-attanment for the federal and state ozone standard a-d non-attainmant for the state particulate

matter standard. The project is beiow the Cisirict’s thresholds and the air quality smpacts wiill He less thar
significant. No muhgation measures are reguired.

Discussion- ltems 114 5;

The praject is in ciase proxnily ta 1-80 The [-80 vehwular emissions as dispersed due lo the fact that the project

is uphill from 1-87 and there is a commerciat business center on the south side of the proiect. Thus, the project
woud not expose sensitve receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations and would not create objecticrable
odors affecting a substantial nurber of peopie. No mitigation measures are requirad.

V. BIOLGGICAL RESOURCES - Would the groject

| Less Than . T'__::,-' Wl b :_:"

[ ;

1:.. AT Potent:ally Slgmncant Less Than'
| nvirohimental issue 'Slgnlﬂcant { with 5

| ‘

M Have A subslanhal ad verge effect eithar dwe*th or trrough ; I
| habital modific abons, on any species identfied as a candidate, i ‘
| X

| Sensmive, or special statys spec.es in local o regranal plans, |
| poftcies or regulations or by the Calfornia Departmeant of Fish !

| & Game or U & Fish & wWildlife Service? (PLN) i i |
1 2. Substantially reduce the haniat of a fish or widife species, ; o
) cause 3 fish or wiiglife populatnn to drop beiow self-sustaining ! |
3. | :
! j
il 1

l S -

levals, threaten (o eliminale a plant or animas COmmunity,
substantiatly reduce the number of restrict tne range of an ‘
endangerec, rare, of Wrealsned species? (PLN)
J 3. Have a substantal adverse efiect on the environment by l ' X i
! corwertmg cak wosdlangs? (FLNG

it St Lt ; '

4. Mave a substantial adverse effect on any fpanan habitat or ]
other sensitive natural community identified in 1ocal or requicnal | |
plans, policies or regulations ¢r by the Califorma Departrment of i i
Fish & Game or U S Fish & Wildlife Secvice® (PLNy 4 & R |
§ Have a substarlial adverse efect on federal y protected | T
wellands &5 defined by Seclon 404 of the Clean Waler Act

|
(including, but not Umited to, marsh, varnal pool, coastal, eto ) 1, | | X
i .
|

through direct removal fiting, hydrotaqueal interruphon., or other :
means'? (PLN} | I

H
1
——— e — e ——————

§ Interizre substantially with the mavement of any naive '
} resident oF migrataey fish or widlifa species or with astablished
' native resident or rugratory wighfe caradaors, of impade the uss
. of native wildife nursery sites™ (PLN) L _

|
|
|
I.

X

i
i
|
|
I
L

— e

|

F

!

|
| 7 Conflict wetn any locai policies or ordinances proteching I | !
biological rescurces, such as a ee preservation policy of \ X !
i ordinance? [FLN) i '

PLN=Flanmirg, Esp= Enguneer ‘q%‘:rnewg Cepartiment, ERS=Envaronmenta Haaih Sf-‘.’.-'he AECD=a0r Pothaban Contind Tustnct & af 28

4
i

99



Inlt al SIu’J\; B ChE’kllsl‘ CorbL e

8. Conflict with the provisians of an adopted Habial ) !
; Conservation Plan, Natura! Community Conservation Plan, or
cther appraved loeal, regional, or state hatilal consarvatian

I plan? [PLN;

Discussion- item IV-1:

The Biclogicat Rescurce Assessmend prapared by Foothili Asscciates (dated August 13, 20035) stales that the
project site prowides suilable hablal tor special-status species, that speaiat-siatus raptors are present on the site,
and that there is 3 high likelihood that the White-ta:lad kite, also a spacial-status species, s present on stz While
(he site ilself contains no suitable feraging habitat, lthera are suitable foraging areas adjacent o the site. The
proposed project would include the removal of 14 oak traes and the introduction of 23 tawnhomes and associated
parkirg, circulation, and gpen spacefrecreation areas, which would resulf in the loss of the sile 25 suitable nesting
habilat. The proposed proiect could have a substantial adverse effect, through habilal madifications, on speciat
status raplor species whose aclive nests are protected by the Migratory Bud Trealy Act, a~d the Califgrnia
DCepartment of Fisn & Game. Miugation measures set forth in this documert wall reduce impacts 1o species
identfied as a candidate, sensiive, or special status to a less than significant level.

MLtlgatlon Measures- ltem [V-1:

RM WY 1 Prior to any grading or tree cemoval actvities, during the raptor nesting season (March 1 - September 1), a
focused survey for raptor nests shall be conductad by @ qualified biolsgist A report summarizing the survey shall
be provided Lo Placer County and the California Department of Fish & Game (COFG) within 30 days of the
completed survey if an aciive raptor aest is identified apprepriate mitigatan reeasdres shall be developed and
implemenled in consullation with COF 3. If construction 1s proposed o taka place between March 17 and
September 1%, no consiruction activity or tree remeval shall occur within 500 feet of an active nest (o greater
distance, as determined by the COFG) . Constructicn activibies may only resume after a fallow up survey has been
conducted and a report prapared by a quabfied raptor iologist indscating that the nests (or nests) are nc longer
actrve, and that no new nesls have been dentified. A follow up survey shall be conducted 2 months following the
initizl survey. if the initizl survey occurs between March 1* ang July 1% . additianal follow up surveys may be
required by the DRC, bazed on the recommendations in the raptor study ardior as recommendad by the COFG.
Temparary cansiruction fencing and signage as described herein shall be installed at a minimum 560 fact rad:us
arcund trees contanuiag active nasts |F all project censtruction occurs betuean September 17 and KMarch 1 no
raptor surveys will he required. Trees prewuusl; approved far remoual by Flacer County, which contain stick nes's,
may cnly be removed bebwesn September 17 and March 1% A note which includes the wording of this condibion of
approval will ke placed Gn the bnprovemneant Pans Sarrd plans will also show ali protective fencing for those trees
idenified for prolection within the raptor report.

Discussion- ltem IV-2:

The proposed project includes (e davelopment of a 3 2-acre parcel with 23 fownhames, and associated parking,
girculanan, and open spacairecreation areas. The sile is currently comprised of cak wocdland that will e ether
remaved or impacted by the introduction of residences The proposed projact would have noimpacts or fish
populations as there is no habitat on site thal would support fish popalations. While the site does contain habitat
hat could support special slatus raptor species, due to tha relatively smatl size of the site it is not anlicipated that
the propesed oro el would substanttaly reduce the habitat of a wildife species, cause a wildlife pagulalion [o drop
below self-sosfaining levels, threaten to eliminale a plant or animal commurity, or substant:ally reduce the number
or restnat the range of an endangered, rare or threatered specigs. No miligation measures are requirsc.

Discussicn- ltem V-3 .

The proposed project includes the remaval of 36 nak trees telaling 5527 DEH. and grading disturzance within the
racfine of an adddional 13 freas rat toial 235" DEH. Wh le theze represent impacts to rees that will reguire
mitigation under the Placer County Tree Preservation ordinance. these impacts wilt resultin a less than significant
impact on the environment by converting cak woodlands, Na mitigation rmeasuras are required

Discussion- ltem iV-4;

The praposed project will nat result in @ subsiantal gdverse effgct on any riparian habdat, as the project site does
not contain any riparian habitat. The progect wall resutt in substantial adverse effect on the cak waodland area
contained on the project site, which is considersd a sensilive natural community. Mitigation measures set forth in
this document wil' reduce the leve, of impacts to Inis senstive natural community 10 & less than significant level. No
mitigation measures are required. '
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Discussion- ltem 1V-5;

The proposad proect wall not resu't in a substantial adverse effact on federally protected wellands as defined by
Seclion 404 of the Clean Water Act as there are no federaliy pratected wetlands as defined by Seclior 404 of tie
Clean Walar Act on the projest site.

Discussion- ftem |V-6: _
The proposed projact would not interfere substantially with the mowvemant of any rative resident or migratory fish or
wildife species or with estabished native resident or rigratery widlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildife
nursery sites, While the proposed sile does contain habitat that supparts native resident raplors, the project site
does not provide adequate area or rescurces for the movemeant of wildlfe species and is not par of 2 migratory
rowte. or wiidlife corridor.

The prgect site may contain wildisfe nursery sites in the form of rapter nests, howevar mitigahon measuras set
forth in this document would reduce any impacts to nursery sites lo a less than s:gnifcant level. No mitigalion
measures are required

Discussion- Itam I1V-7: .

The propased project will conflict with the County's Tree Preservation Orginance ag it includes the removal of 36
pretected native cak Lizes tolaling 5527 DBH, and grading disturbance w:thin the rcofine of an additional 13
protected native cak trees that total 235" OBH. Miggalion measures setforth o this document will reduce any
impacis to frees protected by the County’s Trea Preservation Ordinance o a less than significant ievel.

Mitigation Measures- ltem IV-7:

“ MW IV 2 The applcant shall mifigate for the remaval of and impacts o rees on-site by replacing trees en-side on an
incfi-for-nch basis, Prios 1s approval of Improvement Plans the applicant shall submi 10 ihe DRC for review and
approval a Planting Plan thal details the iree replacement, irrigation, and maonitoring plan for the mitigation of
impacted trees {inc.uding removal and impacts to driphne} In heu of replacement on-site the applicant may mitgate
impacts to the rees with payment into the Tree Preservation fund at & ra'e of $100.00 par inch removed

Discussion- ltem IV-8:

The proposed project will not conflict with the provisions of an adoptad Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Cemmunity Canservalion Plan, o other approved local, regicnal, or state habitat canservation plan as no such
plans have baen adopiad in Flacer County.

