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Agency Director Gina Langford, Coordinator

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (Revised) -

In accordance with Placar County ordinances regarding mplementation of the California Environmental Quali'y Act. Flacer County has
candueted an Initial Study to determing whether 1he following project may have a significant adverse effect on the enviranment, and an the
basis of that study hereby finds:

[ The proposed projaci will not have a signitzant adverse effact on the environment; therefore . it does not reguire the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Repart and this Negative Declaration has been prepared.

B Althougr: the proposed project cautd have a significant adverse effect an the enviranmen, there will not be a significant adverse effect
in this case becauwse the project has incorporated spacific provisions te reduce impacts o 3 less than significant level andfur the
mitigation measures described herein have been added {o the project. A Mitigated Negalive Declaration has thus been prepared.

The enwirpnmental documents, which constitute the Initial Study ang provide the bas's and reasons for this determinaiion are attached
andfar referenced hevein and are hereby made a par of this document,

PROJECT INFORMATION

Title: 5t Joseph Marello Church |Plu5# PMPA T20080493

Description: St Joseph Marello Church is requesting approval of 2 Minor Use Permit {(MUP to develop a "house of worship” facility
on a 12 8-ucre site, A& Miner Boundary Line Adjustiment {MBLA) is requested to reconfigure the northern parcel {(035-120-02°) 'nta a
4. 6-gere parcel and the southern parce| {035-120-023} into & 12.8-acre parcal.

The Sacramenta Diccess proposes o construct @ new church that is interded to serve the immediate cormmunity of Gramie
Bay. The praposed hause of worship would be developed in fwe phases. Phase | would include s 14,350 zguare fool one-slory,
mulli-purpose building with approxipeately 240 parking stalls provided ensile. A stormwatar retentionidatantion faciuty will be
lconstructed with Phase | and may be laier used as playfields. Phase |l would include a 25.000 square foot, one-stary, church
1bwiding (%00 seats and administrative ollices) with an additional 172 parking stalls for a ofal of 412, A 1,954 square foot additon to
the multi-purpese building may alse ke buijlt for a total of 16,300 =square fzet. With shis addition. at full build-out the buwldings would
lutal approximatzly 41,300 square feat,

Location:  The project site {2 parcels) 8 located on the west side of Auburn Folsom Raad, south of Cawvitt Sallman Raad. The
preperty addresses are 7000 Laird Hoad {Pargel 1) and 7200 Avburn Folsom iioad (Pargel 2) in Granile Bay.

IProjem Cwner: Catholic Diocese of Sacramenio, 27110 Broadway, Sacramento, CA 95818
Project Applicant: RCH Group, Dave Caok, 1640 Lead Hill Blvd, Suite 220, Reseville, CA 95861

County Contact Person: Roy Sl:haefer S20-745-3061

PUBLIC MOTICE

The carmment period for this document closed on September 25, 2009 A copy of the N2galive Declaration s available for public
review at he Gounty's web site (hRpt e placer.ca goviDepanmentaL ommunity DevelopmentEnvCasrdSveaNeqllas asps),
Coemimunity Developrment Resource Agency public counter, and at the Granite Bay Public Library. Propeny owners within 300 feet of
the subjecl site shall be notified By mail of the upcoming heanng bafere the Planning Commwes:an. Additional informalion may ke
abtained by contacting the Environmental Cosrdination Services. at (3301745-3132 tetween the hours of .00 am and 4,00 pm at 2091
County Center Drive, Auburmn, CA 95603, For Tahoe projec’s, please visit our Tahge Oifice. 555 West Lake Blvd.. Tahog Cdy, CA
95145,

If you wish to appeal ihe appropriateness or adeguacy of this doclment, eddress your written comments (2 our Ainding thal the
progec) will Nt have a significant adverse effect on ihe emvronment” {1} identify the enviranmantal effect{s), why they would occur and
why they would be significant, and {2) suggest any mitigation measures which you believe wouwld eliminate or reduce the effzcito an
acceptable level, Regarding item (1) above, explain the basis for your comments and submit any supporting data or rwefeences, Refer
10 Sectian 12,32 of the Placer Countly Code for impedant infarmation regarding the timely filing of appeals.

309 Counly Center Dave, Sutte 180 ) suburn. Catifornia 9580% 1 {5303 745-3132 / Fax (530) 745-3003 / email: cdraecs@placer.co guy
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INITIAL STUDY & CHECKLIST (Revised)

The Initial Study & Checklist was posted for a 30-day public review from August 26, 2006 to September 23, 2009,
Subsequent to the public posting period, cormeants were received resulting revisions and ciarifications o the
following seclions.

Project Description

Alr Cruality (Section 1113

Hydrology and Water Quality {Section VII|}
Moise {Section Xl)

» Transpertation and Traffic (Seclion XV)

»  Utilities and Service Systams {Section XVI)
» Cliraie Change (Section £}

Discussion sections have been expanded and mitigation measures have been updated to address the above
referenced comments. These changes, made on November 4, 200% do nct constitute significant new information as
defined by CEQA Guidelines Section 150855.5 nor affect the level of impacts discussed herein and da not reguire
reposting of the enviranmental decument.

This Initial Study has been preparad to identify and assess the anticipated environmental impacts of the following
desciibed priject application. The document may rely on previous environmental documents {see Section ) and
site-specific studies {3ee Section [} prepared to address in detail the effects or impacts associated with the groject,

This document has been prepared to satisfy the California Environmiental Quality Act {CEQA} (Public
Fesources Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and the 3tate CEQA Guidelines {14 CCOR 15000 et seq.) CEGA requires
that all state and local government agencies consider the environmental consequences of projects over which they
have discretionary authority befare acting on thgse projects.

The Initial Sidy is a public document used by the decision-making lead agency 10 determine whether a project
may have a significant eftect on the environment. If Ihe lead agency finds substantial evidence that any aspect of
the project, either individually or cumulatively, may have a significant effect on the enviranment, regardless of
whether the overall effect of the project is adverse or beneficial. the lead agency is required to prepare an EIR. use
# previously-preparad EIR and supplement that EIR. or prepare a Subsequent EIR to analyze the project at hand. It
the agency finds no substantial evidence that the project or any of its aspects may cause a significant effact on the
enviranment, a Megative Declaration shall be prepared. If in the course of analysis, the agency recoghizes that the
project may have a significant impact on the environment, but that by incorperating specific mitigation measures the
impact will he reduced ta 3 less than significant etiect, a Mitioated Negative Declaraticn shall be prepared.

A. BACKGRGUND: s

Froject Title: St Joseph Marelic Church | Prus# PMPA T20080493

Entitlements. Minor Use Fermit & Minor“BE:undary Line Adjustment

APN: 035-120-021 (Parcel 1)
and 035-120-023 (Parce! 2)

Site Area: The proposed St. Joseph Marello Church Site 15 12,8 acres (consisting
of two parcels of 6.8 and 1.4 acres in size). o

Location: The project sita (2 parcels) is located on the west side of Auburn Folsomn Read, south of Cavite Staliman
Road. The property addresses are 7000 Laird Road (Parcel 1} and 7200 Auburn Folsom Read (Parcel 2}, in
Granite Bay.

TAECS\EQPMPA Z008 0483 51 joseeh churchiMeg Nec RovisionsiG_SJM FIMAL Revised.dog



Initial Shady & Checklist conhnued

Project Description:
Z1 Jdoseph Marello Church is requesting gpproval of 8 Miner Use Permit {(MUP]} to develop a "house of worship”

facility on a 12 8-acre site. A Minor Boundary Line Adjustment (MBLA) is requested 10 recenfigure the northern
parcel (035-120-021) inte & 4 .6-acre parcel and the southern parcel {035-120-023) inta a 12 8-acre parcel.

The ZSacramento Diccese proposes to construct a new church that is intended to serve the immediate
community of Granite Bay. The proposed house of wership would be developed in two phases. Phase | would
include a 14,350 square fagt, one-stary, multi-purpese bulding with approximately 240 parking stalls provided
ansile. A stormwater refentionddetention facilily will be constructed with Phase ! and may be later wsed as
playfields. Phase |l would include a 259 000 sguare faot, one-siory, ¢hurch building (900 seats and administrative
offices} with an additicnal 172 parking stalis for a total of 412, A 1.950 square foot addition o the multi-purpose
buitdina may also be built for a total of 16,300 square feet. With this addition, at full build-out the buildings would
total approximately 41.300 square feat

Prirnary access o the site will be from a main entry to be constructed on Auburn Folsom Road, which will be
widened to aeccommedate turn and accelerationfdeceleration lanes. Secondary access will be at the connection ta
the southern leg of the Laird Road/Cavitt Stallman intersection to be conveyed by South Placer Fire District in
exchange for installation of an emergency signal in front of the fire station.  Intersection improvements are designed
to avoid an urbanized appearance and any impacts to the historic abandoned home located on the southwest
corner of the intersection. There will be minimal grading andfor slope impacis except for the removal of ane non-
native iree at the scuthwest cormer of the intersection.  Frontage improvernents will be required for Aubuwn Folsom
Road and for = limited part of Cavitt Stallman Rcad. There will be 412 off-street parking spaces provided.
Landscaping is proposced along the preject’'s frontage {25-foct wide landscape buffer/satback), within the parking lot
areas, and within an entry feature at the east side of the project site.

Weekday and evering aclivities at the church will include administrative and rmaintenance as well as church
gnd community functions. The church will typically offer bwe Sunday moming services. From September through
May each year the Sunday afternoon samrvice will be replaced by an evaning service and youth ministry.  On
Monday through Friday the parish offices will be apen during the day. there will be small morming services offered
ftypically 10 to 20 paricipants), and funeral services will occcasionally take place. Thers will be occrcasional monthly
weekday evening meetings, youth mirnstry, bible studies, and choir practice. On Saturdays there will be pgoasional
aflernaon funerals or weddings and an gvening service, Special seascnal events such as Christmas and Easter
programs. sunrise and midnight worship sernces, as well as occasional seasonal activities, such as barbegues and
pienics, day camps, craft fairs, harvest festivals, concens, theatre productions, plays, and seminars, may also be
conducied The use of any ouidoor amplified scund will be subject to further enviranmental review.

The applicant also proposes {0 annex the project site inte Placer County Sewer Maintznance No. 2 for sewer
services.

Project site:

The preject site is comprised of twe parceis, 10.4 acres and 6.8 acres, located on the south side of Cayitt Staliman
Road and on the west side of Laird Road and Auburn Felsom Road in the Granite Bay area. The site consists of
relling terrain interspersed with granitic rock outcroppings at an elevation of approxmately 425 ieet. The site has
widely scattered interiof live oak, blue oak, and foothill pine trees. There are 2.761 acres of waters of the United
States ‘ocated on both parcels. The parcels include ponds, seasonal wetland swales, intermittent drainages,
marshes, and seasonzl wetlands. The property was used as a commercial orchard until 1938 and has heen utilized
for grazing and residential land vses since then The squthern parcel of the project site 15 currently developed with
an gocupied single-family residence {southwest corner of the parcel) and a large shoplbarn, and the northern parcel
has an abandened historic residence (northeast cormer of the parcel) with sheds and 2 pond.  Surrounding land
uses include rurak residential uses to the north, south and west To the east are 2 South Placer Fire Station and
Auburp Folsom Road.

The praject site is onated within the Gramte Bay Community Plan and is designated Rural Estates 4.6 agre to
20 acre minimum. The propenty is zoned RA-B-X-4.6 acre minimum (Residential Agricultural District combining a
minimum building site size of 4.6 acres). A "House of Worship™ i5 an allowable land use in the Residential
Agricultural zone district with the approval of a Minor Lise Permit (MUP).

B. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

Lecation Zaning | General Plan { Community Plan Ewsting Condibons & lmprovements
Site i RA-B-X-4.6 acra | Rural Estates 4.6 acre to 20 acra One parcel is developed with a single-
1. S - -
Initial Study & Checklist o S ' S ’ ’ 7 of 14
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Initial Swﬂ'y_?x_ Checklist centinued

Norh

(Residential
Agricultural
District, Combining
& minimum
building site size of
4.5 acres)

RA-B-X-4 6 acre

(Residential
Agrigultural
District, Combining
3 minimun
building site size of
4.6 acres)

minimum

family rezidence and residential
accessory structures & one parcel
contains an abandoned historic residence
with sheds and pond

Fural Eatates 4.6 acre tg 20 acre
minimum

Rural, large-lot residenial uses

South

RA-B-X-4 6 acre
mininium
(Residential
agricultural,
combining a
minimurm building
site size of 4.8
acras)

Rural Estate 4.6 acre o 20 acre
miniFum

Fural, large-int residential uses

Cast

RA-B-X-4 6 acre
minimurm
(Residential
agricultural,
combining a
minimuym building
site size of 4.6
acres) & RS-AG-B-
40 {Residential
Single-Family
comkbining
Agricultural District
cormbining &
mirrmum bullding
silg of 40,000
square faet)

Rural Estates 4 ¢ acre to 20 gore
' minimurm

Seuth Placer Fire Statian & Hidden Valley
Subdivision - East Side of Aubum Folsom
Road

West

RA-B-x-4 .6 acre
Il TalTaalN iy
(Residential
agricytural,
cambining a
minimum budiding
site size of 4 §
acTes}

Rural Estates 4.6 acra {0 20 acre
minimum

C. PREYIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

Rural, large-kot residential uses

The County has determined that an Initial Study shall be preparad in order to determing whether the potential axists
for unmitigatable impacts resulting from the proposed project. Releyant anaiysis from the County-wide Geanearal
Plan and Community Plan Certifizd EIRs, and other project-specific studies and reparts that have besn genarated
1o date, were used as the database for the Initial Study. The decision to prepare the |nitig! Study utihzing the
analysis centained in the General Plan and Specific Flan Certified EIRs, and project-specific analysis summarized
herein. is sustained by Sections 13168 and 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines.