V. CULTURAL RESQURCES - Would the project,

v o b iess Than [T s b T
Potentially Signlr"cant ‘Léss Tham | .-
Envirormental Issu ignificant “:I'significant |- :,N_C'__ |
_':-!'_Substamiarly ca-,Jse'a.duerse chaﬁge in the sigrﬁﬁcance of a l [ . I - ]
| historicat resource as defined in CEQA Guidalines, Seclion X
15084,57 (PLN} _ e S S IV
2. substantizlly cause adverse change in the 5|gn vheance of 2 [ ; i
! unigue archaeclogical resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelnes, X
i Section 15084 57 [PLN; ' . o i _
3. Durectly or indirectly destroy a unigue palecntologisal X
Fesou’ce or 5|te or unique gealogic featura™ (FLN)
4. Have the pctenha! to cause a phys.cai change, whu.h wallg ] X i
affect unlque ethric cultural values? {PLN) | !
9. Restnc* exisling religious or sacred usas within the aateptn T . | X 1
| impact area” (PLN | | i
— o i
6 Disturb any human remains, including these interred outside X !
of farmal cemetesies? {PLN) : _J
-_,-._.....-l-—- ——— —_ RPN Ny

Discussion- lfems V-1,2,3:

The Archaeological Survey preparad for the project site, dated Jene 27 2005, doas rot identify any historic,
archeolegical, ar palepntclogical resources an-site. The Archegogical Survey stales that the gvaluation of the site
PLN=Flanning, ES0= Ergmeenrg&sunc,.nq Department, EHS= Ervironmanta Heath Sarvies, APCD= fer Pelubion Cortest Distnct B of 28 ZD/'
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included an inventary-leve: surface survey anly, and that the p055|b|¢|(,r exisls that sgm.mant historic,
archedlogcal. of paleaniological rescurces could b2 uneatned as a resull of project conslzuction actevities. Any
signifizant histaric, archeoloqical. or paleontological rescurces located on the site could be sigriiicantly negatyvely
impacled as a rasull of grading requied for the construction of this presect. Bitigation measures set forth e this
decument will reduce the level ofhimpacts to these resources 1o a lgss than signihicant leve!,

Mitigation Measures- ltems V-1,2,3:

. MKV 1 I any archaeclogica artfac’s, exote rock {non-rative), or unusual amounts of shell or bone are uncoverad
aunrg any on-site construckan aclvities, all work shall stop mmediately in the area and a cetiied archasologist
relained to evaliate the deposit. The Placer County Planning Department and Department of Museyms shall be
contacted for review of the archasological fiad{s).

If the discovery cons:sts of human remains, the Placer County Caroner and Native American Hentage Commission
shall be contaced. “Work in the area may only proceed aftar authonzation is granted by the Places County Planming
Department, A note to this effest shall be provdad on the Improvernent Plans for the prajact

Folowing a review of the new find and consultation with appropriate experts, if necessary, the avthonty to proceed
may be accomnpanied by the addiion of development requiemenis which praedae pratection of the site and’or additicnal
mitigation measu-es nelessary to aderess the unigue of sensitive nature af the sile

Discussion- ltem V-4:
The preposed project does nol have the potential to cause a physeat chatge. wheh would affect unigee ethnic
cultural vaiues, as there are no unigue ethnic featcres on the site.

Discussion- ltem V-5;
The proposed project w4l not restrict exisiing religious or sacred uses within the potential impact area as lhere are
np religious or sacred uses on the sile.

Discussion- ltermn V-6:

Tre proposed prosec: includes grading of 52% of the project sie lappfOXIr‘Fatﬂ|; 72 “JD sq.are-feell wil be graded
as a resylt of the propesed project, with cuts up to four feet On-site grading sotivities required for the constrection
of the proposed project could duectly or irdirectly dastroy a unigue pa'sonlologica’ resgurce or site or unigue
gaologic feature, or distarb tuman remansg, including thase interred cutsde of formal cematznes. Mitgaton
mezsures set forh in this document will raduce impacts resulling from disturbance of human iemans fo a less than
signibicant leval S

Mitigation Measures- ltem V-6:
Refar lo text in MM YA

VI GEDLOGY & SOILS — Would the project

e T L T T T T e e v Less Than [ .7l o [ - s
ER T SR : Potentially f Stgmrcant Less Than NG
Environmental issue : Lk Slgmflcant with Slgnlflcant lm "'a';:t'.
R TR AR ' Irnpact .Mltlgatlon__ lmpact Pact.
. o RS - | Measures '
1 Expose ﬂeople or siruciures ta unstable earh cum"lllf}r‘fs Qr ¥ !
changes in geologic substructures? (ESD) '
2. Resuit in significart disriptions, displacements, compaction X
or overcrowding of the scil? (E50 | | : i
3. Resuit in substa~tal change in lapegraphy or ground surface i X E
| celiaf featuses? (ESD) | |
4 Result n the desl: ucUo:*., covering or I'HOdIfIL,albﬁ of any X
urvigue geologic or physical features? (E50) |
& Resultin any signdicant increase in wind or water grasion of i X L
soils, edther oo or off the site? (ESDH | , i :
6. Resultin changes in deposiion of erosion of charges in | )
sltation which may maodify the channst of a river, stream, or i X :
| lake? (ESD) o ‘ e !
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7 Resultn exp0sue of pecple or propery 10@'|ngic and i . ’ I
geomorphoteaical fie Avalanches) hazards sulh as i
L garthquakes, landshdes, mudsiides, ground faiture, or similar
hazards? (ESD) _
8 Belocated an a geological it or 5ol thatl 13 unstatle, or that
wolld become unslable as a resuit of the proect, and
potentially result in onoor off-site landshde Yateral spreading,
subsidence. liguetaction, of collapsa? (ESD]
8 Belocated on expansive soils, as defined in Tabie 18, 1-B of
re UnformrBuilding Code (1894}, creating substantat risks to X
life or property® (FS0) . ]

Discussion- Mems VI-1,2,3:

This project prapssal will resultin the disturbance of the carrently vacant 3.2 acre site for the construction of 23
single family attached urits iownhomes: on indnidual fots as well as approximately 1.5 acres of cpen space lols
inchuding recreatioral facilities for the residents The site istnangular in shape wilh three ex:sting rock cutcroppings.
& concrete foundation remains within tne projest area from a past water tark 2nd turied waler pipes are also present
on-site from this past use. '

According to 3 preiiminary gectechnical engineerning report by Holdrege & Kull dated July 18, 2005, (ke majority -

of the project site 15 undadlain by soilfrock classified as the Andregg-Rack quicrop somplex an 3 to 30 percent slopes
Andreqq coarse sandy lzams on 2 to 9 parcent slopes coour on the nahwest to weast central portion of 1ne site,
along Penryn Road. Both of these soil series consicl of mederately deep, well-drained soil underlain by weathered
granitic reck Runoif is rapid o very capid, with low erosion hazard due to the presence of significant rock. The
geclechmeat invastigation included excavation of six explaralory tfrenches and the conng of exisling pavement on
Fenryn Road. The expioralory trerchas revealed similar conditions throughaout the site, consisting of brown, dry,
maderately dense silty fina sang from the surface to a dept of 6 inches, dark red, damp. very cense, silty sand from’
& inches 1o 5.5 feel, and reddish brown silty coarse sand with Lrace clay at depths greater than 5 5 feel. Resisiant
rack, which may affect excavatabilily, is present throughout the site

The gradirg disturbance of approxmataly 50%, or 83 000 square feet, of Ihe project site will be sensitve to he
sile's natural and man-made resaurces to he extent feasible Grading activibies arg assocated with the
establishment of bulding pads and for roadway and parking smprovements. Slem wa'ls and other engineering
methods will be veed o minimize cubfil and gradng impacts. Ail resulting finished grades are proposed to be ne
sieeper than 2 1 at locations wenhfied on the prelwminary g-ading plan The praject grading 1s estimated at _
approximateiy 5 000 cubic yards of cut and 2 000 cukic yards of fill. Grading actwaities are intended to balance on-site
through use of berms and other Yandscape features In the avent that on-site balancing 15 not possibie, the excess
cutwould be hautad off-site and the depasit aite, haulage route, and cust and erosion control measures will be
specifiad as part of the project Improvement plans,

The propesad oroject's impacts associaled with unstable eanth condlions, sail disruphoes. displacements,
compaction of the 3oil. and change in topegraphy and ground surface rehef features will be miigated 1o a less than
sigrficant leve! by implemerung fhe following mibigation measures

Mitigation Measures- ltems V1-1,2,3;

MM Y11 TRe applicant will prepars and submit Improvement Plans, specfications and ¢ost eshmaias [per the
requiremnents of Sachien Il of the Land Developrrent Manual {LDM] tha! are in effect at the tme of submittal) to the
Engineening and Surveving Departtmert {30 for review and approval The plans shall show all conditions for the
project as well as parlnant topograptical features both an- and off-site. Al exshing and propoesed ubhtas and
easemenis, an-sile and adjacant to the propect, which may be afecled by planred construcian, shall be shown on
the plans Al landscaping and isfigation facilities within the public nght-ol-way (or public easements), or landscaping
within sight distarce areas at intersections, shall be included in the Impravement Plans The applicant will pay plan
check and iInspection fees. Prior to plan approval, a.l applicable recording and reproduction costs shas be paid The
cost of the above-roted landscape and srgation facdities shali be includad in the 2stimatas used o determine
these fees. (tis the aoplicant's responsibity ko cbtain all required agency signatures on the pians and to secure
depariment approvals. if the Des'gniSite Review prozess andior DRE raview is required as a condibon of appraval
for the proiect, said review process shall be comrpleled prior to submitta! of Improvement Plans Record drawings
shav be preparad and signed by a California Registered Cowal Engineer al the applicant = expenze and shall be
submitiad to the ES0 in hath electranic and hard capy versions i a formal to be approvead by the ESD prarts
acceptance by the County of site ‘mprovements

MM YL 2 All propesed grading, drainage imprevements, vegetation. ree imzacls and frea remaoval shali ne shown an
Ine Improvament Plans a~d all wark shall conform o provisions of the County Grading Crdinance {Sechon 15.48,

PLi= PEnmr‘.g, ESL- Eaqineesing & Survaving Departrent, EHS = Emvronmental Haalth Saraces, APCR- 2 Pollubion Enntrc-l_tl-::?l:‘:dlhﬂ of I8
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[nmitial Study & CheLKh; LERlnLE:]

Placer County Code) ard tha P.aCEF Count" F.ood Contret Dhstnet's Stormater Managameant Manual The applicant
shall pay plan check fees and inspection fees Mo grading, clearing, or tree disturbance shat cocour unill the
Improvement Plans are approved and any required temporary construction fencing has teen instalied and inspected by
a member of the ORC. Al culfl slopes shall be at 2.1 (horizantalverical) unlass a soils report supponts a sleeper
siope and the Engineerng and Surveying Oepartment (ESD) concurs wath said recommendation.

All faciliies andior easemenls dadicated or ofered for dedication 1o Placer County or o other pubhs agencies
whish encrozch on the projact site or wathin any area 1o be disturbed by the project constructon shall be accurately
locatza on the Irmprovement Plans The imtent of this requirertient 1s (o allow review by concerned agenc.es of any work
that may affect their facilines,

The applicant shai revegetale all disturbed arzas. Revegetation undanaken from April 1 t2 Qciober 1 shall nclude
regular watering to ensure adequale growsh A wiclarization plan shall be provided with progect Improvement Plans s
ihe applicant's respens bility Lo assure proper instaltation and maintenance of erosicn centralfwintesizaton dunng
project constucton. Fravide for ercsion controt whare raadside drainage is off of the pavement, to the satisiaction of
the ESD

Submut to the ESD a leter of cradit or cash depositin the amount of 110% of an approved enginear’s estimate for
winterization and permaneni aresion control work prior to Improvement Plan aoprova: [0 guarantee protechcrn against
erosion and improper grading practices Upen the County's acceptance of improvemen's, anc satisfactary complelion
of 8 ona-year maintenance peniod, uhusad portions of said deposit shalt be refunded 0 the project apphcant or
authorized agent.

lE. at any time during construction, a field review by County rersc. el indicates a sigrficant deviation from the
proposed grading shown on the improvement Plans, specifically with regard ta slope heighls, s'opa ratios, erosion
contral, wirterization, tree distarbarce, and/or pad elevations and cenfigurations, the plansg shall be reviewed by the
DRCESD lor g determination of substanlial confarmance ta the project approvals prier to any futher work proceeding
Failure of the DRC/ESD to make a determinalion of substantial conformance may serve as grounds for the
revocation/modifcaton of the project approval by the appropnate haanng bedy.

Any work affecting facilities mantained by, or easements dedicated or offerad for dedication, 10 Place: County of
other public agency may require e submittal and review of approprate Improvement Plass by ESD or the strer
agency.

B W13 Subrmit o the Engeneenng ard Surveying Deparment (ESD), for revicws and approval, a geotechnical
engineering repen produced by a Cailfornia Registered Cwil Enginear or Geotecnnical Enginegs. The repeit shall
address and make recornmandatians on the follzwing.

«  Foead, pavement, and parking area design

«  Structural foundations, inchiding cetaning wall deswyr {if applicable)

= Grading practices

v Erosicaieenterizabian

v Special probiems discovered on-zita, (.2, groundwaier, expansiveiunsiable sails, ate )

+  Slope stabilily

Once approved by the ESD, twa copies of {he final repart shall be provided to the BESD and cne capy o the
Bullding Department for ©eir use. If the scils report indicates the presence of cribcally expansre of other soils problems
which, if not corrected, could ead 1o structural defects, a celificaton of completion of the reguirements of the sc.ls
report will be required for subdivisizng, prior to issuance of Buiding Permits This certificaton may be completed on a
Lol by Lot basis or on a Tract baws, This shal be so noted in the CC&RSs and onthe Informational Sheet fied with the
Final Map(s). It is the responsiolity of the developer to provide for engneanng inspection and cerification that
earthwerk has been performed in conformity with rezommendations cofainad in the ssport,

BAM V14 Staging Areas Stockpiling andi/or vehicls staging arzas snall be enlified on the Imprcuemen\ Plans and
tocated as far as practical from elusting dwelings and protected resources in the area,

MM VLS If blasting is required for the instat'atico of site improvemnents, the deseloper wali comply witn agplicatle
County Ordinances that redate to blasting and use only State licensed conlractars to canduct these operations.

Discussion- Item V-4
Bazed on the prelimina-y gectechnical report by Holdrege & Kult dated July 19, 2005, there are na :dentified unigue
geologic ar physical fealures at the site that will be dastrayed, coverad, or modified by this project.

Discussion- items VI-5,6:

This project proposal would result in the constructian of 23 single famuly attached units (tewnhomes), associated
parking areas, and Penryn Road frontage improvements and distuth approxmately 1.6 acres ¢f the 3 2 acre site.
The disruption of soils on this primarily undeveloped propery increases the nsk of erosion and creates a petential
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for contamination of stormwater roneff with disturbed soi's or other pollutants introduced througn typicat grading
practces. The conslruct.on phase will cieate significant petential for ercsion as disturbed soil may come in contact
with wind or precipitabon that could transpon sediment to the air andior adiacent waterways Discharge of
cencertrated runcif in the post-deveslepment condition could also contribulz te the ergsicn potential impact e the
iong-term. Erosion patantial and waier qualty impacts are always presant and occcur when protective vagetative
covar 1s removed and $oits are d-sturbed. Itis pamanly the shaping of bui'ding pads, grading for parking areas, and
trenching for Gtilities that are responsible for accelerating erosion and degrading water quahty This disrupton of
sails on the site kas the potential to resultin significant increases in erasion of soils bath on- and ofi-sile The
proposed project’s impacts associated with soil erosion Wwill be mitigated to a 1255 than sigrificant lavel by
imglermenting the felicwing mitigation measures’

Mitigafion Measures - ltems VI-5,5;
Fefar to taxt in Mid W14
Refer to text in MM WV 2
Fefer to taxt in M W3
Refer to text in MMM V1 4

Mt VLG Water quality Best Management Practices {BMPs) shall be designed according o ine Canfornia
Stormwater Gually Asscciaion Stormwaler Best Management Practice Hardbocks for Construction, for New
Development ¢ Redevelopment, andfer for Industrai and Commercial, {ardfor other similas source as approved by
the Engineerng and Surveying Departrngnt (ESDH.

Construction (temporary) BMPs o7 the progect include, bat are not limited to: Fiber Rolls (SE-Z), Hydraseeding
{EC-4), Stabilized Construction Evdrance (LOM Plate C-4), Siorm Drain Inlet Protection (SE-10), Silt Fence (SE-1],
revegetaticn fechniques, gravel bags, diversion swales, dus! cortrol measures, wnit the soil disturbance. and
concrate washout areas '

FAM W7 Projecis with ground disturbance exceeding one-acre that are subact lo conslruchion starmwater qua'ity
permit requirements of the Natona® Poliulant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) pragram shall cbtain such parmit
frcn the State Regiona: Water Quality Contrel Board and sha!l peovide to the Engineenng and Serveying Dapatment
ewidence of a slste-issusd WOID number or filing of a Motce of Intent and fzes prior to slart of construction.

Discussion- ifems VI-7,8:

The preliminary gectechnical report by Holdrege & Kuil dated July 19, 2008 states that the site 13 located within
Seismic Zene 3 an the California Building Code (CBC) Seismic Zone Map The site inay experience moderate
ground shaking caused by earthquakes occurring ainng ofisite faolts. If structures are constructed according to the
current edition of the Califormiz Bulliing Coda, the Iikelinsod of severe damage due 1o ground shaking should be
minimal. There i3 no tandshding or slope ingtability related io the project sile The expasure of people or praperty to
seismec impacts related to this 23 unit lownhome projeetis considerad 1o be less than significant. Na mitigation
measures are requirad.

Discussion- item VI-9:

According to the prelimirary gealechnicai repcrt by Holdrege & Kull dated July 19, 2005, based on the granular,
non-cohesive nature of the sol encountaced in the exploratony trenches, perferming Alerbersg omits of expanson
inCex testing was nct necessary, as thus type of soilwould nol exkitit the charactaristics of expansive soils

VI HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - \Weuld the projact.

: P tia L “Less Than H T "_m.

R T "-f_P_ci_tentia!Iy Significant | Less Than N. o

- S e IR B ' - . = _  agw i Lo . A . rEm < .

.. Environmental lssue 1 Significant | with” 7| Significant | o
S e ST T | [mipact

RS MR  Impact |- Mitigation .3 “:lmpact .| =7

| e R A o -+'Measures | -7 L

1 Crealz a significant hazard ta the public or the emironment f

| through Lhe routline handling, tarsport, use, or disposal of X |

hazardoys or acutely kazardous malesials? (EHS) ot I N S I

2. Create a significant hazard to (e putlic ar the eraararment ]

. through reasonably foreseeabla upsat and accident conditions X | ‘

i Imvolving the release of hazardoss materiais into the i |

! environment? (EHS: I I
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P33 Emil hazardous ermssions, sebstances, of waste wuhm one- X H]|
Dquarter mile of a1 existing or propossd schaol? PAPCDY |
4 Belocated on a site which is ncluded on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to Gavernment Code Section , %
6558625 and, as a result, would il create a significant hazard to . ;
the puklic ¢ the envirgnment? (EMS) | |
5. For a project lecated within an airpart land use pian or, ! !
where such a plan has nct been adopted, within two miles of 8 ;
public airpont ar pubie use airped, woeld the projset result in a ' X
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project ,
area? [PLMN} e !
8. For a project within the wvicinity of a private arstrip, would the
project resut in a safely hazard for pecple residing in toe X
| | project area? (PLN} : !
- 7. Expose people of structures 1o a sigrficant risk of lass, inury
. or dealh invalving wiltdiard fres, including where witdlands are ; X
! adjacent to urbanized arsas or where residences are ! L
Lintermixed with wildlands? {PLN) . L o
| 1
| 8 Creata any hea'th hazard or potenlial health hazard? {(EHS) X !
|
9 Expose paople to exishing sources of potential health X
| hazards? {EHS) : i

Discussion- Items VII-1,2:

The use of hazardous s.bstances during normal construction activilies is expected fo be limited in ralire, a"d wil,

te subject to standard randiing and storage requrements Accordingly, impacts related 1o the release of Tazardous
substances ae considered less than significant No mingahon measures are reguired

Discussion- tem VII-3:
Based upon the project descripbion, lhe project is not expected to @mit hazardous emissions.

Discussion- ltem VIi4: :

A Phasz | Environmental Sie Assessment (Phase | ESA). dated Aprii 21, 2005, was prepared for the projact site by
MG Melson, Ph O An add.dicnal Environmental Assessment and Soil Sampling repert, dated Dacemaer 13, 2008,
was prepared for the project site by Nelsen Envirgnmental The Phase | ESA and Environmental Assegsment
report that the project sife 15 ot currentyy included on a list compited pursuant to Government Code Section
£5962.5 However, historicat aenal photegraphs docurnent that the property and surraunding areas were used as
orchards until at least 1938, Based on the histery of orchasd use, sqil sarmpling was conducted. results of sail
sampling are docurmented in the Environmeniatl Assessmenl and Sail Sampling repart dated December 13, 2006
Chilzrinated pesticides were prasent in all s samples taken from the project site, indizalting thal environmentaily
persistent agricultural chemicals were appiled fo the property. Tne use of the propedy as an archarc until at least
1638 and the presance of chiorinaled pesticides, arsec and lead in soit a1 tme property could create a significant
hazard to the pubtc. This is & potertially significant impact which will be reduced with the lollowing mitigation
measures

fitigation Measures- liem Vil-4:

B VL1 1n order 1o mingate potential impacts from the past use of chlonazled pesucides and the suspecled use of
arsenical lead pesticides a* the proparty, a Preliminary Endangerment Assessment (PEA), or equivalent "ng furher
achon”ietter, and any associated remeadiaton, wil be required from state DTSC Tra PEA must be subrutted to
EHS prior o submuttal of Improvenent Plans anc any remedial action or no further aclion letter fram BT 30 must be
submitted to EMS prior to final map recardation.