Section 15158 relating to Program E!Rs indicates that where subsequent activities involve site-specific
operations, the agency should use a written checklist or similar device 1o decument the evaluation of the site and

Initial Study & Checklist
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niiial Study & Checkfist contmtred

the activity, 1o determine whether the environmental effects of the operation were covered in the sarlier Frogram
EIR. A Program EIR is intended to provide the basts in an Initial Study for determining whether the later activity may
have any significant effects. [t will also be incorparated by reference to address regional influences, secondary
affects, cumulative impacts, broad alternatives. and other factors that apply to the program as a whole.

The following documents serve as Program-lgvel EIRs from which incorporation by reference will occur:

= County-wide General Plan EIR
= Granite Bay Community Plan EIR

Sectipn 15183 states that "projects which are consistent with the develapment density established by existing
Zoning, communily pian or general plan policies for which an EIR was certified shall not require additional
environmental review, except as may be necessary to examine whether there are project-specific significant
effects which are peculiar to the project ar site.” Thus, if an impact is not peculiar te the project or site, and it has
been addressed as a significant effect in the prior EIR, or will be substantially mitigated by the imposition of
uniformly applied development policies or standards, then additional envirommental documentation need not be
prepared far the project solely on the basis of that impact.

The above staled documents are availabie for review Monday through Friday, 8am to Spm, at the Placer
County Community Cevelopment Rescurce Agency, 3081 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 23503

D. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

The initial Study checklist recommended by the State of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines is
used to detenmine potential impacts of the proposed project on the physicat environment The checklist provides a
list of questions concerning a comprehensive array of environmental issug areas potenbally affected by the project
fsee CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G). Explanations to answers are provided in a discussion for sach section of
questions as follows:

a) A brief explanation is required for all answers incfuding ‘Mo Impact” answers,

by “Less Than Sighificant Impact” applies where the project’s impacts are insubstantial and do not require any
mitigation to reduce impacts.

£) 'Less Than Significant with Mitigation Measures” applies where the ingorporation of mitigation measures has
reduced an effect from "Folentially Significant Impact” lo a "Less than Significant impact" The County, as lgad
agency, must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less-than-
significant level {mitgation measures from earker analyses may be cross-referenced)

d} “Potentially Significant Impact” is apgropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If
there are one of more "Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

&) Al answers must take account of the entire action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as wall
as project-level, ndirect as well as direct, and construction as well a5 operational impacts [CEQA Guidelings,
Section 15063(a)(11].

) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering. Program EIR, or alher CEGA process, an effect has
heen adegualely analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negalive Declaration [CEQA Guidelines, Secton 1508303 (330]. A
briel discugsion shoutd be attached addressing the following:

= Earlier analyscs used - |[denlify earlier analyses and state where they are available for review.

=2 |mpacts adequately addressed - ldentify which effects from the above checklist were within the scaope of,
and adequately analyzed in. an earlier documeni pursuant to applicable legal standards. Also, state whether
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

=% Mitigation measures — For effects that are checked as "l.ess Than Significant with Mitigation Measures,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the
extent to which they address sitz-specific conditions for the projact,

g) References to information sources for potential impacts (i.e. General PlansfCommunity Plans, zoning ordinances)
should be incorporated indo the checklist. Reference {o a previously-prepared or outside document should include 2
reference to the pages or chapters where the statement is substanfiated. A source list should ke attached and
cther spurces used, or individuals contacted. should be cited i ihe discussion,

Initial Study & Checkhst B T o 4 of 3
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lptial Study & Checklst continuwed

I. AESTHETICS — Would the project:

Less Than ) ;
Potentially . Significant | Less Than No
Envirenmental lssue Significant | with Significant Impact
Iimpact | Mitigation impact :
o _ - Measures |
1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? (PLN) | X |
2. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not _
limited to. trees, rock outcroppings, and histaric buildings, i X
within & state scenic highway? {PLN) ] N L
3. Subsztantially degrade the existing visual character or quality ' X
of the site and its surroundings? (PLN)
|4 Crsale a new source of substantial light or glare, which .
wenald adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? | X
L EPLN) ) |

Discussion- ltem 1-1:

The proposed house of worshp would be located adjacent to a major travel carridor (Auburn Folsem Road) with an
elevation slightly lower than the road. Although this cornidor is considerad a scenic corridor within the Placer County
scenic highway elerment, it has not been designated as a state scenic highway.

As a result, the Granite Bay Commurity Plan has design standards that are specific to several coridors within
the Granite Bay Community Plan area. Aubum-Folsom Road is cne of the corndors that have been designated as a
Scenic Corridor within the Placer County Scenic Highway elament and the following design standards will apply

v Landscaping - Specific Standards - The planting of one theme tree shall be required for every 100 feet of

property fromtage along Aubum-Folsom Ruad. The theme trees selected for Auburn-Folsom Road are the
following cak species: Blue Oak, Valley Qak, Interior Live Oak, Coast Livae Oak, Red Cak and Holly Oak.
Where existing trees meet the theme tree standard, this requirement may e waived upon approval of the
Ceszign Review Commitiee, The understory shall emphasize the use of pative materials including: Toyen,
Wild Lilac, Redbud & Manzanita. There shall be an average of four trees required for each 100 tineal fegt of
project frontage. At least 50% of the trees/shrubs in each project front shall be evergreen.

s Lighting - Light standards to be used shali be reyiewed and approved by the Development Review

Commitize.

«  Trails - Al development proposals shall be required to provide area for a muli-purpose trail whare fronting

this rogd. The trail shall be a minimum of four teal wide

= Zetbacks - All properties shall maintain a 25 foot scenic setback/buffer area along the Auburn-Folsom

Road corridor autside of the Litimate right-of-way. Within this buffer area, vegetation removal shall be kept
to @ minimum and revegetation of all disturbed areas shall he required. Ng solid fences, walls or other
permanent structures shall be erected within this setback {(other than individual project entries approved by
Cesign Review Committea).

Although the rural character of the site will be changed by the proposed project, the setbackbuffer, native
plantings and other measures identified above will prevent significant impacts from ecgurring along this seclion of
raadway. Mo mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item I-2:

The proposed project will not substantially damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway as it i not
located within a state scenic highway. However, there are design standards Lhat apply to several cormidors within
the Granite Bay Community Plan area. Auburn Folsom Road is one of the corridors that have been designaled as a
scenic corridor within the Flacer County scenic highway element. One of the design standards is a requirement that
all propertizs shall mantain a 23-foot scenic selback/butfer area along the Auburn Folsom Road corridor outside of
the ultimate right-of-way. This project has incorporated the 25-foot wide landscape buffer adjacent fo Auburn
Fclsom Road.

Discussion- ltem [-3:

The existing wvisual character of the sife can be described as rural residential deveiopment (Parcetl t); and
abandoned rural residential uses {Parcel 2) with_scenic foregrovnd and background views of annual grasslands.
oak trees, and rural residential land uses to the north, south and west. The proposed house of worshin, with

PLN~Flanring, ESC=Engineeeny & Surveying Department, EAS=Environmental Meakth Services, APCD=AIr Pollution Cantral District Sof 24
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lru|tlal S\udv & Checklisi continued

buildings totaling 41,300 square feet, would be single-story structures with a maximum height of 36 feel for the

rultipurpose building, and 50 feet for the church which will have two matching bell towers gach with a haight of
57.5 feet (plus architectural features of an additicnal 10 feety. The proposed buildings would be visible fram
adjacent rural properties. and from Auburn Folsom Road. Placement of the mulli-purpese building is proposed 30
feet from the western propery baundary and 380 feet from the western edge of Aubumn Folsom Read. The main
church will be set 135 feet from the western property boundary and 270 fest from Auburn Folsem Foad. Both
buildings will be set among some of the larger trees that will remain and the grading of the building pads and
parking areas has been designed to maintan the natural sloge of the site from the north to the south, Exltensive
landscaping will be planted within the 25-fool wide scenic setback/bulfer area alang Auburn Folsom Rpad, The
planting ot ane theme tree (Blue Oak. Valley Ozk. Interior Live Cak, Coast Live Cak. Red Oak or Holly Oak) shall
he required for every 100 feet of praperty frontage along Auburn Folsom Read. The impact of the proposed project
on the visual envirgnment is not considered potentially significant as the two church structures will be set back at
least 240 feet from the eastern (Auburn Folsom Road) nropery boundary and the playfields will be set back 300
fect from the eastern property boundary. The parking lots will be Iocated behind a 25-foot wide landscaping buffer
adjacent to Auburn Folsom Foad and down shielded lighting will be required. The extensive landscaping and
increased setbackibuffer area and implementation of the required design features will prevent a significant impact
with regard to the visual character of the site. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion ltem [-d:

The proposed house of worship will introduce new fighting scurces to the area that include pole mounted lights
within parking laot, building lights, and landscapefentrance feature lighting.  In addilien, California Mission style
architecture featuring arches, coionnades, and low sloping roofs. would be integrated inte the existing and
proposed tandscaping.

This project would not create 3 new saurce of substantial light or glare because all propoesed parking lot
and exterior  structure lighting would be subiect to approval for design, leocalion and intensity {photomstnics)
consistent with Kural Design Guidelines. Addiionally, a 240-foot setback fram Auburn Folsom Road and the 25-
faot landscapse buffer would provide a low visual profile from the road with regard to the proposed structures, No
mitigaticn measures are required.

I AGRICULTURAL RESQURCE - Would the project.

Less Than .
r Potentially * Sigmificant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue " Bignificant with Significant I
I mpact
Impact | Mitigation Impact
! i Measures

1. Corwert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmiland of |
Statewide or Local Impertance (Farmland), as shown on the [
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and X
Monilering Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agriculiural use? (FLN) -

2. Condlict with General Plan or ather policies regardmg Iand
use buffers for agricultural operations? (FLN)

i Willklamsan Act contract? (PLN)

3. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or &

L.

4. Invelve other t‘.h_a-nges in the existing environment which, due
to their location ar nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland (mcluding livestock grazing} to non-agricultural use?
(FLM}

Discussion- ltem H-1:
The project sile is not considered prime farmland, unigue farmland, or farmland of statewide or focal importance.

Discussion- ltem -2, 3:

The proposed house of worship wollld be consistent with the Granite Bay Community Plan land use, a5 designated
and underlying Residential Agriculiural zone district.  However, the project site is located in an area wherg
residential agricultural parcels exist and there is the potential that existing and future agricultural aperatians could
he adversely impacted by the proposed deveiopment The Couniy has adopted a “Right to Farm” ordinance which
allows existing agricultural operations to continue, in & manner consistent with the underlying zoning. A condition of

FLM=Flanning, ESir=knginesring & Surveying Department_. EHS Envircnmental Health 5crv|ces APCD=Air Pollution Cantrol District & of 34
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Initial Stody & Checklist cantinged

project approval shall provide notification to the property owner that agricullural operations may take place on
adjacent/surreunding paicels, and the approval of this project shall not impact the ability of existing and fulure
agricuitural operations to continue in a8 manner conzistentl with the underlying zomng reguiations. Implementation of
this rmitigatich measure will réduce any potential impacts to a less than signficant level The proposad project
would not conflict with any Wiliamsen Act contract as there is no Williamson &ct contract on the subject parcels.

Mitigation Measures- ltem 11-2, 3:

ML Metification shall be provided to the property owner{s} of the County's Right to Farm Ordinance,
which discloses the potential effects of residing near on-going agricultural operations. This statement shafl inform
the property owner{s) that farm operalors have a “nght to farm" their lands despile poiential nuisance io
ngighboring praperties, including noise, odors, and use of toxic and hazardous materials. (PD)

Discussion ltem- 11-4:

The proposed house of worship is hmited o on-site development and off-site road improvements to Laird Road
south of Cavitt Stallman and Auburn Folsam road. The northern parcel has been dlilized for horse pasture, the
southern parcel {used as an orchard as early as 1538} has not been recertly used for agricultural usa. The
developmant of the praposed project will not invalve other changes that would significantly impact land used for
garicultural purposes. No miligatian js required.

H. AIR QGUALITY —Would the project:

i T Less Than
Potentially | Significant . Less Than No
Environmental !ssue Significant with | Significant . t
Impact Mitigation lmpact mpac
) Measures

1. Corflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air X
qualty plan? (APCD)
2. Wiolate any air quality standard or contribute substantially o X
an existing or projected aw guabty violation? (APCD)
3. Result in a cumulatively considerabie net increase of any - - ]
criteria far which the project region is non-attsinment under an
applicable federal or stale ambient air quality standard X
{including releasing emissions which axceed quantitative |
thresholds for czone precursors)? (APCD) I o ]
4. Expose sensitive receptors o substantial pollutant ' X
concentrations? {ARCC)
5. Create odors affecting a substantial number of peopie? X
{(APCD) |

Discussion - ltem lll=1:

The Placer County Air Pollticn Contrai District has primary responsibility far the cantrol of air pollution frem local
sources. The District analyzes the impacts of a proposed project on ambient aiv quality and the exposure of
people, especially sensitive individuals, to hazardous pollutant cancentrations. The pollutants of concern inciude
boik criteria pallutants ard koxic zir contaminants.

At the federal level, the California Clean Air Agt {CCAL) i administerad by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA). The LUSEPA is also responsible for establishing the National Ambient
Air Quality Standards {NAAQS) required under the 1877 CAA and subsequent amendments. At the state level, the
CCAA s administered by the Californiz Air Resources Beard {CARB) and by the Air Quality Management Dhstrict's
at the regional and Incal levels.