Discussion- ltem VIi-5:
The project is not tocated within an airpert land use plan area or within two miles of a pubtic airpart or pubhc use
airpart, and therefora would not result in ar airport safety hazard far peopke residing ar working m the projact area.

PLH- Plarmeng ng, ESD= E"-g ineering & Surveying Departyient, EHS= Ervirormental Hezltr Saraces, APCD= A Pollubon Cangrol Sstrict 13 of 5

, _/o((



fnival Siudy & Chacklst continued

Discussion- ltem VII-6;
The project is not located withi the vicinily of a private airstrip, and herefere would netin a safely hazard for
pecple resding i the project area.

Discussion- [tem Vi1-7:

The proposed proyect will not expase pacple or struclores to a significant nsk of loss, injury of death involving
wildlard fires, as the proposed project site is easdy accessible via a major Interslate which will allow tor unimpeded
emergency veticle access, the project site 18 not located on ar near any heawly vegetated steep siopes, and
properties wiliun the gangral vicindy of the proposed project are largely developed rathar than wildland areas that
centain large amaunts of vagetationdfire fusl

Discussion- ltern V-8,

This planned residenkiat development will include a stormwater detenticn system. Stormwater datention basing,
unless properly designec and managed, have the potential to create a'significant haatih hazard by prowviding an
environment canducive to breading moscuito disease vactors.

Mitigation Measures- tem Vi-8:

MR WL 2 In order ko minemize potential health hazards related to mosqu to Breeding. develop a Mosquito
Managermant Plan with the Placer Mosquito Abatement Oistrict (PriAD}. As detailed by the PMAD, this plan shal
include “weekly montanng of the drain during slow water flow tirnes, whers there might te stagnation as well 25 a
routine drain area cleaning to assure that the drain does not clog up with debris from soil, teaves, or trash.
Additionally, if such stagnation cordition exists where (ke drain is not sufficiently diaining to avoid stagnation ard
thergby creating a mosquito breeding hatutat, then the responsible party should KiE the mosquitd larvae by
apprapnately remeving the stagnant water or by ufilizing ofher approved methads” The Masquite Management
Plan shall be incorporaled into the managemeant plan of the Homeowners Asscciation, Addibonally, the project will
be corditioned to alow the tosquito Abatement Distnct 1o review the Mosquito Management Plan and the
Improvement Plans As a condition of this project, it s recommeanded that drip irigation be used for landscaping
areas

. Discussion- iterm Vil-9:
A Phase | Envirgnmental Site Assessment {Phasa | ES4), dated Apr.l 21, 2005 was peparad for tha pegject site by
MG Nalsen, Ph.D An additional Enviranmental Assessmant 2nd Soil Samphng repon, dated December 13, 2005,
was prepared for the project sile by Nelsen Envicgnrmental As discussed i sachon Vil4. the histarizal use of the
property a5 an orchard and the prese-ce of chiorinated pesticides, arseric and lead in soil at the praperty could
expose people ta existing sources of potentiai nealth hazards. This s a polenbially significa-t mpack.

Two gaschne serize stations are iocated in the vicinity of the propeny, unauthorized subsurtace releaseas ars
repored for ane of ihe service slaticns. The gnderground plume is being monitered; the Regional Water Cualdy
Control Beard {(RWQCE] is the iead oversighl agency Quarterly monitanng repans are submitted to the FWQCE
and Environmental Healh Services The plume is migrating in g generally sdutheas! direction, away from the
project site. Based on local geolegy and groundeater gradients, it s nol kely that flow direclion of the contaminant
plume wilt charge Therefore, the patenbal for this project o expose peopla to existing sources of polential health
hazards relatad to the adjacent gasaling service stations s considered 12 be less than significant

Mitigation Measures- ltem VII-9;
Refer 1o text in MM WML

VHL HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY - Aould the project:

o T ] | Less Than i - S
LT e T e Pc:»!leal'ntlall'.'_,,r _Slgmﬂcanl: Less Than |- Nb;' _
. - Environmental Jssie " Sjgmflcant wﬂh | Slgntflcant imoact
Vs iy T ln Lo I-Measul'gﬁ I
1. Viglate any potable water quality standards? {EHS] . \ ] ]
I . !

PLIN = Planmig, ESD:Eng-heering & Sun.'ey.,ung Cenartnient, EHSsEraronmentzl Health SE!".IICE_.{-J;-P':D-—- Bar Polhgteen Conticl Distri.fr_ 14 of 28
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I'uhal Study B Checklist contawed

53 2 Substanliafy dep'zle groundwater sanples or interfere ! J |
substantially with graundwater recharge such {hat there would be |
- anet deficit in aguifer valume or a lessering of lncal groundwater
1 suppbes {i @ the praduction rate of pre-existng nearby wells
. . |
woaald drop 10 a levelwhich would not suppant exsting land uses . |
or planned uses far which permits have heen granted]? (EHS) ] ! J
- 3. Eubstantiaky aiter the existing dgrarage pattern of the site o

i , X
j area? (ESD] : . -
. |

4. Increase the rale or amount of suface runofi? (ESD] : X '.
! 6. Creale or conlridate runoff water which would include | X

substantial additional sources of polluted watar? (ESD) f [
|__ —— L — .-
| £ Otherwize substantally dagrade surface water gualty 2{ES0] N X _ }
i’_'_'__'__“"” e - e — _..._...._ .| — J
| 7 Othersmse substantially degrade ground water quality? (EHS) X

|8 Place housing within a 100- year flocd hazard area as mapped o :
i on a federal Flood Hazard boundary or Flood Insurance Rate X

Map cr other flood hazard delineaticn map? (ESOY ’
2. Place within a 1030-year llood hazard area improvements '

X
Cwhnchowould impede o redirect foad flows? {ESD) . .
[ 10. Expose people or slouctures Lo a signifizant nsk of 1088, in)Jry ‘ :
- or death involving flooding, including flosding as a result of the . ( | %
fallure of a leves or dam? (ESDY o : OV N S
T ) I
11 Alter the direchien ar rate of ‘low of groundwater? {EHS) |] | X
. )
12 Impact tha walershed of impartast surface water resousces, |I
inzluding but not hmited to Lake Tahoe, Folsom Lake, Hell Hole \ |
Reservarr, Rock Cresk Resencir, Sugar Pine Resemvair, ‘ | S
Frernsh Meadows Reservoir, Combie Lake, and Rolling Lake™ )
(EHS,ESDY I R

Discussion- ltem VI

This project will not rely on groundwater wells as a polable water source Potabla water for s project will pe
ireated water from Placer County Waler Agens y. Therefore, the praiect will not violate waler quality standards viith
respect o potatle water.

Discussion- ltem VIII-2:

Tis projeclwill net utilize groundwater, and is nol located in an area where sails ace canductee fo groundewster
recharge. Therefore, the project will nat substantzily depiste groundwatar supplies or interfecs with grous ndwiater
recharge No mifigation measures are required

Discussion- ltems VII-3,4:
This project wil craate naw imperyoJs surfaces on a properly nat s currently undeveloped and thus increase the
rate and armount of surface runof from the site. & preliminary dgrainage rapor was prepared by Ubora Engineering
& Plann.ng dated September 2008, The project carrently drains towards Perryn Road, Ons'ta drainage witl be
collected via a nebwork of gullers along the inernal private road into storm drainage 17lets lecated at the project
entrance and convayed into on-sia underground storm drainage pipes which pulflow into the surface gutter systerm
within Penryn Parkway. Prosect storm detention will be provided via underground oversized pipe slorage. The
project’s detention basin is proposed lo mitinate peak flows to at or below existing fiows and to discharge the peak
lows back to their existing 1ocavans in order 1o maintan downsiréarn condhtions The depth of flow anticipatad in
the gutter during the 100-year storm event is .35 fest. No cvertopping af the G 5 foot curb s anticipated. The
applicant has demonstrated in the preliminary drainage report that the travel lanes on Penryn Road wilk not be
impedad by flows encreaching during the 100-year slarm event A final dranage report will 02 requirad with
subrmittal of the improvement plans far County review and approval to subslantiate the prahminary report drainage
calculathons,

PLM=Planning, F50=Engingering & Surseying E;ép;‘:r_t;e.ﬁt, EHG=Emarnactental Heaalth Sardces, AFCD=Ar Poifubon Control (igtrect 15 of 268 / 0 S



Antial Studv & Checkist continued

The propery propozed for develapment 15 witnin the Dry Craek Walershed Flood Control Plan area. Fleoding
along Dry Creek and iis tnbutaries ({his praperdy is in the Secret Raving watershed) 1s well documented. Cumulative
downstrearm imoacts were studied in the Dry Cresk Watershed Flocd Cantrol Plan in order to plan for flood contrel
preiects and st ilocd confrol palcies WMidigation measures for developmant 1 this area include iccal, cn-gite
detention to reduce post-develepment flows from the 2- through 100-year starms lo pre-developreant levels and
flosd control develapment fees o fund regional detention tasins to reduce Aoeding en major streams in the Dry
Creer walershed |f fees are rof collected on a projest by project basis {c fund regiona! detenton faciihes, these
typas of capi'al improverments may not ba realized and flaoding impacts to propeitias within the Dry Creek
Watershed arga wiil persist. Staff corsiders tese cumulative flood contrel impacts o be potantially significant
rmipacts. :

The proposed project's impacts associated wilh increase in rate or amaunt of sudface runoff can be mibigated lo
a less thar significant ievel by implenzenting the followng mikigation measures, -

Mitigation Measures- Iterms VIH-3 4.
Refer ta text i MM V) 1
Fefer o text in [ Wi 2

PARA W11 G Prepare and submit wilk the project Improvement Plans, a drainage repor in conformance with {he
tequrements of Sechion § of the LOM and the Placer County Storm Walzr Managament Manual thal are in effect at
the time of submittal, 10 the Engingering and Surveying Departmant for review and approval. The repor shall be
prepared by a Regstered Civil Engineer and shail, at a minimum, include: A written text addressing ex-sting
conditions, 1he effacts of the improvemernts gli approoriate calculztions, » walershed map, increases in
downsiream flows, proposad on- and eff-site improvamants and drainage easemenls to accommodale flows from
this progect. The report shatl identify water quality protechion features and methods to be vsad both dunng
constraction and for long-term post-canstruction waker qualty pectection, "Best Management Pracuce” (EMP)
measures shali be provded Lo reduce erosion, water quality degradation and pravent the discharge of poilutanis o
stormwater to the maximum exlert practicable

M VI 2 Storm water run-off shail be reducad to pre-prosect conditions through the installation of detention
facikibes Delenton facitties shall be designed n accordance with the reguirernents of {re Flacer County S1orm
Wiater Management Kan.al that are in effect at tne time of subrittal, and o tre satisfaction of the Engineering ard
Surveying Department (ESD) The ESO may, afer review of the project drainage repar, delete this requirerment if it
is determired that drainage condilions do not warrant installabon of this type of facility. In the event on-site
detention requirements are waived, this project may be sobject to payment of any in-lieu fees prescrebed by Counlty
Ordinarce. Mo retentionidetenticn facility construction shall be permitted within any idertified wetlands area,
flacdplain, or right-of-way, except as authorized by project appravals.

wbd w3 Orainage facilties, for purposes of colleck.ng runoff on individua! lots, shall be designed in accordanae
with the requirerments of the County Starm Water Management kancal that are in effect at the tme of submuttal,
and shali be in compliance with applicable stormwater quaity standards, 1o the satisfachon of the Enginesring and
Survaying Depatment (ESD) These lacilities shall be constructed with subdragion improvemnents and easementis
provided as required oy ES0. Maintenanse of thesa facibbies shall be provided by the propery cwners’ assaciation

MM VI 4 This oroj2ct is subject te the one-time paymant of drainage improvemant and flosd cantrol faes pursuant
to the "Dy Creex Watershed Interim Drawage Improvement Crdinance” (Ref. Atticle 15,32, farmerly Chapler 4,
Subchapter 20 Placer County Code  The currert eshimated developmer] fee1s 3163 per single family residence,
or 33 387 tota' ‘or 23 'ownhomes, payable to the Ergineenng and Surveying Departreent prior (o each Build:ng
Fermil issuance. When and if addtional entitlernenis or Bulding Permifs are sought for each parcei thal property
will becomea sibest 0tk Ordinance requirsmeant. The fees o be pad shall be based on the fee program in effect
at the timea thal the application s deamed cormplete

B VIS This pegiect is subjectto payment of annual drainzge improvement and flaod cantrol feas pursuant to the
"Dy Creek Watershed Interirn Drainage Improvement Qrdinance” (Ref. Adicle 15,32, formerly Chaptar 4,
Subchapter 20, Flacer County Code). Pror to Buiding Permit issuance, each applcant shall causs each subjecl
parcel lo becemne a participant in the existing Ory Creek Watershed County Service Arsa for purpesas of sollzchng
these annual assessments The curreal estinatad annuad fee s 328 per singls farmily residence.

Discussion- ltems VIII-5.6:
Approximately ha'f of Ine 3.2 acre site will be covered with impervious surfaces including structures and pavement.
Polerhal waler guality impacts are prezent both during prorect constructicn and post-project develapment.

PLM=#lanming, Es0-Eng neanng & Surveying ODepartment, EHS-—Environme;taE Health S-:r.nres,\]\PCD-—Ar Pellitien Control Bustnck 16 of 26 / D q



Titial Sy & Zhesskst conbinues

Consiruction activities will disturk sails and cause potential introduction of sediment into stormwater duriag rain
events Through the implementaticr of Best Management Practces (BMPs) for minimizing contact eeth potential
starmwater pollutasts at the scurce and erasion contrpt methods., this potentizlly sgnificant impact can be reduced
to less than significant levels. In the past-developrnent candition, the preject could potentially introdueca
contaminanis such as ol and grease, sediment, nutnents, metals, organics. pesticides. anc wash from activities
such as parking fot ruroff. outdoor storage, Iangscape fatilizing and mainienanca, and refuse cellection. According,
to the preliminary drainage repor dated September 2006 by Ubora Engineenng & Planning, Inc, drainage fram the
project will be caplured on-sitz and teated with a stormwater guality treatment strocture prior o being discharged
intc the underground detenticn storage pipes. Since there is no downstream underground starm drainage system
near Iha project, post-development flows after detention will be returned to surface flaws at the Penryn Road back
of curh on the project’s private propecty. This cutlet structure, or ‘bubble-up” fzature, will have an cpen botlom and
infiltrator pipe surroundad by drain rock 1o encaurage fitration of treated starmwater. During large storm events,
stormwater will bubble-up and exit the drain inlet in the on-site landscaping. This water will fiow over the curb and
gutter and continue to flow an the surface of Penryn Read in a southerly cireclion lowards the Caitians nght-of-way
which is simiiar to how dranage flows today. Runoff centinues to flow towards Secret Ravine, on Lhe scuth side of
1-80. A final drainage repart will be required with submittal of the improvement plans for County review and approval
to substantiate the preliminary report drainage and BMP sizing calculations. The propased project's impacts
assooated wilh water guality degradation wilt be mitgated to a l2ss than significant level by implemening the
following miigation measures:

Mitigation Measures- ltems VIN-5,6:
Refer to text in MM VI

Refer o text in WM Vi 2

Refer 1o taxt in MM VI 4

Retar ta text in M VI B

Refer o text in MM VL7F

Refer to texl in MM VIil.1

M VL6 Water quality Best Managament Fractices (88Ps) shall be designed according to tha California
Stormwater Quallty Asscciation Stormwatzr Best Managemen! Pragtice Handbooks for Construction for New
Developmearl f Radeveloprenl, andior far Industrial and Cormeroa:, {andior cther simitar ssurse as approved by
the Engineering and Surveyng Depariment {ESDY)

Storm drainage from on- and off-site impenious surfacas (including roads} shall be colected and rouled
through soecially designed catch basing vegelated swa'es, vauits. infiltration basins, water guality basins, filters,
gfc. far entrapment of sediment, debris and oils/greases of other wdenified pallutants, as approved by the ESD.
BMPs shall be ues'gned at a minmum  accordance with the Placer County Guidance Cocument fae Volume and
Fiow-Basad Sizing of Permanent Post-Construction Bast Management Praclces for Stozmwater Quality Prolection.
Post-developmant {permarnent) BMPs for lite project include, but are nol imited 1o walar qualdy lreatment structure
simular to 2 Stormcepter or equivalent No water qualty facility constructon shall be permittad within any identified
wetlands area, finodplain, or righi-of-way except as authorized by projecl approvals

£l BMPs shall be maintaned as requirad to insure efectiveness. The applicant shali provide for the
establishmen: of vegetation. where specifiad by means of praperirrigaticn. Progt af on-goirg maintenance, such
as contraztual evidence, shall be provided o ESD upon reguest Maimenance of these facilites shail be provided
by the project owners/permiitees unless, and until, a Caunty Service Area s created and saic facilities are accepted
by the County for mairtenance Prior 1o Improversent Plan or Final Map approval, gasemants shall be creatad and
offered for dedicalion Lo the Cow!y for mamlanance and azeess (o these faciities in anticipahan of possit'e County
mainienance

MBI 7 This project is lesated witkin the area covered by Placer Counly's mumicipal starmwater quality permit,
pursuant to the Matona! Pallutant Dischargs Elimination System {NPLES) Phase il program Projsct-related
stormwater discharges are subiect to ali spplicable requrements of sa:d pecmit BMPs shah be designed to mitiga'e
(minimize, infiltrate filter, or treat) stormwater runctl in accordance with “Attackment 47 of Flacer County's NPDES
Municipal Stermwaler Perm.t {State Water Resources Contral Board NPOES General Permt Mo CASQI0004).

LM YIIEE Provide an irrevocable Offer of Dedicatior on the Imprgvemant Plans and Final tiap lg the satsfaction of
the ESCr and DRC for easements as requwad for access to, and protection and maintenance of, storm drainage
retention/detention facilities, as well as post-construchion waler quaity echancement faciities (BMPs) Said facilties
shall be privately maintained uabl such bme as the Board of Superssors ascepls the offer of dedicalion,

M VI 9 Maintenance of datention faciites by the homeownars” association will be required.

PLN Flannag, ESC= Ergm-evrmf‘ & SLrveying Department, ERS=Enwirg: nr.mtal Heauh Ser.luﬂa APCO=Ar Podubicn Control Distnct 17 of 23
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Irina’ Study & Checklist carhr ud

Discussion- ltem VIII-7:
The project couMd resulh in urban stormwater runoff. Slandard Best fanagement Practices (Bi4Ps) will e used and
as such, the potential far fus project ta violate any water quality standards s considered to be less than signeficant.

Mitigation Measures- ltem VIIL-7; ,
In order to minimize potential watar guahty issues resulting from increased crkan stormwater unct, Basl
Managsment Practices (BMPs) will be utlized and maintzined

Discussion- ltems VIII-8,3,10:

The preject sita is not within a 100-year flood hazard aea as defined and mapped by tne Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) Mo improvements are proposed within a t00-year flcod hazard area and ne flogd
flows weuld be impeded or redirected. The prozect location is elevated well above areas (hat are subect (o flooding,
and therefore, there are no impacts dus to exposimg peopie or Structures to a signif.cant nisi of loss, injury, or
death, including flocding as a resu't of fallure of a levee or dam.

Discussion- Item VII-11:
The prajgct will not alter the direction or rate of [l'\w of groundwater.

Discussion- ltem Vil-12:
The projact is not located in proximity to any important surface waler resources, and w1l' net impact the walershea
of imponant surface waler resources

DX LAND USE & PLANNING = Would the pro et

—_————————  — . —— -

“Less Than = 7 Lo
'Slgnlflcant Less Than BT
i Slgnlflcant RS

-'Pot' :"|.t|e|II:.|r

Environmental lssue

_.Mlt!gatlo.n
Measures |

; —— ————en —_ — ! . —
\ 2 Canil ¢t with General Plan Communily FlanySpeoihic Plan |
designations or zomng ar Plan oolicies? (EHS, ESD, P’LN} I i

3 Conflsct wilh any applicabia hakiat conservaton pla. of
naterg| commumty consarvaticn gian o otner County policies, |
| plans, or requlalions adopted for purpases of avoiding ¢r |
| mitigating envirgarmental effects? (FLN} '

! 4 Resuitinthe development of incompatible uses andfor the i i
|
1

L ereation of land use conflizts? (PLNY

ol o [
3. Affect agricultural andg Wnber resources or operations (f e b

impacts 1o soils or farmiands arnd umber harvest plans, or I } .