The project site is locaied within the Sacramente Valley Air Basin {(SVAB), and s under the jurisdiction af
the Placer County APCD. Altbough the SVAB is designated as nonattainment for federal and state ozone (Q4)
standards, nonzitainment for the federal particulate matier standard (PM, 5) and state particulate matter standard
(PM,3), the project will not contribute a significant impact o the Region given that the project related emissions are
belaw the District's Wresholds of significance. Therefore the project will nct result in a significant obstruction to the
Sacraments Regional Air Quality Plan.

Fri=Planning, FSP=Erginsenng & Survc_}r-il.ag Degaﬁment, EHS= Er;;."iJ'onn_scntaI Health Services, APCD=Air Pelation Control District 7of 34
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

Discussion - Items NI-2, 3:

As stated above, ihe SVAE is designated as non-attainment for the federal and state ozone and pariculate matter
standards. According te the project description, the praject will result in 2n increase in regional and local emissions
from construction and operation (see attachment A).

The project’s relaled short-term construction air pollutant emissions wili result primarity from site grading activities,
diesel-powered construction equipment, trucks hauling buitding supplies, worker vehicle exhaust, and bulding
painting activities. Based on the modaling analysis, short-term construction emissions for NO# may be above the
Ostrict threshelds. With the impiementation of the following mitigation measures, impac!s related to construction
activities will be reduced to a less than significant lavel

The mitigation measures propased below will reduce the projects air quality impacts. Thus, air gquality impacts
associated with the project would be less then significant if the following conditions are implermented:

Further, the project's lang-term operational emissions would resuit from landscaping maintenance, vehicle
axhaust, utility usaqe, and water/wastewater usage, The madeling analysis indicates that the operational emissians
would nat exceed the District's threshaold of 82|bsiday. Although the project’s related operational emissions do not
exceed the District's threshelds, the project will contribute incremental emissions of ROG, NOx, and CO2 to the
cumulative impacts in Placer County. The implementation of the following mitigation measures (M 111.16-111.20)
wolld result in further reduction of the ROG, NOx and CO2 emissions and ensure the project’s related cumulative
impacis to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures- tems -2, 3:
MR 11D Prior 1o the approval of Grading/improvement Flans. the applicant shall submit & Caonstruction
Emission / Dust Contrel Plan to the Placer County APCO. This plan must address the minimum Administrative
Requirernents found in section 200 and 40¢ of APCD Rule 228, Fugitive Dust.  The applicand shall nat break around
prior to receiving APCD approval of the Construction Emission/ Dust Control Plan.
inciuge the following standard note on the Improvement/Grading Plan: The prime contractor shall

submit to the District a camprehensive inventory (e, make, model, year, emission rating) of all the heavy-duty off-
raad eguipment {50 horsepower of greater) that will be used an aggregate of 40 or more howrs for the construction
preject. The inventory shall be updated, beginning 30 days after any initial wark on site has begun, and shall be
submitted on a meonthly basis throughout the duyration of the project, except that an inventory shall not be required
for any 30-day perind in which no construction activity oceurs. At least three business days prior Lo the use of
subject heavy-duty off-road equipment, the project represeniative shall provide the District with the anticipated
construction timeline including siart date, and name and phone number of the propenty owner, project manager,
and on-site foreman. -

Prior ta the approval of Gradingd/improventent Flans, the applicant shall provide a plan to the Flacer County
APCD for approval by the District deronstrating that the heavy-duty (> 50 horsepower} off-road vehicles (o be used
in the construction project, including owned, leased and subrontractor vehicles, will achieve a project wide fleet-
average 20 parcent NOx redyction and 45 percenl pariculate reduction compared to the most recent CARB fleat
average. Acceptable options for reduting emissions may include use of late model engines, low-emission diesel
products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit {echnology, aftar-treatment products, anadfor dther options as they
become available.

MR L2 Include the following standard note on the ImprovementGrading Plan: Construction gguipment
axhaust emissions shall not exceed District Rule 202 Visible Emission limitations, Operators of vehictes and
aquipment found to exceed gpacity limits ate to be immediately notified by APCD to cease operations and the
equipment must be repaired within 72 hours, Additional information regarding Rule 2082 can be found at

httpirveaw placer.ca.qowiDepartments/AifRules aspx

KM (1.3 Include the following standard note on the ImprovementfGrading Flan: I required by the
Department of Engineering and Surveying andior the Department of Fublic Warks,  the contractar shall have a pre-
construction meeting for grading acuvities. The contractar shall invite the Placer County APCD to the pre-
construclion meeting i order to discuss the construction emission/dust control plan with employees andior
contractors.

Mk 1114 Include the following standard note on the Improvement/Grading Plan: The contractar shall suspend
all grading aperations when fugitive dust exceeds Placer County APCD Rule 228 (Fugitive Dust) limitations. The
prime contractor shall be responsible for having an individval who is CARE-certified to pedform Visible Emissions
Evaiuations (WEE). This individual shall evaluate compliance with Rule 228 on a weekly basis. 113 to be noted that
fugitive dust is not to exceed 40% opacity and not 9o beyond propery boundsary at any time. |f lime or other drying
agernts are utilized to dry out wet grading areas they shall be controlled 35 o not o exceed Placer County APCD
Rule 228 Fugitive Dust imitations.
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Iratiat Study & Checklist continued

MM IS Frior to the approval of Grading/improvement Flans, an enforcement plan shall be established, and
submitted to the APCD for review. in order to weekly evaluate project-related on-and-off- road heavy-duty vehicle
engine ermssion opacities, using standards as defined in California Code of Regulations, Title 13, Seclions 2180 -
2194, An Envirenmental Coordinator, hired by the prime contractor or propedy owner, and who is CARB-certified o
peform Visible Emissions Evaluations (VEE), shall routinely evaluate project related off-road and heavy duty on-
road equipment emissinns for compliance with this requirement, Operators of vehicles and equipment found to
exceed opacity imits will be notified by APCD and the egquipment must be repaired within 72 hours.

MMILG Include the following standard note an the Improvement!Grading Flan, Daring construction, no open

burning of removed vegetation shall be allowed  All removed vegetative matenal shall be sither chipped on site or
taken to an appropnate disposal site.

MM L7 Include the following standard note on the Improvement/Grading Flan: The prie contractor shall be
responsible for Keeping adjacent public thoroughfares clean of silt, dirt, mud, and debris. and shall “wet broom” the
streets if silt, dit, mud or debris is carried over to adjacent public thoroughfares, Dy mechanical sweeping is
prehikited.

MR AL S Inclyde the following standard note an the Improvement’Grading Ptan: During construction, traffic
speeds on all unpaved surfaces shall be limited to 15 miles per haur ar less,

MR 1119 Include the following standard note on the Improvement'Grading Flan: The prime conractar shall
suspend all grading operations when wind speeds (including instantanecus gusts) exteed 25 miles per hiour and
dust is impacting adjacent properties.

iARA 110 Include the following standard note on the ImprovementGrading Plan: The contractor shatl apply
water to conirol dust, as required by Rule 228, Fugitive Dusl, to prevent dust impacts ofisite. Qperational water
truck(s) shall be opsite, at all times, to control fugitive dust. Construction vehicles leaving the <ite shall be cleaned
to prevent dust, sit, mud, and dirt from being released or tracked off-site,

MK 1111 Incluede the following standard note on the Improvement'srading Plan: During construction. the
contractor shall minimize idling tirme o 2 maxirmum of 5 minotes for all diese! powered equipment.

N2 Include the following standard note on the ImprovementiGrading Plan: The contractor shall use
CARE ultra low diesel fuel for all diesel-powared equipment. In addition, low sulfur fuel shall be utilized for all
stationary equipment,

BARA 1113 Inctude the following standard note on the Improvement’/Grading Plan: The cantractor shall utilize
existing power sources {e.9., power poles) or clean fugl generators rather than {emporary diesel power gena atars.

pARA 111 14 Inclede the following standard nofe on the Improvement/Grading Plam All on-site  stationary
equipment which g classified as 50 hp or greater shall either obtain a state issued portable equipment permit or a
Flacer County APCD issued poriable equipment permit

MARY 1115 If a Traffic Plan is required elsewhere withon these conditions of approval, the Placer County 4PCD
shall also receive a copy of the plan for review. APCD recommendations within the plan may include, but not be
imited to. use of public transportation, and satellite parking areas with a shuttle service.

Further, the project's lang-tarm aperational emissions would result from landscaping maintenance, vehicle
exhaust, utility usage. and wateriwastewater usage. The modeling analysis indicates that the operational emissions
wnuld not exeeed the District's threshold of 82Ibsiday. Although the project's related operatiohal emissions do nat
exceed the District's thresholds, the project will contribule incremental emissions of ROG, NOx, and €0 to the
cumulative impacts in Placer County. The implementation of the following mitigation measuras would resultin
further reduction of the RCG, NOx and CO, emissions and ensure the project’s related cumulative impacts to be
less than significant,

MM 116 Frior to approval of Improvement Plang, the zpplicant shall provide a landscaping plan for review
and approval by the Design/Site Review Committee. As requited by the Placer County APCOD, landscaping shall
inciude native drought-resistant species (plants, trees and bushes) in arder to reduce the demand Tor irrgation and
gas powered landscaps maintenance equipment,  In addition, 2 maximum of 25% lawn area is allowad on site. As
a part of the project design, the applicant shall inctude irrigation systems which efficientty utilize water {&.4., prohibit
systems that apply water to non- vegetated surfaces and systems which create runoff).  |n addition, the applicant

PLW=Panning, [S10=Fngmeering & Survaying Department, EHS=tnvironmental Hoalth Services, APCD=Mr Pollution Cantral Districk Jof 31
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Inial Study & Checktist conbinucd

shall install water-efficient |rr|gatron systems and devices, such as so1| moisture-based irrigation contrals, rain “shut
off' valves, or other devices as reviewed and approved by the Design Site Review Committee. [APCD)

RARA 1117 Frior to building permil approval, the applicant shall show that electrical outlets shall be installed an
the exterior walls of both the front and back of all buitdings to promete the use of electric landscape mainlenance
equipment. (APCD)

MR 18 Prior to building permit approval, the applicant shall show provisions for censtruction of new
buildings, and where natural gas is available, the installation of 3 gas cutlet for use with outdoor cogking
appliances, such as a gas barbecue or outdoor recreational fire pits.

MR |19 Frior to the issuance of a Building Pemmit, the applicant shall show that all flat roofs with parapets
shall include a white or silver ¢cap sheet lo reduce energy demands. {APCD)

M 120 Prigr to Design Review approval, the applicant shall show that an-site bicycle racks, as required by
the Flacer County APCD, shall be reviewsd and approved by the Design Site Review Committee . (APCD)

Discussion - ltem 111-4:

The proposed project is not expected to adversely impact sensitive receptors due to the praject related long-term
emissicons peing below the District's significant threshalds. Therefore, the impacts to any potential sensitive groups
are lese than significant.

Discussion - item 111-5: '

The project would result in additional air peliutant emissions generated by diesel-powered conshoction equipment.
and vehicle exhaust from traffic that could create cdors. Howaver, the long-term cperational emissions (vehicle
traffic) from this project alone will not exceed the Distict's significant thresholds, Therefore, potantial impacts from
odors will be less than significant,

V. BIQOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

: Less Than
| Potenfially | Significant | Less Than
Environmental Issue Significant | | with Significant :
Impact Mitigation Impact

Measures

No

: Impact

1. Hawe a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional Rlans, . : 4
palicies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish :

& Game or U.3. Fish & Wildlife Savice? (PLN)

2. Substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife spacies,
cause 3 fish or wildife population to drop below setf-sustaining
tevels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, X
substantially reduce the number of restrict the range of an
endangered, rare, or threatened species? (PLN}

3. Have a substantial adverse effect on the environment by
converting oak woodlands? (FLM)

4. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or ?
; ather sensitive natural community identified in local or regicnal
' plans, polictes or regulations or by the California Department of
Fish & Game or U3 Fish & Wildlife Service? (PLN)
3. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected
watlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act
i {including, but not limited ta, marsh, vernal paol. coastal. etc)) i X
. through direct remaval, filhng, hydrological interruption, ar other '
means? (FLN)

6. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident qr migratory fish or wildiife species or with established X
native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use ;

PLH=PFlanning, ESD=Engnewring & Surveying Departrnont, ERS=Environmenlul Haalth Services, APCO=Air Polluition Control Diskrlct 10 of 34
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Imitiat Study & Checklist continued

of native wildlife nursery sites? {PLN) |

T Canflict with any local palicies or ardinances protecting
biclogwal resources, such as 3 tree preservation policy ar i X
ordinance? (PLN} R

! B. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
- Conservation Flan, Natural Community Conservation FPlan, or
olher approved focal, regional, or state habitat conservation
plan? (FLN)

" X

Discussion- ltems IV-1,2,4;

Bruce 0. Barnett, Ph D, conducted 2 Biological Resources Assessment of the project area on July 12, 2008, On-
site habitat consists primarily of disturbed annual grassland with widely scattered oaks, riparian scrub, ripanan
woodland. emergent marsh, and seep habitats. The majority of plant species within this habitat type consist of
intreducad annual grasses and broad-leaved plants that persist as a result of conlinued disturbance {e.g., grazng.
Mawing, spraying)

The consultant determinad the possible oceurrence of special-status (i.e., endangered, threatened, or rare}
plant and wildlife species within the project site and vicinity through habitat information collected during the July
2008 field review of the project site, the previous 2006 special-status species assessment conducted by ECORP
consulting, and guery updates of the California databases. There are currently no documentad occurrences of
special-status species within the project site; those recarded special-status species that could he supported by
hatxitats present at the project site are discussed in the fellowing sections,

Seven plant species generated by the data search are endemic to a special habitat type comprised of

" unhique soil substrates known as the "Pine Hill Formation®, which is an area of approximately 30,000 acres located
near Cameron Park in Eldorado County. The project site is not part of Ihe Rine Hill Formation and, conseguently,
these seven plant species would not ocour at the project site. Flant species that could potentially be supported by
existing habitats at the project site, but were not detected during the approprigte blooming period during the July
2008 survey. include: Jepson's onion, Brandegee's clarkia, Bogys Lake hedge-hyssop, and Sanford's arrowhead.
The .gbsence of veinal pools, mesic (e, well-drained) grasslands, or habitats with alkali scil substrates altso
preciude many of the remaining species that would not be supported by existing habitats af the project site.