_impacts from incompatible land wses;? (PLN) R

L 6. Disrupt or divide the physical arracgemean 't of an estadlished : w—ll 5

comeunity {including a low-inzerme or minority communty)? | : [ X

| e e e | . S e S

7. Resu'tin g substantial aleration of the presant ar planned |

|
! land use of an area? ﬁF‘LN] |
‘ T ——— - -i e — _,-[.-_,— —

8. Cause economic ar soclal changes that would rasult in
significant adverse pihysical charges 1 the envircnment such ‘ . X
as urban decay or delerioration? (PLNY

————— e ——— - — 1

Discussion- ltem 1X-1;
The praposed project will not physically devide an established community as it s propesed for construstion on 2
curtenlly undeweloped parcel that 15 large’y surrounded by undevelopad parcels,

PLN= Planl‘ung ESD= Ervgiranring fa Sureeying Dma—m.nr L, ENS =Ery ATCAMENLA) HEET" Serans aRE, L ABCD- A Polltian Cants ol District 18 of 23
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Trabizl Study & Checklict contintues

BDiscussion- [tem 1X-2:
The groposed project will not conflict with General or Community Flan designat:ons nar will it conflict with existing
zeming and requiremenis set forth in the Placer County Zonng Ordinance Tha project site 1s designated as Pearyn
Parkywiay In the Horseshae BarPenryn Community Plan and s zened Ci-UP-0C (Meighborhoed commercial
combaning Use Permit cambining Cesign Scenic Corridar) The proposed proiect is compalilie wath reguirements

set forh in the Commumly Plan and zone disinct

Discussion- Item 1X-3:
The gropased project cou'd potentially conflict with the Placer County Tree Presanvahan (vdinance, as it requires
the removal of protected native oak trees, howayer impacls resufting from conilicts with the Tree Presanvation

Ordinance are considered less than signifizant as impacts o protected trees will be mitigated by reguirements set
forth in the Tree Preservation Ordinance, which would then bring the project into compliance with the Tree

Preservaticn Ordinance Mo metigation measures are required.

Discussion- ltem 1X-4: _
The projectwill net result i the development of incompatible uses and cr the creation of tand use conihcts The
proposed proect consists of the construction of 23 townromes adjacent ta small-szale relail uses and proposed

similar residential subdivisicns. The proposed project 1s compatible with ¢

areg.

Discussion- ltem 1X-5:
Tre proposed praject will nol affezt agricultural and timber rescurcas or cparalicns as therg are no agricultural or

timber cesource operations on the site. There 15 an existing plant nursery to Lhe north, howeaver this is a commercial
operation that w.l not ke nagatvaly affecled by the construction of the project '

Discussion- ltermn {X-6: 3
The proposed project will not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an estatlished community ag it is

surraJnded Ly a mix of undeveloped land and commeatcial uses

Discussion-fem 1X-7;
The pro =cl will not result in a substanbal alteration of the present or plannes and use of an area, as itisin
complance wth the planned uses for this area as sai fodh i the Horseshor BarPerryn Community Plan and the

Placer County Zoning Qrdinance.

Discussion- em 1X-8;
The procosed project will net cause acecnomic or social changes that would resultin sigrificant adverse physical

changes 1o the envirccnment such as urban decay or deterioration Tha preposed project includes the construction
of 23 lownhomes on a previously undeveloped parcelin an area surroundad by existing and prepesed commercial
and residenhal developments '

XMINERAL RESOURCES — Would the project result in

. Enyironmentaf [ssue

S

xisting and propased fand uses it the

| Potentially
1. Significant.
7l Impact

|
|

| oherland use plan? [PLN]

1 The loss c:nféuaf.abuilty of a known rineral resource tnat
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

Sigaificant
SRR

1 Mitigation

Measures -

L._é:'S_S Than |: RIECUNEE &
~Less Than.

_Significant
+mpact -

12 The loss of avaitability of a locally-imponant mineral resource
recovery site delinga'ed on a lacal general plan, specific plan ar

Discussion- tem X-1: -
The proposed project will not rasult in the Toss of availabilily of a known minaral resaurcé that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state as there are no such kndwa mnaral resources on the sile

4

I

PLY=Flanming, ESD=Enginaering & Surseying Departerent, EHS= Ej'.','i-ljar-‘;l‘l‘,eﬂ[al Health Seeaces, ARPCD- A Pollubice Contral Distrce 19 of 28
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(nitiai Study & Checkbst cantimeed

Discussion- ltem X-2;

The propesed presact wilt not result in the ioss of avalability of @ lecaliy-important mingral resource recovey sile
d= ineated on a lccai general plan, specitic plan or other land use plan as there are no such munera! resourcas on

the aiie

XL NOISE - Would the project result in:

_::_. ’beéhfi.a-lly )

significant’
!rﬁpac@

Less Than_
Significant

with -
‘Mitigation .

.| "Measures

LessThan 1=

Significant

. Impact 7|

1. BExposure of parsons to or generatisn of norse levels in
excess of standards astatlsked in the lgcal General Plan,
Community Plan or ngise ordinance, or applicat'e standargs of
other agencies? (EHS)

X

2. A substantial permanert increass in ambignt neise levels in
lhe project vicinily above levels existing without the projact?
(EHSy |
i 3 Asubstanhal temporary or pencdic .ncrease in amblent noise
levels in the project vicinily above levels existing without the
| preety €4y o

14 For a project tozated within an arpor fand us2 plan or,
whers such a olan ~as nol been adepted, within two miles of a
publc airpor of public use arpart, would the projecl expose
peop'e residing of working in the protect area {0 excessve
noise ievels? (EHS) i

5 For a projgst within the vicinity of a private arstnp, would the
| praject expese people residing or working in the project areato |
_exoessive poise levels? (EHS) :

Discussion- Items Xi-1,2:

Anenvironmenlzl nose analysis (EMA), dated Decamber 5 2005, was conducted for tnis project by JC Brennan &

sssooiates. The ENA reoorts that kaffic neise from interstate 80 exceeds Placer County noise leve!

Trese noisa impacts are potentially significant and will be reduced with the followang mitigaticn measures

Mitigation Measures- items XJ-1,2:

standards

tARL XL 1 0 arder 1o ensura that traffic noise impacts from Interstate 80 ara adequalely mitigated for this project,
soundwalls shafl be constructad as speodied in the EMA dated December 5, 2066, Tha soundwalls shall be
constructed as spaxiied in the ENA with respect to d'mensions, locations. and ceaslrucion malzrals. General
construction requirermants, consistent with the uniform building code, will typically provide interor noise raduchon,
provded that air conditioning is iccluded with esch unit Therefore, inorder (o adequately mitigate intenor noiss
levels, air candihaning will ke included for gack residential umit o0 that decrs and wordows may be closad for

adadiicnal irtencr noise reduction,

Discussion- ltem XI-3:

MNaise from constructicn activiies may nobeeably increase noisg levels atove exisling armb:ent noise levels.

Canslruction roise emaratng from any construchon activities for which a build.ng permit or grading permit s
ragured is subject ta roise level standards as detailed in the Piacer Counly General Plan, the Granile Bay

Commuraty Flan, ard shall comphy w
considerad less than sigruficant. Mo mitigation measures are requ,

Discussion- ltem Xli-4:

red.

The project is not located within an girpart tand use plan or within two miles of a puhlc avpord

Discussion- ftem X1-5;
The project is nat locafed within the vicinly of a private airsirip.

i Placer Courty Cade Aricle § 36 Impacis related to construction noise are

PLH=Planming, EEﬁZEﬂgl-TEE|iﬂ_:; & Suryeying Depammsat, EF S=Inviianmental Heallg Se'rv'ure;, APED:ﬁ!r Polvwtian Cantrol DT&Fnct 20 B? i)
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Titiat Study & Checkist contnued

Xil. POPULATION & HOUS!NG wwd the prOJect

f o .| LessThan |. . v . :
B I T | Potentially | Significant | Less Than | NG
" ..Environmental Issue "~ -7 ‘Significant | .~ with -~ | Significant impact
PRI PR - lmpact Mltlgatron Impact.- P
S e L n e e -0 | Measures. | T L
1. {nguce sutstantial populaton grewthin an area, either
!:Jirer:tly' il & by preposing new homes and businesses) or | X
indirectly {i & through extension of coads or olher ;
nfrastructured? (PLN) : —
2 Displace substantial numbers of existng housing.
recessitatirg the construction of replacement housirg ; X
elsewhere? (PLN) . I

Discussion- tem XII-1: :

The proposed preject will not induce substanhial population growth either directly or indirectly a5 the subject parcel
is an undeveloped parcel surrounded by commercial deveiopment, simitar residential projects that are currently
under constructaor, and single famity residental uses to the noith. Al road. waler, sewer, ard electrical
infrastructure required to serve the proposed project is existing

Discussion- ltem Xi1-2:

The proposed grojecl will not displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the canstruction of
replacerment housing elsewhere as the project site is an undevalsped parcel surrcunded by undevelopad parcels
and commercial developments.

Xl PUBLIC SERVICES ~ Would the project result in substantial adverse ohysical inpacts asscoiated with the

_provision of new ar physically altered governmantai services and/or lacilites, the construction of which could cause
significant enwronmental imoacts, in order 1o mantan acceplable service ratics, rasponse bmes or other
performance ahjechves far any of the prbhc senaces?

Ao s L Less Thas |00 '_l I

""F'ot'én't[a'lly Signlfcant |"Less Than' No .

‘Environmiental Issue Significant’|“with ©, S:gmf:cant | |

e iy mpact
Impact Mlt:gatlpn Impact

e . S Measures - : _-_

1. Fire protection? iERS, ESD, PLN} : ! X |
2. Shenff protestion? (EHS, ESD, PLNj K . X
3. Schonls? (EHS ESD. PLN) | X

i -
P d. Ma rtﬁna'*.r:e l::-f pubihe facihies, ncluding raar*s‘? kEHS ESD ‘

) X
PLN; . .
5. Otner governmental services? (EHS, ESD, PLN) I | X

Discussion- All ltems:

The praject will not result in substantial advecse physical mpacts associated with the provision of new or physizally
altered govarnmental serv.ces or facilties, the corstruction of which could cause sign ficant environmental impacts.
in order to maintain aoceptable service ratics, response Limes or gthar pedformance chjectives for firg, shenft,
schogls, putic facities, or other gavernmental servicas, as trese puolic seraces are currently provided 12 the area
from axisting facihites. Mo expansion or canstruchicn of governmental or pub'ic senaces are requured as a result of
this protect The project wli have ngrmpact on this tem

PLN=Panr mng, E30= Engineeznrg & Surveying Depatmon:, €hb= Evwr ancaertal Health Sere e, AP'\.P Air Bgtaten Controd Cistnct 21 of 28 114




)(l\.-‘ RECREATIDN Would the D’D}QCL FESu”. in.

e L T .| Potentialty | Significant | tess Than |- ., -7
‘  Environméntal Issue’ | Significant | "2 with "~ | Significant’| (oo
Pl T DT I Impact * | Mitigation |- Impact | """
| Lol T T e T e e e T T Measures | N A
1 V‘uould lhe pre. ect ncreasa the use \,f emstmg ne:ghbornoo-d
_ and regional parks or other recresbanal facdities such that | X
substantial physical ceterioration of (re faciiily weuld cocur or :
. be accelerated? {(PLN: .
. 2 Does the project nclude recreationat faalties or recuire the . : - '
| construction or expansion of recreational lasiities which might o X
I have an adverse physical effect on the emvirgrment? (PLN} ! o ]

Discussion- ltem XIV-1:
The propesed project widl not Lkely result in the increased use of an exising nwg“borhood park scch that

s bstantial delericration would oceur as the proposed project includes the mnstruct ont of recreational open space
with passive recreationa’ facilitizs cn-site.

Discussion- Iterm XIW-2:

The propased project inciudes (e construction of a recreational open space arsa that includes passive recreatonal
facikties This open space area will alow for lre presevation multiple natve aak traes on-sie and will not have an
agverse physical eFect on the envirgnrments, ’

XV TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC - Waould {he project reSuut in:

- ' "] Less Than | .-
b Potenilaliy Stgmfcam ‘Less Than .|
. with Slgmﬂcant
Mmgatlon } Impa{;t Impact
T S R T L] O S T  Measurtes - { N
l[ 1. An increase in traffic which may be substantial in retation 1o | | |
i the exisbng and/or planned fulure year traffic load and capacity | ' | |
of tre roadway system {i e resuitin 3 subs'antial increase in . X : :
githar the number of vehicle trigs. the volume o capacity ralio . . . ) |
on roads. of congeshen abwlersactions)? {ES0) N ____'_____|m . | ) ___l
2 Excesding, ether individually or cumuiatively, a level of . ‘
i senvice slandard establshad by the Counly Gereral Plan X ‘
andior Commumity Plan for rgads affected by proect raffic?
| (ESD) L 1 _ -
| 3. Increased impacts to vehicle safety due to -padway design
{atures (e sharp curves or dangarous ntarsections) or X
_ | incompatble uses (e g, farm equipment}” (ESDH I
"4 Inadegquate emergency access or access 1o nearby uses? X
i (E-JD1 : .
5. Insufficier! parking capazily ea-sie or off-site? (ESD, PLN) ' X
- — S S S |,_ ~
6. Hazards or barriers for pedestaans or bizycbsats? (E50) : 1 X
7. Canflicis with adooted policies sLlpportmg aliars me | X
 fransportation {i e bus turnouts. bicycle rasks VESD) :
'8 Change in ar trafic patlems, inciucing either an increase in ' | |
teaffic levels or a changa in lacation thal rasulls in substantial | LS
safelyssks?(ESD) . . e

PLH=Pl3- \r.mg, ESO=E En'-nee'mg B Sureeying Depdrtmﬂr'.t ERE—Envitormental Health Senvices, APCD =Air Foifut'on Zentrol Distnict 22 of 26

5



Irutial Study & Checkdst conbnaed

Discussion-ltems XV-1,2:

This proiect proposal will resuliin the constructon of 23 residantial townhomes with associated parking and drive aises
an currently vacant property. The proposed proiect will generate approxsmately 2158 average daty tps, with
appraximately 17 AM and 23 PM peak hour Lips The proposed project creates site-specidc impacts on local
transportaton systers that are considered less than sianificant when anaiyzed against the exslirg baszehne traffic
condiions ard readway seqgmant /intersecton existing LGOS, however, the cumulativa effect of an increase infraffic has
the potertial to creata significant impacts to the area’s ransportalion systam. Ani"le 15.28 010 of the Plager Counly
Code estabiishas a road nework Capdal Impravement Program {CIP) This projact s subgect to this code and,
therefare requirad to pay affic mpact fess to fund the CiP {or area roadway improvements.

The Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community Plan Juna 28, 2005 update includes the pelicy (hat the lzvel of senvce
(LOS) on majar roadways and intersections shall be at a Leve, "C" ar better exceplwith.n one half mile of a State
Highway, ir which case the LOS standard shatl e "D " Penryn Road at this locaton currently operates at a LOS 'A”
and the addibon of this 23 urit fowrhame project will not cause significant negative impacts to te LOS. Mowever,
the project dees contribute towards cumulative impacts for the level of sensce standard. The project s reguired to
pay o the CIF for local readway infrastructure improvements in arder o alleviale trafic impacts for the buildout of
the Cammunity Plan area With the payment of traffic mitigation fees for the ultimate construction cf the CiP
improve™ments, the traffic impacte are considerad less than signif.cant

Mitigation Measures - ltems XV-1,2:

MR XV 1 This praject will be subjec! ta lhe payment of traffic smpact fees that are in effect in this arsa
(MewcastleMarseshoe Bar Fee Districti, prrsuant to applicable Ordinances acnd Resalutions The applicant iz notified
nat the follewing traffic mitigation f2ais) will be reguired and shall be paid to Placer Counby DPW priar to issuance of
any Bullding Permils for the prosect.

+  Courty Wide Traffic Limitation Zone Article 15 28 010, Placer County Code

+  South Placer Reqiona) Transporiation Authonty (SPRTA)]

s Placer County / Cdy of Raseville JPA {PSICR)

The current estimated fee s 595 505,52, or 34,152 5% per twnhouse, The fees were calcu'ated using e
information supphed. If the use or the squars footage changes, than the fees will change The f=es o be pad shall te
based on the fee crogram in effect at the time that e applicalion 1s deamed complete.

Discussion- ltem XV-3:

Access forthe 3 2 acra propery 15 c’“a'lnngmg dus o sight distance 1ssues related to the abgnmeit of Perryn
Road and the spasd of ra*fic on this section of Penryn Road Thea site has about 480 feet of frontage begnaing gt 2
point about 250 feet north of the 1-80 westhound off-ramp ‘niersection. Hope Way, a private road, intersects Penryn
Road apposte the preject site at a location about 325 feet noith of the southaen proparty boundary ine The posted
speed linut in the a-ea 15 45 mph The horizontal 2'ignment of the Panryn Road 1s straight, hcwever, the vertical
aligament includes a crest vertical curve o the area of the project Tha crest of this curve limils sight distarce at
varicus locations along the project frontage The applicant pravided an Access Study prepared by KD Arderson
Transporiation Engineers, dated Juby 20, 2003, This study concluded that a 123 feol sight distance “windaw”
exisled where the view in each dirgction is relatively uncbstructed The project s propcsing an aczess directly
oppesde Hope Way A scuthbound eft tun lane with same off-sde widaning to the narth for 1ane tfransiticn and
lapers will be canstructad with the project at thus entrance The proposed projact’'s inpacts associated wath vehicle
safety due ‘o roadway design features will be mitigated ta a less than sigmifican: laval by mplemartng the follewang
miligalizn measures

Mltlganon Measures. ltem XV-3:

MM XY 2 Canstruct a pubhc road entrance anta Penr}r road meating the sght distance requiremenis for a Flate R-17
Maior, LOM standa:c The mprovements shall begin at the culside edge of any fulure fane(s} as directed by the DPW
and the Enginesring and Surveying Departent (ESDY. An Encroachment Perrmit shall ba obtained oy the applizant of
sutrorized agent from DPW The design speed of Panryri Road shall be 45 siph, unless an alernate design speed s
approved by the OFW The structural section wdhin the matn roadway right-of-way shal e designed for a Traffic Index
af 74, bl said secten shall not ba iess than 37 ACHE" Class 2 AB unless otherwise approved by the ESD

ME XV, 3 Construct & twa-way left turn lane an Perryn Raad from the project enirance to confarm fo the exisling center
turn lane south of the profect site Traffic strping shall be done by the doveloper's contractor. The remova’ of existing
slriping and othe- pavement mark.ngs shail be complzied by the develager's contractar The dasign shal’ confarm b
criteriz specified in lhe [atest verson of the Cattrans Highway Design Manaal {or a design speed of 45 mph, vnless an
alternative is approved by DPW.

PLM="Plarr ny, ESD=Engnesritg B éur.‘ey‘mg Departimany, E4¥S=Srearonmental Azaith Secaces, APCD=4Alr Poliuticn Contiol Datrict 23 0‘ 2B /} I/



[ribal Stady & Chezkbst corbiazd

Discussion - Item XV-4: The servicing fire d:stru:l !he F’err,n F|re Protecnoﬁ Dlstr-ct has reulewﬂd he propcsed

project a~d determinad that the access driveway widln shall be a minimun of 20 feet on each side of the raised

median, and the median sha

N ot abstruct @ cleac wview o the roadway. All roadways within the oroject shalt Ge 3

raimim e widih of 25 feet and shall be designated no parking to ensure access and passing of fire apparatus An
emergancy vehicle aczess road is reguired, capatle of supporting 3 40 020 pound emergency vehicle under all

weather conditions, since only ore

access drveway o Penryn Road s proposed. The proposed project’s impacts

assooated with emergency vahicle access will be milgated to a less than significant level by implegmenting the

foilowing matigation measures.

Mitigation Measures - ltem XW-4:

MId XV 4 Censtrue! a 20-foat wide all-weather emargency vehicle access road capabie of supparting a 40,000 pmmd
s1e circutation drive aise mmediately east of Lot 2, as shown cn
the agprovea Teniative Map) to the existing driveway on the adjacent property to the reth Cif-site pavement
reconsiruction may be recessary in order to meet the vehicle loading eritera for the existing driveway connection back

emergeny vehicle fram the northern edge of the on-s

to Fenryn Road.

M XV S Parking in front of driveways and parallel parking along the internal lcop road is prehibited "No parking” sizns
shall be prowided alang the on-site internai leop read

Discussion - Item XV-5: The preposed project will not result in insufficient park’ ng capacity on-site or off-site as
the project meets the minimum parkong standacds sat ferth for mulii-family residential Planned Developments as set

forth in the Placer County Zamng Ordinance

Discussion -
is neimpact.