The absence of vernal peols and other niche habitats preclude the presence of the majority of special-
status wildlife species generated by the data search The riparfian woodland at the project site could, however,
provide suitable nesling halitat for Cooper's hawk, and white-tailed kite, while the open grassland habital of the
project site could provide suitable foraging habitat for these species, as well as the Swainson's hawk.

Only one special status plant species are known to be present onsite. A single blue elderherry shrub was
identified along the extreme eastern boundary of the project site. Mitigation measures would be required as a result
ol lhe project to ensure that impacts remain 1€ss than significant.

Mitigation Measure- Hems IV-1,2,4;

MM V-1 A qualified biologist shal conduct a pre-construction survey prior to approval of final improvement
plans (o determine the presence of YELE habitat. The information gathered in this survey would include the number
of elderberry stems greater than i-inch in diameter and the number of emergence holes in these stems for each
elderberry shrub encountered. If no VELRE habitat 1s found within 100 feet of the project, then ne furthar mitigation is
required.

[f YELB habitat exists within 100 feet of the project, then the L3 Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
Conservation Guidelines fur lhe Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle shall &2 implemented and cogrdination shall be
initiated to determine approprigte avoidance or mitigation measures.

In accordance with these guidelines, any removed elderberry bushes shall be replanted in a location as
near as possible to the site from which they were removed. Removsl and transplanting of project-impacted
elderberry plants shall ocour in the dormant season, from Novamber 157 ta February 15, to minimize impacts to
these plants, If VELE are present in the project area, no timming or removal of elderberry bushes shall occur
during constructicn.

Discussion- tems 1V-3,7:

Sierra Mevada Arborists prepared an Arborist Report for the project site on August 28, 2006, The Arborist Report
identified 97 trees (2 valley caks, 26 nterior live gaks, and 2 bue oaks, as well as other native and nen-native
trees) on the site. Sixteen native oaks trees would need to be removed a5 a resulf of this project. The majarity of
the inventonied trees are located in the western half of the property, along fence lines, or near drainage areas on
site,
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Initial Stady & Checklist contitued

Effective January 1, 2005, Senate Bill 1334 established Public Resources Code Section 21083.4, the
State's first pak wrodlands conservation standards for CEQA. This new law creates two requirements for counties:
1} counties must determine whether or not 3 project that results in the conversion of cak woodlands will have a
significant effect, and 2} if there may be a significant effect, counties must employ specific mitigation measures. The
subjecl site is not considered oak woodlands as it does not contain 10 percent or more oak canopy cover, As such,
the proposed removal of twelve oak irees is subject to the Placer County Trae Praservation Ordinance and the
following mitigation measure will be implemented.

Mitigation Measure- ltems IV-3 ¥

MM 12 Az outlined in the Placer County Tree Crdinance, a contribution of 3100 per diameter inch at breast
heigh! for each protected cak tree removed or impacted, ar the current market value, as established by an Arborist,
Foraester or Registered Landscape Architect, of the replacement trees, including the cost of installation, shall be
paid to the Placer County Tree Preservation Fund These fees must be paid prior to issuance of Improvement
Plans.

MM V.3 The applicant shall install a 4" tal, brightly colored {usuglly yellow or orange), synthetic mesh

meterial fence (or an equivalent approved by the DRC) at the fellowing locations prior to any construction
equipment being moved on-site or any construction activities taking place:

+ At the fimits of constrection, outside the diip line of all rees 8" dbh [diameter =t breast hewght). or 10" dbh
aggregate for multi-trunk trees. within 55' of any grading, road improvements, underground wlilities, or other
development activity, or as otherwise shown on the Tentative Map.

Mo development of the site, including grading, will be allowed until this mitigation is satisfied. Any encroachment
within these areas, including drip lines of trees to be saved, must first be agproved by the DRC. Temporary fencing
shall not be alterad during construction without written approval of the DRC No grading. cleanng, storage of
equipment or machinery, etc., may occur until a representative of the DRC has inspected and approved all
temporany construction fencing, This includes poth on-site and off-site improvements, Efforts should be made to
save trees where feasible. This may include the use of retaining walls, planter islands. pavers, or other techniques
commonly associated wath tree preservaiion,

Discussicn Item 1V-5:

This Mitigaled Negative Declaration recognizes that the proposed project would represent a permanent change in
the character and uvse of the project site. The US Army Corps of Enginesrs verified a delineation of 2.73 acres of
waters of the United States prepared by ECORF Consulting, Inc. on the subject property in Crecember of 2005 An
updated delineation by Bruce D Barnett. Ph. D added an offsite feature along Auburn Folsom Road containing
0351 acras, for a total of 2.761-acres of waters of the United States {seascnal wetland - 0.065 acre, seasonal
wetland swale - 0.073, marsh - 0.663 acre, seep - 0.351 acre, intermittent drainage - 0.952 acre, pond - D.621 acre,
and off-site improvemeants - 0.035 acre). The proposed deweloprnant would impact 1651 acres of all types
previously listed. The applicant has pranosed mitigation by utilizing a wetland mitigahon bank. Mitigation measures
for all identified impacts will be developed in consultation with Placer County and representatives of responsible
and trustee agencies.

Mitigation Neasure Item IV_5:
MM 1V 4 where off-site mitigation has been determined to be acceptable for compensation of
wetland/npanan impacts, the applicant or agent shall provide mitigation as follows;

1) Provide written evidenge that compensatory habitat has been established through the purchase of
mitigation credits at a County-qualified wetland mitigation bank. The amount of monay required to purchase credits
shall be equal to the amount necessary to replace wetland or ripartan hakitat acreage and resowrce values
ingluding compensation for temporal loss, The total ameount of habitat to be replaced is 1.6561-acres of wetland. The
exact amount of hakitat impact shall be determined during the Improvement Plan process. Evidence of payment,
which describes the amount and typ# of habitat purchazed at the bank site. must be provided to the County prior to
issuance of Improvement Plans.

il A Priot to approval of Improvement/Grading Plans, the applicant shall furnish to the DREC. evidence
that the U, S. Army Corps of Engineers, the California Oepartment of Fish & Game (CDFG) (if applicable), and the
U 5. Fish and Wildlife Service (if apphcable) have been notified by cerified leter regarding the existence and
removal of wetlands. streams, ponds andfor vernal pocls on the property. Additionally, a permit is required from
the Army Corps of Engineers; the permit shall be obtained and copies submitted to DRC prior 1o acceptance of
Improvament Plans.
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Ciscussion- [tem IV5:

The ECORP Biclogical Resaurces Assessment identified the white-tailed kite and other raplor species as present
or with a high potential for occurvence on the project site, Therefore, there is a high potential for raptors to nest on
the site. Pre-construction surveys for raptor species during the nesting season, as identified by MM V-6, will avoid
impacts to these species from project construction. The following mitigation measure shall be implemented for the
propesed project to reduce potential impacts 1o 2 less than significant level:

Mitigatton Measure- Item 1V-5;

MM V.6 Prior to any grading or tree removal activities, during the raptor nesting season {March 1 -
September 1), a2 focused survey for raptor nests shall be conducted by 8 qualified bialogist. A report summarizing
the survey shall be previded to Placer County and the California Department of Fish & Game (COF G} within 30
days of the completed survey. |t an active raptor nest is identified approprnate mitigation measwes conducted by a
qualified biologist. | an active raptor nest is identified approgriate mitigation measures shall be developed and
implementad in consultation with COFG. It construction is proposed to take place between March 19 and
September 1*. no construction activily or free removal shall accur within 800 feet of an active nest (or greater
distance, as determined by the CDFEG),  Construction activities may only resume after a follow up survey has been
canducted and a report prepared by a qualified raptor biotogist indicating that the nest {or nests) is no longer active,
and that no pew nests have been iderdified. A follow up survey shall be conducted 2 months following the initial
survey, if the initial survey ocours between March 1% and July 1% Additional follow up surveys may be required by
the DRC. hased on the recommendaticns in the raptor study and/or 85 recommended by the COFG. Temporary
construction fencing and signage as described herein shall be installed at a minimun 500 foot radius around trees
containing active nests. If all project construction occurs betwsen September 1% and March 1% na raptor surveys
will be required. Trees previously approved for removal by Placer County, which contain stick nests, may only be
iemeoved between September 1% and March 19 A note which nciudes the wording of this condition of approval
shall be placed on the improvement Plans,  Said plans shall also show all protective fencing for those trees
identified for preteclion within the raptor report.

Discussion- ltemq |V.8:
At the present {ime, Placer County has not adopted z Habitat Conservation Flan or a Natural Communities
Consarvation Plan. As such, there would be no impact to such plans.

¥V, CULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

| ' Less Than
Potentially ' Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant : with Significant Impact
Impact | Mitigation impact
Measures

1. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a :
historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines, Section : X
15084 .57 [PLN}

2. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of g
urique archaeoiogical resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, X
Section 15064 57 (PLMN)

3. Directly or indirectly destroy a unigque paleontalogical X
resgurce or site or unigue geclogic feature? (PLMN) i

4. Have the potential to cause a physical change, which would X
affect unique thnic cultural values? (PLN;

5. Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential
impact area? (PLN)

6. Disturk any human remaing, including these interred outside .
of formal cemeteries? {PLMN) !

Ciscussion- [tem V-1:
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=



Initial Study % Checklist contlnued

A Cultural Resource Assessment by Peak & Assaciates, Ing, dated September, 2008 and updated May, 2005,
concluded that there was no evidencc of prehistoric or historic sites within the project site and thay no historical
resources were present in the project area. However, two sites (FC-06-68 - a single family residence & EC-06-G% -
a small congrete structure) were recorded within the paccei fo the north of the current project area.  EC-0B-88 i
potentially eligible for the Mational Register of Historic Places, The initial Field Sorvey resull was pant of the Culural
Regources Survey Report prepared by ECORP Censulting, Inc. dated July of 2006, The two historic sites
{nontheast corner of APN 035-120-021) have been fenced off and the proposed 12 8-acre church project site would
not impact this area, The abandonad historic dwelling would be retained on a separate parcel of 4 6 acres. The
proposed project would not impact this structure or its imrnediate surroundings. Construction of @ church and muolii-
purpose bulkding on the adjacent parcel does not constitute a sigruficant ampact to this resource. The current project
was revised 10 in ordor Lo aveid any impacls to the noitheast corner of the parcel to the noah of the church project
gite.

In addition. twa known cultural resources are Incated within 0.5 miles of the project property. These sites
are identified as CA-FLA-P-31-62 (historic metal cable) and CA-PLA-P-31-237-H (debris scalter and cellar
foundation),

The proposed project will not impact any of these adjacent cultural resources.

Discussion- ltems V-2,6;

The previous cultural resources reporis (Peak and Associates, 2008 and ECORP Consuliing, 2006) did not identify
any kind of an archaeclogical resource or burial ground within the project boundary. As such, the proposed project
will not disturt apy human remains, incloding these interred oulside of formal cemetertes. However, standard
condilivhs of approval shall be included in the project approvals and included on the Improvement Plans that
indicates the following: :

"If any archaeological arifacts, exolic rock (non-native), orf unusual amaounts of sheil or bone are uncavered
during any on-site canstruction activities, all work must stop immedately in the area and an archaeclogist retained
to evaluate the deposid, The Placer County Planming Department and Department of Mussums must also be
contacted for review of the archaeological find{s}.

If the discovery consists of human remains, the Placer County Coroner and Mative American Beritage
Commission must aiso be contacted. Work in the area may cnly proceed after autharization is granted by the
Placer County Planning Department. A note to this effect will be provided en the Improvement Plans for the project.

Following a review of the new find and consullation with appropriate experts, if necessary, the authority to
proceed may be accompanied by the addibon of development requirements which provide protection of the site
andser additional miligation measures necessary fo address the unique or sensitive nature of the site.”

With these standard condittons any wnpacts to unknown resources will remain less than significant. No mitigation
Measures are required.

Discussion- Item V-3:

The site has no potential 1o yield significant fossits.  As such, the proposed project is expectad to have no
significant impact an palecntolcgic résources. Although ne mitigation measures are requrred, standard construction
conditions will apply to this project and state “a note shall be placed on the improvement plans that if
paleontological resources are discovered on-site, the applicant shall retain & qualified paleottwlogist to observe
grading activities and salvage fossils as necassary. The paleontologist shall establish procedures for
paleontalogical resource survelllance and shall estaklish, in cooperation with the project developer, procedures for
temporarily halting or redirecting work (o permit sampling, ideniification, and evaluation of fossils,  H major
paleontological resources are discovered, which reguire temporarly halting or redirecting of grading. the
paleonto)ogist shall report such findings to the praject develaper, and to the Placer County Department of Museumns
and Planading Department  The paleantologist shall determine appropriate actions, in cooperation with the project
developer, which enaure proper exploration andfor salvage. Excavated finds shall be offered 1o a State-designated
repository such as Museum of Palegniology, U.C. Berkelgy, the California Academy of Sciences, or any other
State-designated repository. Gtherwise, the finds shall be offered to the Flacer County Department of Musewms for
purposes of pullic education and interpretive displays. These actions, as well as final mitigation and dispesition of
the resaurces shall be subject to approval by the Department of Museums. The paleentglogist shall submit a
follow-up repot to the Oeparment of Museumns and Flznning Department which shall include the period of
inspection, an analysis of the fossils found, and presert repository of fossils”.

Discussion item- V-4:

The proposed project does not have the potential to cause a physical change that would affect unigue ethnic
cultural values. The project site is not carrently used in such & way as to sustain unique ethnic cultural values, and
therefore will nat result in 2 physical change that could aflect unique ethnic cultural values.

PLM=Planning, ESD:Er:gi-Eée:ing B Servaying L)e::nartmeniJ EHS=Envirotumentz| Héalth Senvices, ARCD=rr Pollution Cﬁntrol Digtrict 14 af 34
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Initial Study & Chocklist cantinued

Discussion- ltem V-5: :
The propesed project will not restrict existing religicus or sacred uses within the potential impact area, as the
project site is not used for veligious or sacred uses. Furthermare, there is no evidence of existing raligious gr sacred
uses on the site or the surrounding areas.

VI, GEQLO

GY & SOILS — Would the groject;

Potentialky
Significant
Impact

Environmental Issue

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
'mpact

Mo
Impact

} Measures

' 1. Expose people or structures to unstable earth conditions or ¥
changes n geologic substructures? (E30)

2, Resultin significant disruptians, displacements, compaction X
or overcronvding of the soil? (E50)

3. Resultin substantial change in lopography or ground suface X
relief features? (ESD)

i 4. Resul in the destruction. cavering or modification of any ) X
unigque gaolegic or physical features? (ESD)

5 Result in any significant increase in wind or water grosion of X
suils, either on or off the ste? (ESD)

6. Resultin changes in deposilion or erasion or changes in
- siltation which may moedify the channel of a river, stream, or X
jake? (ESDY

7. Result in exposure of peanle or pioperty io geclogic and
geomorphological (i.e. Avalanches) hazards such a5 X
earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar
hazards? (ESD) . o
3. Be located on a geological unit ar soil that is unstable, or that
would become unslable as a result of the project. and X
palentially result in on or off-site 1andslide, lateral spreading, |
subsidence, liguefachion, or collapse? (ESD)

9. Be lpcated on expanswe seils, as defined in Section
1802.3 2 of the California Building Code {2007), creating X
substantial risks to life or property? {ESD)

Discussion- ltoms V|-1,4,8:

A preliminary Geotechnical Report was prepared for the project. The project area is underlain by Mesozoic
intrusive rock of the Sierra Nevada bathcliths and related plutons ranging m composition from diofite to granite.
The soil is Andregq coarse sandy loam, rocky. 2 to 15 percent stope and I8 a moderately deep, well drained soil
underlain by weathered granitic bedrock. Near surface soils encountergd in test pits consisted predominantly of
regidual soile resulting from the weathering of the granitic parent rock  The soil was medium dense. silty sands
(SM} in the upper two feet, grading to a medium dense. poorly graded sands (SF) to approximately six fest below
existing grades. Below the residual soils are slightly weathered, decomposed granitic rack. The Report does not
identify any unigue gealogic or physical features for the soil that would e destroyved or maodified and did not wdentify
any severg soil limitations., The Report does not identity the site as located on a gealogical unit or soil that is
unstable or that will become unstable as a resuli of the project. Construction of the proposed buildings and
associated parkingfroadway improvements will nal create any unstable earlh conditions or change any geologic
substructure resulting in unstable earth. Therefore. there is no impact.

Discussion- lterms V1-2,3:

This project proposal will result in the construction of two new buildings with associated infrastructure including
driveway, parking area, sewer, drainage, and water.  To construct the improvements proposed, significant
disruptions of soils on-site will accur, including excavation/compaction for the an-site building driveway and parking
area improvements, foundations, and various ulilities.  Approximalely 128 acres will be disiurbad by grading
activities, The project proposes to grade approximately 30,000 cubic yards on sile with 2 balanced =ite.  In
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Initial Study & Checklist costinued

addition, there are significant impacts that will occur from the proposed changes to the existing topography. The
project proposes a'maximum cuts and fills on the site of 11 as identified on the preliminary grading plan and in the
project description. The project’s site specific impacts associated wilh soil disruptions and topography changes ¢an
be mtigated to a less than significant level by implementing the following mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures-ltams V1-2,3:
M V1A The applicant shall prepare and submit Improvement Plans, specifications and cost estimates (per the
requirements of Section It of the Land Development Manual [LDM] that are in effect at the time of submittal to the
Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD) for review and approval. The plans shall show all conditions for the
project as well a5 perinent opographical features both on. and off-site.  All existing and proposed utlities and
easements, on-site and adjacent to the project, which may be affected by planned construction, shall be shown on the
plans, All landscaping and irrigation facilities within the public right-ot-way {or public sasements), or landscaping within
sight distance areas at intersections, shall be included in the Improvement Plans. The applicant shall pay plan check
and inspection fees. (NOTE. Prior to plan approval, all applicatle recording and repreduction cost shalt be paid). The
cost of the above-noted landscape and irrigation facilities shall be included in the estimates used to determine these
fees. Itis the applicant's responsibility to obtain all required agency signatures on the plans and to secure departrent
approvals. If the DeslgrifSite Review process andéor DRC review is required as a candition of approval for the project,
said review process shall be completed prior to submitlal of Improvement Plans. Record drawings shall be prepared
and signed by & California Registered Civil Engineer at the applicant’s expense and shall be submitted ta the ESD prior
o acceptance by the County of site Improvements.

Conceptuzl lanagscape plans submitted pricr 1o project approval may require meodification during the
Improvement Plan process to resolve issues of drainage and traffic safety. (ESD)

Mk WV1L2 All proposed grading, drainage improvements vegetation and free removal shall be shown on the
Improvement Plans and all work shall conform to provisions of the County Grading Ordinance (Ret. Article 1548,
Flacer County Code) that are in effect at tha lime of submittal. No grading, clearng, or trea disturbance shall cceur untit
the Improvement Plans are approved and all temporary construction fencing has been mslalled and inspected by a
member of the ORC. All cutfill slopes shall be at a maximum of 2:1 (horzontalvertical) unless a soils report supports a
steeper slope and the Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD) concurs with said recommendation.

The applicant shall revegelate all disturbed arsas. Revegetation underaken from April 1 to Oclober 1 shall
include reqular watering to ensure adequate growth. A winterization plan shall be provided with project Improvement
Flans. It is the applicant's responsibility to assure proper installation ard maintenance of ergsion conlrolfwinterization
during project construction. Where sail stockpiling or borow areas are to remain far more than one construction
season, praper eresion control measures shall he applied as specified in the Improvement PlansiGrading Flans.
Frovide for erosion control where roadside drainage is off of the pavement, to the satisfaction of the ESD.

Submit to the EED g letter of credit or cash deposit in the amount of 110% of an approved engineer's estimate
for winlerization and permanent erosion contral work prior to Improvement Plan approvat to guarantee proleclion
against erosion and improper grading practices.  Upon the County's acceptance of improvements, and satisfactory
completion of a ane-year maintenance period, unused portions of said deposit shall be refunded to the project applicant
or authorized agent.

If, at any time durning construction, a field review by County persennel indicates a significant deviation fram the
proposed grading showin on the Impravemert Plans, apecifically with regard to slope heights, slope ratios, erosion
control, winterization, tree disturbance, and/or pad elevations and configurations, the plans shall be reviewed by the
DRC/ESD for a determinabon of substantizl conformance to the project approvals pror to any further work proceeding,
Failure of the DRCAESD to make a determination of substantial conformance may serve as grounds for the
revocation/modification of the project approval by the appropriate hearing body. (ESD}

Discussion-ltems VI1-5,6:

The disruption of the scil discussed in tems 2 and 3 above increases the risk of erosion and creates a potential for
vonlamination of siorm runoff with disturbed sediment or ather poliutants intreduced through typical grading
practices. In addition, this soil disruption has the potential to modify the existing on site drainageways by
transporting erosion from the disturbed area into wcal drainageways. Cischarge of concentrated runoff after
construchion could aiso contribute to these impacts in the long-term. Erosion potential and water guality impacts
are always present and occur when soils are disturbed and protective vegetative cover is remeoved. 1t is primariiy
shaping of building pads, grading for transportation systems and construction for ulilibes that are responsible for
accelerating erosion and degrading water guality.  The project would incroase the potential for eresion impacts
without appropnate mitigaticn measures. The project's site specific impacis associated with erosion can be
ritigated io a less than significant level by implementing the following mitigaticn measures;

Mitigation Measures ltems V1-5,6:

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineoring & Surveying Depariment, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=4ir Pollubon Controt District 16 of 34
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Yutial Study & Checkdist continued )

MM V13,45 Water quality Best Management Practices [(BMPs), shall be designed according to the Caiifomia
Stormwater Quality Associgtion Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbeoks for Construction, for New
Development { Redevelopment. andfor far Industrial and Commercial. {andfer other similar source as approved by the
Engineering and Surveying Department {£50)).

Construction {temporary) BMPs for the project include, but are nat brmited to: Fiber Rolls (SE-5), Straw Bale
Barrier {SE-9), Straw Wattlas Storm Drain Inlst Protection (SE-10}, Hydrosseding [EC-4), Silt Fence (SE- 1), Stabilized
Construction Entrance (TC-1}, and revegetation techniques,

MM VLB Projects with ground disturbance exceeding one-zcre that are subject to construchon stormwater
quality permit requirements of the Mational Pallutant Discharge Elimination Systen {(NPOES) program shall obtain such
permit from the State Regional VWater Quality Contrgl Board and shall provide to the Engineering and Surveying
Department evidence of a state-issued WDID number or filing of a Notice of Intent and fees prior to start of
construchon.

MM W17 This project is located within the area covered by Placer County's municipal stormwater quality permit,
pursuant i the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Phase || program.  Projecl-related
stormwater discharges are subject to all applicable requirements of said permit. BMPs shall be designed to mitigate
{minimize, infiltrate, filter, of treat) stormwater runaff in accordance with “Attachmant 4” of Pracer County's NFDES
Munizipal Stormwater Permit {State Water Resources Contral Baard NPDES General Permit Ne. CASR00004)

Discussion- tem VI-7:

The project is lacated within Placer Courdy, The Califernia Department of Mines and Geotogy classihes the project
site as a low severity earthquake zone, The prejecl site is considered 10 have low seismic risk with respect to
faulling, ground shaking, seismiczlly related ground failure and liguefaction. Howswver, there is 3 pofential for the
gite to be subjacted to at least moderate earthquake shaking during the vseful life of any future buildings. The
project wili be constructed in compliance with the California Building Cede, which includes seismic standards.
Therefore, this impact is less than significant,

Discussion- ltem VI.&:

According to the United States Department of Agriculture {USDA) Soil Survey of Placer County, the Lnited States
Department of Agriculture ~ Matural Resources Conservation Service Web Soil Survey, and the preliminary
Gegtechnical Report, the site has ne shrink/swell limitabons. The project will alse be constructed in compliance
with the California Building Code. Therefore, this impact is less than significant. '

VIl. HAZARDS & HAZARDQUS MATERIALS — Would the project:

' Less Than !

. Potentially | Significamt ~ Less Than No
| Environmental issue Significant with Significant Impact
\ Inpacst Mitigation = Impact P !
! _Measures |
"1, Create a significant hazard to the public or the envircnment J
through the roubine handling, transport. use. or disposal of '
nazargdous or acutely hazardous materigls? (EHS)
2. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foresecable upset and accident conditions
involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment? (EMS)

3. Emit hazardouws emissions, substances, or waste within one-
guarter mile of an existing or propoased school? (APCD)

4. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compilad pursuant to Government Code Sechion
65962 5 and, as a result, wouid it create a significant hazard to '

the public or the envirenment? (EHE) o | ‘
5. For a project lacated within an airport land use plan or, o )
where such & plan has not boen adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use arport. would the project resultina X
safety hazard for peaple residing or working in the project | J
arga? (PLN) , . ) I
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Tniliel Study & Chezkist contineed

6. For a project wilhin the vicinity of éI"PFi\."atE airsirip, wauld the |
praject result in a safety hazard for people residing in the X
project arsa? (PLN) '

7. Expose pecple or structures to a significant rigk of loss, injury
or death invalving wildlang fires. including where wildlands are , ¥
adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are '
intermixed with wildlands? (FLN)

" 8. Creale any health hazard or potential health hazard? (EHT) X

9 Expose people {6 extsﬂn-g sources of potential health
hazards? {EHS}

Discussion- ltem Vi-1:
The project will not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment thraugh the routing handling,
transpon, use, or disposal of hazardous or acutely hazardeus materials.

Discussion- ltemn V]I-2;

Construction of the proposed project will likely involve the short term use and storage of hazardous materials
typically associated with grading and construction. such as fuel and similar substances. All materials will be used,
stored. and disposed of in aceordance with applicable federal, state, and local lawe including Califomia
Occupahlionz| Safely and Health Administration requirem=2nts and manufacturer's instruchons. Theretore, the
praposed project does not pose a significant hazard resulting frem accident or upset conditions invelving the
release of hazardous matorials. No mitigation measures are regquired.

Discussion- ltem ¥11-3;
Based uppn the project analysis, the project i3 not expected to emit hazardous emissions.

Digcussion- [tem VIl-4.
The project will not be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites campiled pursuant
1o Gavernmeit Code Section 85962 5

Discussion Item VII.S:
The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airpont or public use
girport and therefore the project would not rezull in safety hazards for people residing or working in the project area.

Discussion ltem VIL6:
The project site is not located within the vizinity of a private airstrip and therefore would not resolt in a safety hazard
for people residing in the project area.

Discussion Item VILT:

The propased project would replace annual graszland and cak tree areas with siructures. parking lots and
landscape areas and would reduce the risk of wildland fires. However, the structures are within a rural residential
area that contains maore vegetation than urban areas. A Minor Use Permit Condition of Approval would require that
g will serve letter be required from the serving fire dislrict and the buiidings will be constructed according to fire safe
buitding codes. Mo mitigalion js required,

Disgussion- am V1[-8:
This project will not create s health hazard or potential health hazard.