Discussion
or pregrams sucporting alternative transpos 1d1IOf‘l

ltem XV-6: The praposed project w.li not cause hazards o barners o pedestians or

hicyclists, There

- lten XN-7: The praject will nof condict with any existing or preclude anbcipated future policies, plans,

Discussion - ltem XV-§: This proect will mel resut in a changs im ar srathic palterns, including either anncreass in
traffic leveis o a charge in location (hat results in substantial safety qsks

XVILUTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would {

ke praject:

nvirenmental Iss e

Potentlally

: -Slgmflcant

: tmpact

Less Than |« . 7],
Significant | Less Than |~
vith - Slgniflcant -
“Mitigation” :

Measures

. Impact

I pa-::t

1. Exceed waslewaler treatment requiramests of the applicable

Regaral Water Oua‘ity Control Board? (ESD‘;

2. Reguire ar cesult in the consruchion of new water o
waslewater delivery, collection or trealment facilities or

- expanrsion of existing facilihes, the construction of

whizh could

i tause ause signifcant ¢ enyironmental effects? (EXS ES50F
3 Reglire ar result in \he constroction af new on-s.te sewage;

P aysiemns? (’HS}

4, Requwe ar result i the constrostion of new storm water

~ drainage faciities or expansion of exsting {3
~constuction of which could cause signdicant envi
. effecis? (ESD)

cilhhas; the

pnmental

: & Have sufficient water SUpDhes available to serve re project

from existing entillements and resources, or are

EW Or

i_e_:-_cpanded entitlernents needed? {(EHS)

6. Requira sewer senvice that may net be avalaki
| area’s waste water {featrﬂem prowder’ﬂ {EHS, ES

o] b} the
o)

PLN =Plznning, ESin= Fagmesr ng & Sureeprg Departrenl, EH = Environmenta. Health Sereces, BPCD= fir Fdlullor;.--Cne-r.{th-F District 24 of 28
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_T_ﬂ|'f|§!! Sf:"'c"" Fi Checklist conbmozd

{7 Be served by a landfill with sufficien: permitled capacity fo [
cascommodate ke project’s solid waste dispesal needs in X
' comphance with all apphcatle laws™ (EHS)

Discussion- items XVI-1 4. '

An Banch sewer ine ewists along the southem boundary of the axisting Penryn Parkeway Business Park located
adjacent ta the southern boundary of the project site The project will consiruct a new Lne vathin Penryn Road to tig
into this sewer line. The South Placer Municipal Utility District (SPMUDY is the service provider for sewer facdibies in
this area. A letter datad October 23, 2008 from SPMUD inchcated that the project was eligible for sewer service.
The type of wasiewater expected to be produced by this development is typical of wastewater already collected and
treated witrin SPMUD. Tha proect is required to design and construct all on- and off-site sewer faciliies
cenforming to the SPMUD Standard Specifications and submit improverrant plans to SPMUD for review and
approval. Conneclion of this proposed 23 lownhome project to pubiic sewer would not cause significant
envronmental effects

Discussion- (tem XVI-2:
The project witl nat requirg or result in the construction of new water or wastewater delivery, colleclion or lreatment
asiblies or expansion of existing facilities.

Discussion- ltem XW1.3: :
The project waill be served by public sewer and will nol require or result in the construction of a new septic system.

Discussion- ltem X4

The projest proposes storm drainage col'echon and conveyance facilfies on-sile wilh a "bubble-vp” outlel withir: the
site lardscaping to return fows back te Penryn Road over the concrete curty and gutter. The applicant has
dernonstrated thicugh a prelminary drainage report prepared by Ubora Engineening and Plarning, Ins. daled
Septermbar 2004, tha the construction of the an-site stormuwater conveyance system is nol expected 1o cause
significant environmenta: effects

Discussion- ltems XVI-5 6

The agencies charged with providing treated water. sswer services, and refuse disgasal have indicatad ther
requirements to senve the project These requiteménts are routine in nature and do not represent significant
impacts Typical preject conditicns of approval require submission of “will-serve” leiters from each agency No
mitigat.on measures aie required.

Discussion- lem XVI-7:
The project wili be served Dy a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity o accommodals the projscl's salid wasta
disposal nesds

E. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANGE:

<. Environmental lssue

I 1 Does the project have the potental to degrada tha qL:alit'y of the envirgnment
v ar elim:ngte impatart examgles of the major pariods of Califormia history of : , X
prefistony? ' :

2 [oes the project have impacts that are mdraduzl'y limited, bat cumulativaly

consderabie? {"Cumulatvely considerable” means that the incremental effec’s
of a project are considarable when vigwad in connection with the effects of past x
projects, the effects of ather current projects, and the e¥fects of probable future

' projects ) !

PLN=flanning, ESD=Enginea:irg & Surveying Departivent, EHS =Ervironmental Health Services, APCO= s Pallutinn Control Duistrict 25 of 28 ’} %?



Inat 3l S-.L,dr & f'heflfll,,t sonti r1uﬂd

3 Does the praject have envirgamentzal effects, which wil cauvse substanial

i
adverse effacls on human beings, eitter directly or indirectly? ! X !
e . J
F. OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES whose approval is required.
| | [ California Depariment cf Fish and Game F{T Lacal Agency Formation Commissian (LAFCO) !
[ [ Califarnia Depariment of Forestry [] MNakonal Marine Fisheries Service
, U Cafornia Deparimernt of Heath Services ___._] D Tahoe Reglonal Plalm_,EAgeﬂ,_r_.f ]
! Cahfornia  Depaniment of Toxic Substanses D .S, .«’J&rmgr Corp of Enginesrs
i ' Calu‘omla Department of Transporlation D U S. Fish and Wildie Service
E] Cahforma Integraled *.,- 'aste Managemsant Board ] Lj !
,—H__. . L
. (4 Califorria Regicnal Water Quaity Control Board .Jl_l:!,_____,__,___ ]

G. DETERMINATION - The Enviranmenial Review Committee finds thal,

' Although the proposed project COULD have a sigrificant effect on the envirgament, there WILL NOT e a significant
effact in this case because ke mitgation measures described here n have been addad o the praject. iu MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will e prepared.

H. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE (Farsors/Depariments corsuted)

Fianmng Depanment, Leah RKosasco, Chairoersor

Engineering and Surveying Depanmert, Rebecca Taber, P.E.
Engineering and Surveying Departmart, Wasiewaler, Ed Wydra
Depariment of Puthc Works, Transpotaton

Ervironrental Health Senvices. JilF Kearney

Aar Poflytian Contred District, Brent Backus |

Fload Cortrol Distncls, Andrew Darrow

Facilly Senaces, Farks, Vanee Kembredl

F-acer Counly Fire ! COF, Bob Eichaltz

'C(:.?_/;{_ /u:,‘l— qurJ/ f/f'ﬁ (f./

Signature _Date tMay 30, 20C7

Gina Langfard, Envis onmental Coardinator

i SUPPORTING INFORMATION SOURCES: The foilowing public documernts were uilized and ste-speadic
studies pregared o evaluate in de:al the effacis or impacts associatad wih the project This information 1s
avalzable for public review, Manday through Friday, 8am to 5p, at the Placer Counly Comimunty Geveleomearnt
Resource Agency, Ervironmental Coordination Servizes, 3081 Courty Center Drive, Sute 130 &uburn, CA
95503 Faor Tahoe projects, the document will alsa be aw|laale inour Tahse Dodision office. 555 West Lake Bhd.
Tahoe Cily, CA S5145

County B4 Commiunity Flan
Documents [Z} Env :ronmewtal Review Ordinance : "

@ Geregral F’Ian

; E Grading Ordinance
6 Land Develcpment aanual
] Land Cwision Crdinance

[ Storrmwater Management Manua!
1 G Tree Ordinance

PLN= Plarnur‘g r_SD Enc_,meenrg & Surveying Departonent, ERS-Emvircnmental Health Ser-.nfes APLD A Pollutiar Contral Distnet 76 of .:8 } l q




Initial Study & Che Zkhat contirued

[

[} Department of Toxic Substances Control

Trustee Agency 0 -
Documents = Si SR sy B XL
Il __'_ S — —_—
Site-Specific [ Biological Study
Studies 0< Cuttural Resources Pedes fian Survey
[j"éam Resources Records Search
L] Lighiing & Photormetric Flan
'-'F’Ianning [< Paleontological Survey L
0% Tree Survey & Arporist Report

Department

(] viseal impact Analysis

[[] Wetlang Delineation

UJ

]

(1 Phasing Flan

1= Prefiminary Gradmg Plan

i) Prefiminary Gectachnical Repor

Engingenng & |

'?] X] Prelminary Dranage Report o
.Z] Stormivater & Surface Water Quaht,f BMP Plan

Surveying

O Traffic Study

Department,
Haod Contro

V&) Sewer Pipeline Capazily Analyss

Dirstr.cl

[[] Placer County Commercialiindustial Waste Survey (where public sewer
is avalakble)

[[] Sewer tasier Flan

L] Wty Plan
i

0.

[] Groundwaler Centamination Report

' Hygro-Geateogical Stedy
[ Accustical Analysis

Enviranmertal
: Haalth
Senices

@ Fhase | Environmertal Site Assessment
] Soils Screering

(1 Prefimmary Endargerment Assessment

=

| 1 Canstruction armission & Dust Centrol Pran

) CaLiNEs Carbon | tonaxide Hrw,rsm !

i ' 1.

&ir Pollution
Conlral District

L] Geotechnical Repart ifor raturally occurnng asbes! os
' [] Health Risk Assessment

[] URBEMIS Madel Qutput

[

[ —

] Emergency Respon:.e and:or Evacuan‘,n Ptan

Fire
Depanment

[[] Traffic & Circulation Fian

o -

PLN=Planming, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Depariment, EdS= Ermr-:j 1[*1&‘, 1t' ai Hga-lth Serdes, APC5=A|r woiiction Condeai D|§Ect 27 0f 4
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lratial Stedy & Checklist conbinued

P Mesauilo [ Guidelines and Standards for Vector Prevantion in Proposed
F Abalement Develapments
! Dustrict ' |

PL =Planming, ESD=Engineanng & Surseying Depatment, EHS=E:w:;cnrn-e-.;']-tal-l-;é'e;:a'Se:'-\.-i::-é-;,_.a.PCDzmr Polluminn Cantrel Dskrct 28 of 23_' /X}
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