Discussion- ltem V1I-9;

A Pnase 2 Envirpnmental Site Assessment Limited Soils Investigation Report (Saqils Report) dated January 4. 2008
and a Final Preliminary Environmental Azsessment Equivalent Repor {PEA) dated May 2, 2008 were conducted
for this propery by LFR Inc. The Soils Repert stated that the property has histarically been used for rasidential and
agricultural purposes: the property was developed with orchards from at least 1938 until sometime in the 19505

An excavalion containing gebris was observed on the property in the vicinity of the barn on the southern parcel and
the repont documents verbal accounts of prior cccupants of the property impropery disposing of hazardous wasles
in the vicinity of the barn. The consultant states in the soils repor that the contents ef the excavation near the barn,
whigh consisted of non-hazardous debris ang hazardous waste, were removed and properly disposed. Soil testing
was conducted at several locations throughout the property in order to evaluate the presence of potential residual

PLhu= Flanning, ESD:Engmeerin§ &_Suweying Cepartment, EHS=Envirowmental Health Services, APCD=Ar Pellubion Cortral District 13 of 34
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Initial Study B Cnecklist conbnued

contamination resulting from past uses of the property, such as improper disposal andfor storage of solid waste and
hazardous waste and the application of agncultural chemicals. Scil sampling analytical results indicate that the
maximum concentrations of constituents of concern at the property are below California Hurman Health Screening
Lewvels for all target analytes. The PEA report concludes that ' _current site conditions do not pose a health theeat
under an unrestricted use scenario” and does not recommend further investigation. The PEA report was reviewsd
by the Califorma Depadment of Taxic Substances Contiol {DTSC) and a "Me Further Action” letter was issued on
May 3, 2008

The FEA notes that additional debris pits may be present at other locations on the project site and
recemmends that LFR, Inc. and OTSG be notified if suspected debiris pits are encountered during construction of
the project. In order to prevent contamination of soil and/or groundwater resulling from improper disposal of solid
waste and/or hazardous waste in dedris pits, the project propanent shall notify OTSC and Placer County
Environmental Health Services if suspected debris pils are encountered during construction of the project. This will
be required as a project condition of appraval. Therefore, the potential for exposure to existing health hazards is
less than significant, No mitigation measures are required.

Vil HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY —Would the project:

[ Less Than -! 7
Potentially . Significant | Less Than | No
Envircnmental issus Significant ! with Significant Impact
Impact  Miligation [mpact P
i Measures o
1. Violale any potable water quality standarda? (EHS) X

area? (ESD)

2. Subkstantially deplete groundwater supplies of interfere
substartially with groundwater recharge such that there would be

2 net deficit in aqufer valume or a lessening of local groundwater x

supplis {i.e. the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells

would drop to a [eved which would not support existing land uses
_ar planned uses for which penmits have been grantea)? (EHS)

3. Substantially aller the existing drainags pattern of the site or

4, Increase the rate o amount of surface runoffy (ESD) X
5. Create of contribute runoff water which would include X
substantial additional sources of polluted water? (ESD)

!
§. Dtherwise subistantially degrade surface water quality 7(ESLY) X '
7. Utherwise substantially degrade ground water quality? (EHS) : X

8. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped
on a tederal Flood Hazard boundary or Flood Ingurance Hate X
Map or ether flood hazard delineation map? (ESH) o N

9. Place within 2 100-year flood hazard area improvemenis
which would impede or redirect flood flows? (ESD)

10, Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury '
or death involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the X
tailure of a leyee or dam? (ESD}

11. Alter the direction or rate of flow of groundwater? (EHS) i N &

12 Impac! the watershed of imporant surface water resources,

inciuding bt noet limited to Lake Tahoe, Folsom Lake, Hell Hole
Reservoir, Rock Creek Reservoir, Sugar Fing Reservoir, X '
French Meadows Reservoir, Combie Lake, and Rollins Lake?
(EHS, ESD)

PLN=Plannng, ESD=Engineé'ring -E?;._Sur\reying Lepartment, EﬁééIEﬂvirurr-n_ental Health Services, APCD=/er 'Pallutina;; CD}!trc-I Districl 154l 34
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Imitiaf Study & Cr_u_:_cklist continued

Discussion- ltem VI -1;

This praject will not rely on groundwater wells as a potable water source. Potable water for this project will be
freated water from Placer County Water Agency. Therefors, the project will not violate water guality standards with
respect ta potable waler.

Discussion- Item VIl -2:

This project will not utilize groundwater and will not deplete groundwater supplies. The project will ultimately allow
for the canstruction of A church and associated driveways and parking lots that will create an impermeable surface
on a portion of the property. This impemeable suface may slightly reduce the rate of groundwater recharge.
However a partion of the property will remain unimproved and the impact to groundwater recharge is less than
significant No tnitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item Vill-3:

A praliiminary drainage report was prepared by the applicant's engineer, The existing site primarily consista aof
native vegetation and slopes from norheast to southwest. Drainage runoff is conveyed mainly by overland surface
runoff and within drainage swales, There are two manmade ponds on tha site, ong of which ie proposed to be filled
in. Runoff leaves the site along the westerly and scuthesly propery lines in four locations. All the runoff leaving the
site comes together approximately 300' sauth of the southwesl comner of the project site. The project has analyzed
8 drainage sysiem that will change the on site drainage patterns due to the constroction of the propoesed building,
parking area, as well as an underground storm drain systems. The project will eellect runoff from the site and
convey and discharge the runoff to the existing drainage discharge points, The proposed improvements change
the direction of existing on site surface water runoff due to the proposed on-site improvements. However, the
change in direction from existing on site surface runoff is less than significant as the overall an site watershed
runoff continues to be conveyed to the same exsting discharge peoints as the pre-development conditions and
ultimately nto the same existing drainage swale flowing west of the praject site. Therefore, this impact is less than
signiticant.

Ciscussion- tem Vil-4:

The groposed project will increase the stormwater runoff amount and volume. The incraases in stormwater runoff
hayve the potential to result in downstream impacts A preliminary draihage report was prepared for the project,
The posl project flows identified in the report ndicated an increase in flows from pre-development levels of a
maximurm of approximately 7.5 cfs for the 100 year sicrm event. The project is located in a portion of the Dry Creek
Watershed Flood Control Plan area where on site detention is recommended. The project proposes o ensure that
the gquantity of pes development peak flow from the project is, at a minimum, ng mere than the pre-development
peak flow guantity by installing detention facilities.

The post devalopment volume of runoff will be higher due to the increase in proposed impervigus sarfaces;
however, this is considered ta be less than significant because the project propases detention facililies designed to
handle the inareases in peak flow. Furthermore, existing drainage facilities are designed to handle peak flow runoff
which is typically larger than any increases in volume of runoff,

A final drainage repoit will be prepared and submitted with the site improvement plans for County review
ard appraval in coder 1o monitar the preliminary repon drainage calculations and results. The propesed projact’s
impacts assoriated with increases in runoff can be mitigatad to a less than significant level by implementing the
following mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures- em V111-4;
Refer to text in Mitigation Measures; MM V1.1, MM VI 2

A WA Prepare and submit wilh the project Improvement Flans, a drainage report in confarmance with the
requirements of Section 5 of the LDM and the Flacer County Storm Water Management Manual that are in effect at the
time of submitta), to the Engineering and Surveying Department for review and approval. The report shall be prepared
by & Registered Civit Enginear and shall, at a minimum, include: A writen texdt addressing existing conditions, the
effacts of the improvements, all appropriate calculations, a watershed map, increases in downstream flows. proposed
on- ang off-site Improvements and drainage easements to accommodate flows from this project. The report shall
identify water quality protection features and methods to be used bolh during construction and for [ong-term post-
gonstruction water quality protection, “Best Management Fractice” (BMP) measures shall be provided to reduce
ergsian, water guality degradation, snd prevent the discharge of poliutants to storwater to the maximum extent
nracticable.

FLM=Fanning, E5D=Enginearing & Surdeying Department, EHS=Fhivirenmental Health se2races, APLD=Ar Polutior Control District Alm 34
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MR VAT 2 Starm water run-off shall be reduced to pre-project conditions through the instalation of
retention/detention facilities. Retention/detention facilities shall be designed in accordance with the requirements of the
Placer County Storm \Water Management Manual that are in effect at the time of submittal, and ta the satisfaction of the
Enginesiing and Surveying Deparlment (E30}).  Maintenance of these faciliies shall be provided by the project
owners/penmittess unless, and until, a Sounty Senvice Area is created and said facilities are accepted by the County far
rmaintenance, The S0 may, after review of the project drainage report, delete this requiremert ¥ it is determined that
drainage conditions do not warrant installation of this type of facilty. In the event on-site detention reguirements are
watved, this project may be subject to payment of any in-lieu fees prescrbed by County Crdinance.  No
retentivnddetention faclity conitruction shall be permiltad within any identified wetlands area, floodplain, or right-of-way.
except as authorized by project approvals.

MM VIS This project is subject to the ohe-time payment of drainage improvement and flood control fees
pursuant to the "Cry Creek Watershed Intarim Drainage Improvement Grdinance" (Ref. Chapter 15. Aricle 15,32,
Flacer County Code.) The current estimated development fee is 533,216 for the 12 8 acre parcel, payzable o the
Engineenng and Surveying Deparlment prior to Building Permit issuance. The actual fee shall be that in effect at
the time payment oceurs.

Discussion-ltems VIII-5,5:

The construction of the proposed improvements has the potential to degrade water quality  Starmwater cunoff
naturally contains numerous constituents, however, urbanization and uban activities including develogment and
redevelopment typically increase constituent concentrations to levels that potenhbaly impact water quality
Pollutanis associated with stoimwatar include (but are not hmited to) sediment, nutrients, pitsigreases, etc. The
propasad urban type development has the potential to result in the generation of new dry-weather runoff containing
said pollutants and also has the potential to increase the concentraticn andfor total load of said pellutants in wet
weather stormwater runcff. The proposed project’s impacts associated with water quality can be mitigated to a less
than significant level by implementing the follpwing mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures [tem VII-5,6:
Refer to text in Mitigation Measures;, MM V1.1, 8IM V1.2, MM VI3, MM V14, MM V1S, and MM VI

MM AL Water quality Best Management Practices [BMPs), shall be designed according to the California
Stormmwater Quality Association Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbooks for Construclion, for New
Develppment  Redevelopment, andfor for Industrial and Commercial, {andfor other Simalar saurce as approved by the
Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD)).

Storm drainage from on- and off-site impervious surfaces {including roads) that drain inte the site shall be
collected and routed through specially designed catch basing, vegetated swales, vaults, infiltrztion basins, water qually
basing, filters, sic. for entrapment of sediment, debris and cilsfgreases or other identified pollutants, as approved by 1he
ESD. Cff zile, non project generated runcff, that drains inte the site does not require treatmeant if the off site flow is not
comingled with the project generated flows. BMPs shall be designed at a minimum in accordance with the Placer
County Guidance Dogument for Volume and Flow-Based Sizing of Permanent Post-Construction Best Management
Practices for Stormwater Quality Frotection  Post-development {permanent) BMPs for the project includa, but are not
limited {o: Vegetated Swale (TC-30), Water Quality Infets (TC-50), Starm Drain Signage (S0-13). eta. Mo water quality
facility construction shall be permitted within any identified wetlands area, flowdplain, or right-of-way, except as
authorized by project approvals,

All EMPs shall be maintained as required 1o insure effectiveness. The applicant shall provide for the
establishment of vegetation, whare spacified, by means of proper irigation.  Proof of on-geing maintenance, such as
centractual evidence, shall be provided to ESD upen request, Mainlenance of these facilities shall be provided by the
project ownersipermittees unless, and until, a County Service Area is created and said facikities are accepted by the
County for mamtenance. Pricr to Improverment Plan or Final Map approval. easements shall be cregted and offered for
dedication to the County for maintenance and access to these faciliies in anticipation of possible County maintenance.

mAR WAL S All stormwater runoff shall be diverted arcund frash storage areas 1 minimize comtact with
pellutants Trash container areas shall be screened or walted 10 preyent off-gite transpon of rash by the forces of
water or wind. Trash containers shall not be allowed to leak and must remain covered when nat in use. '

Discussion. lkem VI -7

Prior residential and agriculwral uses of the propeny werz servad by individual water wells and onsite sewage
disposal systems. There are two residences existing on the projéct site. The project applicant states that the
residence currently located on the northern portion of the project site (APMN 035-120-021} is not habitable and the
project does not propose to use the swucture s a dweling. The rasidence on the southem portion of the project
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site (AFN 035-120-023) will be demolished as part of the project application. Environmental Health Services has
no record of proper destruction of the water well{s) and onsite sewage disposal systemnis) that are associated wilh
prior uses of the propenty. Unused and un-maintained water wells can act as open conduits to groundwater; they
can be a means of entry for conlamination resulting from runoff of surface water. including irrigation water, roadway
runoff, and ather types of pollution. Likewise, an improperly abandoned sewage disposal system could create g
potentially significant impact to groundwater quality  This is a polentially significan! impact and the following
mitigation measures will ensure that impacts remain less than significant.

Mitigation Measures ltem Vill-7:

MK W8 All existing water wells located on the project site shall be properly destroyed by a licensed we))
driller, under permit with Environmental Health Services, All onsite sewage disposal systems located on the project
site shall be properly destroyed under parmit with Environmental Health Services. The water wells and onsite
sewage disposal systems localed on APN 025-120-023 shall be properly destroyed prior to issuance of 3
demaolition permit for the existing dwelling, prior 10 any grading activities and prior to tssuance of 2 grading permit.
The water wells and cnsite sewage disposal systems located on APN 035-120-021 shall be destroyed pnor to final
oceupaney approval for the church. [If the existing structure on AFPN (35-120-027 has not been demalished or
relocated from the parcel prior to issuance of a certificate of final egoupancy for the church, ihe stracture will be
converted to nonhabitable storage pricr to issuance of a3 cerificate of final cooupancy. |f the structure is converted
to nonhabitable sterage, the strrcture will remain as nonhabitable storage until it is connected to Yreated water and
public sewer service.

Discussion- tems VII-3,9,10:

The project site is not locoted within 2 100-year flood hazard area as defined and mapped by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). The project improvements are nol praposed within a loeal 100-year
flond hazard area and no flood flows would be redirected after construction of the improvements, The project site is
not located within any ievee or dam failure inundation area, Therefore, there is na impact.

Discussion- Item VIl -11:
The project will not utilize groundwater, therefore it will not alter the direclion or rate of flow of groundwater,

Discussion-item VIII-12:

The propesed project is [ocated within the Miners Ravire fributary of the Dry Creek watershad. The proposed
project's impacts associated with impacts to surface water quality can be mitigated to a less than significant level by
implernenting the following mitigation measures {refer to mitigation measures  within this document as identified
below]:

Mitigation Measures em VIi-12:
Refar to text in Mitigation Measures, MM V1.1, MM V.2 MM VL3, MM V14, MM VIS MM VIl T, MM VIL4, and MM
VillLS

IX. LAND USE & PLANNING — Would the project:

' | less Than | |
Potentially | Significant ‘ Less Than No
Envitonmental Issue Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
> Measures | N
1. Physically divide an established community? {PLM} ' X
2. Conflict with General Plan/Community Plan/Specific Plan
designations or zoning, or Plan policies adopted for the i : X
purpose of avoiding ar mitigating an enviranmental effect?
(EHS, ESD, PLN) J i )
3. Conflict with any applicable habitat congervation plan or
' natural community conseryation plan or other County policies, ‘ X
* plans, or regulations adopted for purposes of avoiding or i
« mitigating environmental effects? (PLN) ' o L
- 4, Rasult in the development of incompatible uses andfor the i X
o creation of land use conflicts? (PLM) | |
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5. Affect agrié'uliural and timber resources or operations {i.e. !
impacts o soils or farmlands and timber harvest plans, or X
impacts from incompatible land uses)? (PLN}

& Disrupt or divide the physicat arrangement of an eatablished ‘ ' '

community {including a lew-income or minonty community? X
| {PLN) - .

7. Result in 2 subsiantial alteration of the presert or planned : ' X

land use of an area? (PLN) |

8. Cause ecenomic or social changes that would result in
significant adverse physical changes o the environment such X
as urban decay of delerioration? {PLN}

Discussion itam 1X-1:
The proposed house of worship will not physically divide an established community

Discussion ltem |X-2;
The project site 15 iocated within the Granite Bay Community Plan and designated Rural Estates 4.6 acre to 20 acre
minimum,  The preperty is zoned RA-B-A-4.6 acre minimum (Residental Agricultural, combining 2 mininmum
building site size of 4.6 acres). A house of worship would be consistent with the land use deaignabion and weuld be
consistent with the underlying Residential Agricultural zone district, with approval of a Minor Use Permit (MUP) As
described in the Placer County Zoning Ordinance (Section 17 .44.010.8}. other MUP |apd uses in the Residential
Agricuttural District inclode community centers, libraries and musoumns, gol courses, residential care homes, and
other non-residential land uses. Houses of worship are generally considered compatible with rural residgential fand
uses; the proposed praject appears to be in scale with what was contemplated by the Granite Bay Community Plan.
The proposed project would provide landscaping and screening, increased setbacks. cirgulation planning, and a
variety of other site design measures {Sranite Bay Community Plan design standards for 2 Scenic Corridor) 1o
minimize impacts. These measures will reduce visual impacts. As proposed, the project is consistent with policies
in the Granite Bay Community Plan as they relate to the size, scale, and character of land development.

The preposed project does not conflict with General Plan/Community PlanfSpecific Plan policies related o
grading. drainage, and transpordaban. Therefore, ihere is no impact and no mitigation measures are required.

Discussion [tem 1X-3:
Al the present time, Placer County has not adopted a Habitat Conservation Ptan or a Matural Communities
Conservation Plan  As such, there would be no impact to such plans.

Discussion ltems 1X.4,5

The propased Rouse of worship would be consistent with the Granite Bay Community Plan land use, as designated
and underlying Residential Agricultural zone district.  There are currently no existing agricultural aperations or
timber resources ccocurning on-site but the property i located in an area where residentig! agricultural parcels exists
and there iz the potential that existing and future agricultural cperations could be adverssly impacted by the
proposed development. The County has adopted a "Right to Farm® ordinance which allows existing agricultural
operations to continue, in a mannar consistent with the underlying zoning. A condition of project approval shall
provide notification to the property owner that agnouliural operations may take place on adjacentsurrounding
parcels, and the approval of lhis project shall not impact the ability of existing and future agricuttural operations 1o
continue in a manner consistent with the undedying zoning regulations Implementation of this mitigation measure
will reduce any polential impacts to a less than significant feval.

Mitigation Measures ltems 1X 4,5

MM 1 MNatification shall be provided to the property owner{s) of the County's Right to Farm Ordinance,
which discloses the potentiai effects of residing near on-going agricultural aperations. This statement shall inform
the property owner{s) that farm operators have a "right to farm" their lands despite potential nuisance to
neighboring properies, including noise, odors, and use of toxic and hazardoug materials. (PD)

Discussion Item {X-6: .
The propused house of worship will not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established community.

Discussion ltem IX-7:
The project site 13 located in a rural residential setting and currently contains a devaloped parcel and a parcel with
ant abandoned residence and accessory structures.  The proposal to construct & house of worship will not
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Initigl Stody B Checkhist cont[pued

substantially alter the present or planned |land use of the area as this land use would be consistent with the Sranite
Bay Community Plan land use designation and underlying Residential Agricuttural zone district because a house of
worship, altheugh not a residenbial use, supports the needs of 2 rural community and is an allowed use.

Discussion ltem |1 X-8:

The proposed projecl will not cause sconomic ar sagial changes that would result in significant adverse physical
changes to the environment such as urban decay or deterioration.

X_ MINERAL RESQURCES - Wauld the projact resulf in:

’ " Less Than |
Potentially . Significant | Less Than |
Environmental lssue . Significant with Significant | Impact
Impact Mitigation A impact |
Measures
1. The losg of availabilty of a kaown mineral resource that |
would be of value to the region and the residents of the atate? X

(PLM)

2. The loss of availabilty of a locally-important minergl rasource
recovery site delinealed on 2 local general plan, specific plan or
otiter land use plan? {(PLMN]

Discussion [tem X-1:

Mo mineral resources that would be of value o the region are known to occur on this site, or in the immediate

viginity.

Discussion lermn X-2: The proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral

resoUrta racavery site,

Xi. NOISE - Would the project result in:

Environmental Issue

| P Less Than |

Potentially | Significant
: Significant with

Measures

Less Than
Significant
impagt

NO
Impact

1. Exposure of persons 1o or genaration of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local General Plan,
Community Plan or neise erdinance, or applicable standards of

_aiher agencies? {FLN)

[ Impaey ‘Mitigatiun

2. A substantial permanent' increass 10 amiient noise levels in
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
{PLMN}

3. A substantial ternporary or periodic increase in ambiant naise
levels in the project vicinity above levels exisling without the

project? {PLM)

4. For a project located within an airport land use pkan or.
where such a plan nas not been adoptad, within two miles of a
public airpen or puthc use airport, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area 1o excessive

nose levels? (FLN}

5. For a project within the wcinity of a'priva'té airstrip, would the
project expose people residing or working in the project ares to
exce3sive noise levels? (FLN)

Discussion- Hems XI[-1,2:

An Environmental Noise Assessment (EMA) was required for the St Joseph Marelle Church project. The MNaoise
Assessment dated March 7, 2008 was prepared by J.C. Brennan & Associates and a letter dated March 27, 2008

PLN=PIanninj, ESD=FEnginacring & Survaying Dopartment, EHS = Environmenta: Heath Servicos, APCD=AIr Pailutien Contiol istrct
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Updated the study based upon the current plans. The proposed project is predicted to camply with the applicable
Placer Couniy extericr and interior noise leve| standards without the inclusion of any noise reduchion measures.

An interior noise level of 40 decibe| (dB) and equivalent sound lavel {Leq) is applied to churches in the
Flacer County General Plan Moise Element and the Granite Bay Community Meise Element Interior traffic noise
levels for the church would comply with lhe Placer County General Plan Moise Element and the Granite Hay
Community Flan Noise Element interior noise lavel criterion of 40 d& leq.

The primary noise sources associated with the proposed project are on-site parking lot achivities and sports
fields { playground activities. The predicted noise levels for the parking fot was applied ar the nearest adjacent
residential properly lines to the east and north of the project site. The predicted noise levels for the sporis
fietasfplayground activities was applied at the nearest adjacent residential property line to the 2ast (440 feet from
the cenler ¢t the propesed sports figids). The parking lot ievels would comply with the County's 55 dB g daytime
extarior ngise level standard. In addition, the spors field/playgrounds are predicted to comply with the Placer
County Moise Ordinance standards for nen-transportation noise sources.

These conclusions were based upon the project site plan dated February 11, 20038, and the traffic
intormation provided by KD Anderson Traffic Engineers for this project. However, in a letter dated mareh 27, 20045
the acoustic consultant indicated that removal of the school and portions of the scheol parking ot would resultin
impacts less intense than those analyzed in ihe previous noise study and that the revised site plan would reguire no
miligation.

Discussion- ltem XI1-3:

Conslruction of the project, through build-out, will increase ambient noise levels, Adiacent residenis may be
negatively impacted. This impact is considered o be tempaorary and less than gignificant. A condition of approval for
the project will be racommended that imits construction hours 50 that early evening and early marnings, 23 well as
all day Sunday, will be free of construction noise. No mitigation measures are ragquired.

Discussion- tem Xi-4:
The project is not located within an airpert land use plan.

Discussion- ltem X(-5:
The projectis not in the vicinity of any known private airstrip.

Kl POPULATION & HOUSING - 'Would the project:

' | Less Than I
{ Potentially | Significant | Less Than ' No
Environmental issue Significant with Significant - |
e mpact
Impact | Mitigation impact
' Measures ]
1. Induce substantial papulation growih in an area, ether
directly {i.2. by proposing new homes and businessas) or X
. indirectly (i.e. through extension of roads or other
. infrastructure)? (FLN)
2. Displace substantial numbers of ¢xisting housing,
nesessitaling the construction of replacement housing X

elsewhera? (PLIN)

Discussion ltem X|1-1;

The proposed hause of worship and multi-purgose huilding would not induce substantial population growth in the
arga. Any new infrastructure required would serve the proposed project and only henefit the progect and the
existing reswdential developments in the area. The house of worship is being constructed ta provide 3 service to
exisbing residences.

Discussion item XII-2:

The project site is currently developed on gne parcel and has an abandoned historic residence on the other. The
histonc residence would not be impacted as a result of the Miner Boundary Ling Adjustment and new proposed
access that would go through the narthern parcel. Only one existing house with residential accessory structures
(property is currently rented} would need 1o be remaoved to accommodate the proposed project and this is not
considered a substantial impact that would necessitate the construction of replacement housing elsewhere.
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Xl PUBLIC SERVICES —~ Would the project resull in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental services andfor facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order 1o maintain acceptable sendce ratios. response times or othar

performance objectives for any of the public services?

Discussion item XIH-1,2,4;

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No |
Environmental Issue Significant . with Significant | Impact !
Impact Mitigation Impact ! R
o Measuras ]
1. Fire proteclion? [ESD, PLN) X
2. Sheriff proteciion? (ESD. PLN} A
3. Schaols? {(ES0, PLN) X
4, Mzintenance of public facilitizs, including roads? (ESD, FLN) X
5. Other governmental services? (E50, PLN) x

The propesed house of worship will result v additional demand for putiiic services through the following providers:
Placer County Fire District, Placer County Sheriff's Depanment, and Department of Pubfic Works The project
proposes 10 connect to public sewer for sewage disposal service. The propozed project will result in the creation of
two new buildings and parking area with associated infrastiucture that will be accessed from a County maintained
road. The project does not generate the need for meora maintenance of public faciliies than what was expected
with the build out of the Community Plan. The projects impacts to public services are less than significant and no

mitigation measwes are reguired,

The project would not result in a substantial adverse physical impact associated with the provision of new

or physically altered governmental services and/or facilities,

To ensure thal significant impacts are nol created by

the project, the following mitigation measure will be required. Standard conditions of spproval will require "Will
serve” letters to be submitted from the appropriate saervice providers as the project’s entitlemen permits.

Dhscussion item XIN-3:

The proposed house of worship would not have any 'mpact on school facilities.

Discussion itam XIII-5.

The proposed project is not expectad to significantty impact any other governmental senices.

XV RECREATION — Would the project result in:

T Less Than T
FPotentially | Significant | Lass Than No '
Environmental lssue Significant with Significant (mpact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
. | Measures
1. Would the project increase the use of existing neighkorhood
and regional parks or arher recrestional facilities such that X
substantial physical deterieration of the facility would ocour or
be accelerated? (PLN) - N i
2. Does the project include recreational facilities or requirg the
construclion or expansion of racreational facilities which might X
. have an adverse physical effect on the envirenment? (PLN) ;
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Discussion [tem XIV-1,2:

The proposed church site includes playfields (baseball & soccer fields) that would be made avaiable to the
community on a limited basis, and basketball courts. This project woutd not have any direct impact on existing
neighborhocd and regicnal parks or other recreational facities as the church will not add new residents and will
include these elemenis within the project.

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

Less Than .
Potentially | Sigaificant . Less Than
Environmental Issue Signhificant with . Significant
Impact Mitigation : Impact
Measures |

No
Impact

1. Anincrease in traffic which may be substantial in relation 1o
the existing andfor planned fulure year frafiic load and capacity
of the roadway system (i.e. result in a substantial increase in X
gither the number of vehicle trips, lha volumea to capacity ratio
on roads, or congestion at intersecticns)? (ESD)

2 Exceeding, either individually or cumulatively, 2 level of
service standard established by the County General Plan
andfcr Community Plan for roads affected by project traffic?
(ESDN

3. IncTeased impacts ta vehicle safety due to roadway design
features (i.e. sharp curves or dangerous intersections} or X
incompatible uses {g.9.. farm equipment}? (ESD) i
4. Inadequate emergency access or access to nearby uses?
(ESD)

5. Insufficient patking capacity on-site or off-site? {(ESD, PLN} X

& Hazards ar barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? (ESD) X

7. Conflicts with adopted policies supporting alternative
iranspertation (i.e. bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? (ESDY

&. Change in air braffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or 3 change in location that results in substantial - X
safety risks? (PLN)

Discussion-ltems XV-1,2:

This praject proposal will rasult in the construckon of approximately 41,300 of building square footage In a church
building including a muitipurpose building. The project does not include a school. The sanctuary will inciude 900
seats. The propased project is allowed under the current Community Plan and Zuning designations applicable to
the site. A rrafiic impact analysis was prepared for the project.  The traffic analysis is based on the number of
proposed seats in the sanctuary and the number of trips that will be generated if all seats are accupied for services.
. The baseline traffic data at the study intersections is based upon actual traffic counts conducted under weekday
and Sunday conditions. The analysis indicates that total daily trips on Auburn Folsom Road on Sunday's averages
approximately §5% of weekday traffic volume. The traftic analysis was conducted on the basis of normal predicted
activity associated with a2 proposed land use and is not reguired to accouent for special everds. The analysis looks
at both the PM Peak Hour impacts (when background traffic levels are highest) and Sunday Peak Hour, when the
project trip generation is highest.  Trip distribution was included in the analysis and most of the prospective
attendees of church servicas live to the south of the site and will access the project site via Auburn Folsom Road.
The church services are propesad on Sunday between &30 and 930 and bebween 10-20 and 11-30 On Sundays,
the project will generate appraximately 450 trips before each service and 505 trips after each service and will
generate approximately 2,100 daily trips. On weskdays, the church has the potential to generate approximately 22
trps during the AM Peak Hour and 22 tnps during the PM Peak Hour with avevage daily trips of appraximately 649,
The number of trips generated by the church by ancillary weekday activities is very low in comparison to the
church's Sunday {raffic valumes. As a resull, the traffic impacts of the church on weekdays will not be as great as
those identified for Sundays and the focus of the impact analysis is on Sunday peak perinds.
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With the project traffic added to the existing traffic volumes, all area roadway segments and intersections
will continue 1o operate within aceeptable LOS C standards. The project will exceed the quidelines for left turns into
ihe site frorm northbound Auburn Folsom Road 2t the propoesed access. However, a left turn lane will be provided to
allevizle this condition. A right turn lane will be constructed at the project's Auburn Folsom Road access diveway
te provide space for traffic entering the site ouiside the path of through traffic. The proposed project will also
canstruct a ralsed median withir the site access encroachment {nat in the road median) to prohibit eft turns from
the site onto northbound Aubumn Folsom Road. The project proposes an access connection to Cavitt Staliman
through an existing access to the adjoining South Flacer Fire District station at the south jeg of the Cavitt Stallman /
Laird Road intersection.  Fire trucks returning to the station do so via this existing access. The project has the
potential ko impact the existing fire truck access due o exiting vehicle queues after church services backing up from
the stop sign an Cavitt Siallman Road toward the church site and blocking the route of returning fire trucks  To
prevent exigting traffic from blocking the route 1o the firg station. "Keep Clear” pavement striping will be provided,
The project has also been working with the fire station and will design and install an emergency traffic signal a1 the
fire station exit on Auburn Folsom Road.

The impacts of the project have also been analyzed for long-term future {2025) traffic conditions. Without
the proposed project and without construcling improvements, many study inlersactions will cperate with Levels of
Service that exceed the minimum astablished in the Granite Bay Community Plan. The addition of trips generated
by the proposed prolect does not result in conditions in excess of LOS standards at most analyzed off site
intersections because the volume of background traffic on Sundays is lower than on weekdays. However, two
intersections would be impacted by the project’s Sunday traffic: Barten Avenue/Cavitt Stallman and Auburn Folsom
{ Cavitl Stallman Road. The project's weekday traffic will add to three infersections that will gxceed LOS standards
in the cumulative condition: Laird Road / Wells Avenue, Barton Road Cavitt Stallman Road, and Auburn Foisom
Road ! Cavitt Stallman Road. For petential cumuolative impacts, the Granite Bay Community Plan includes a fully
funded Capital Improvemerd Program (CiP}, which with payment of traffic mitigation fees for the ultimate
construction of the Capital Improvement Program improvements, would help reduce the cumulative traffic impacts
to less than significant levels. Several of the impacted intersections are inciuded within the Capital Improvement
Program ‘When there are impacts to intersections that are not in the Capital Improvement Frogram, projects
mitigate their impacts with payment of fair share contibutions toward the construction of future improvements. With
the increase in background through traffic on Auburn Folsom Road, the length of delays al the project access will
increase and the exil will operate gt LOS E after services. The construction of an auxilary acceleration lane sauth
of the project access along the project’s frontage will reduce the project’s impacts to an aceepiable LOS.

The addition of the project's traffic has a relatively minar contributian te tatal cumulative traffic volume on
study area roadway segments. The LOS within adopted minimum standards will remain at most locations, The
operation of the project will exacerbate the LOS E conditions occurring an Auburn Folsom Road at Cavitt Stallman
Road. The Granite Bay Community Flan Capital Improvement Frogram includes improverments ta the intersaclion
of AuburnfFolsom Road and Cavitt Stallman Roead that would result in 4 1zanes through the intersection. The project
will be required to pay traffic mitigation fees for the ultimate construction of the Capital Improvement Pragram
improvernents that would mitigate the impact.

The proposed project's impacts associated with increases in traffic can be mitigated to a less than
significant level by implementing the foliowing mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures ltoms Xv-1,2:
kT XV 1 This preject will e subject to the payment of traffic impact fees that are in effect in this area
{Granite Bayy, pursuani to applicable Ordinances and Resolutions. The applicant is notified that the following traffic
mitigation fee(s) will be required and shall be paid Lo Placer County DFW prior o issuance of any Building Permits
for the project

A County 'Wide Traffic Limitation Zone: Article 15.28.010, Placer County Code

=] South Placer Regional Transporation Authority (SPRTA}

C) Flacer County { City of Roseville JPA (PC/CR)
The curren total combined estimated fee is $141.997 34 based on a 40.000 square foot church. The fees were
calcuiated using the information supplied. |f either the use or the square footage changes, then the fees will
change. The actual fees paid will be those in effect at the time the paymer occurs.

RN XY 2 Constroct a northbound left-turn lane at the project entrance on Auhurn Folsom Read. Traffic
slriping shall be done by the developer's confracter. The remeval of existing striping and other pavement marksngs
shall be completed by the developer's contractor. The design shall conform to criteria specified in the latest veraion
of the Caitrans Highway Design Manual for a design speed of 45 mph, unless an alternaiive is approved by DREYW,
The lane has been preliminarily designed at a minimum of 5007 long.

FLM=Planning, ESD=tnginesrng & Surveying Cepartment, EH5=Ervirumnental Health 5&rvufe5, APCO=pir Pallution Contral Distvict A8 of 34
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[nitigl Study & Checklist continuad

MM X3 Construct & southbound right-turn lame at the project entrance on Auburn Folsom Road. Traffic
striping shall be done by the developer's contractor. The removal of existing striping and other pavement markings
shall be completed by the developer's contractor. The design shall conform to criteria specified in the latest version
of the Caltrans Highway Desigh Manual for a desian speed of 45 mph, unless an alternative is approved by DPW,

MM Xv.4 lmprove the inlersection of Cavitt Stallran and Laird Road to the following standard.
A) Pavement widih on south side: 12' eastbound Iane and 27 shoulder for 1407 back from
ntersection.
B Southwest and southeast corners: widened to provide 40 radii.

Additional widening may be required to accommudate auxiliary lanes, intersection geometrics, bike lanes, or
ronformance to existing improvemnents. The roadway structural section shall be designed for a Traffic Index of 8.0, but
said section shal not be less than 3" AC/E" Class 2 AB, untess otherwise approved by DPW and the Engineering and
Surveying Department. (Ref. Secton 4. LOM).

MM X5 Install "Keep Clear" pavement striping on the project's connection to the south leg of the Cavitt
Stallman { Laird Read intersection (shared driveway with existing fire station).

MM XV 8 Caonstruct a southbound acceleration lane at the project exit gnto Auburn Falsom Road south of the
project's access, Treffic striping shall he dong by the developers contractor. The removal of existing striping and
olher pavemeant markings shall be completed by the developer's contractor.  The design shall confarm {o sriteria
spacified in the latest version of the Caltrans Highway Desfgn Manval for a design speed of 45 mph, unless an
alternative is approved by DPW.

MM XN T The applicant shall pay their fair share cost of constructing future traffic signals at the intersechions
of Laird Road f Wells Avenug and Barton Read / Cawitt Stallman Road at the time of Building Permit issuance. The
fair share percentage and total cost estimate shall be identified/prepared by the applicanl’s engineer with final
approval of payment by the ESD and DPW,

Discussion-ltern XV-3:

The project proposes to constrret roadway frontage improvements along Aubuen Folsom Road. The project also
propeses to construct encroachments (as shown on the preliminary grading plan) onto Auburn Folsom Road and
Cavitt Stallman Road that meet the Placer County Land Development Manual vehicle sight distance requirements,
The preliminary encioachment designs have been accepted by the County as adeguate. Therefore, this impact is
less than significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Discussion-tam XV-4:

The servicing fime district has provided comments on the proposed project and has not identified any significant
impazts from inadeguate emergency access or access to nearby uses. The project proposes to construct separate
acecess conneclions to Auburn Felsom Read and Cavitt Stallman Road. Addilicnally, for traffic that access the
shared driveway with the fire station will install “Keep Clsar™ pavement striging on the project's connection to the
south eg of the Cavitt Stallman / Laird Road intersection {(shared driveway with existing fire station} to prevent
conflicts with fire response, The project will net interfere with the Auburn FoIsom Eoad access {0 the existing Fire
Station and will provide an emergency signal at the fire station driveway onto Auburn Folsor Road which will
improve access and response times for the community.  Therefore, this impact is less than significant and no
mitigation measures are required,

Discussion ltem XV-5:
The Placer County Zoning Ordinance requires one parking space for every four fixed church seats, cne parking
space for every 40 square feet of multi-use flcer area if there are no fixed seats, and one parking space per office
or classronm. The project will provide 412 off-stroet parking spaces as required by the county.
The parking calculations are 3s follows:

1. Church Builging: 1 stall per 4 fixed seats (900 seals; = 225 stalls

2. Multi-Purpase Building: 1 stall per 40 square fget of fleor space (floor space is 7.040 square feet) = 178

stalls

3. Multi-Purpose Bailding: 4 Classrooms & 2 Offices = 6 stalls

4. Church Building: 2 Classrooms & 3 Offices = 5 stalls
The parking spaces will be phased along with building construction. Each phase of development will provids
parking in compliance with County Code requirements.
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Intih Sugdy & Checklist continued

Discussion-ltem XV-6:

The proposed project will be construcling site improvements that do not create any hazards or barriers far
pedestrians or bicychsts  The road frontage of Avburn Folsom Read will have improvements such as widened
pavernent widths and 2 meandering pedestrian path.  Therelore, this impact 15 less than significant and no
riitigation measures are required.

Discussion-item XV.7:
The proposed praject will not conflict with any existing policies or preclude anticipated future policies, plans, or
programs supperting alternative transportation,

Discussion-ltem XV-5.
The project will not result in any change to air traffic patterns.

X¥I|. UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:

Less Than —|
Potentially | Significant ! Less Than
Environimental Issue Significant with | Significant
Impact Mitigation ! Impact

_ cause significant environmental effects? (EHS, ESD)

i 2. Require or resull in the construction of new water or

| 3. Require or resultin the construction of new on-site sewage

Measures - *_

1. Excaed wastewater treatmeant requiremants of the applicable '

Regicnal Water Quality Control Board? (ESDY *

wastewater delivery, collection or treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities. the construction of which could

systems? (EHE)

4. Require or result in the cohstruchion of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
canstruction of which could cause significant envirgnmental
effects? (ESD)

5. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project

from existing enlitlements and respurcas, or are new or ' X
expanded entilements needed? (EHS)

6. Eequire sewer service that may not be available by the
area’'s waste water treatment provider? (EHS, £350)

7.Be ser\.-'ed't_:}' a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommaodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs in x
compliange with all applicables laws? (EHS) | |

Discussion- [tem X¥|-1,2,6:

This project s outside the Service Area Boundary (SAB) for Roseville's Wastawater Treatment Plant (WWTE),
Wastewater demand associated with the project site was nof factored inta the South Placer Regional Wastewater
and Recycled Water Systems Evalation {June 2007) because the project site is located outside the service area
idenhbfied by that study document. Annexation of this project's property will be required in order to allow sewer
service through Placer County's SMD #2 prior te imprevement Plan approval. The South Placer Wastewster
Autharity will also have to approve @ modification of its service area boundary prior to Improvement Plan approval
Will-serve letters witl also be reguired by the agency as part of the projects standard conditions of approval far the
entitlermnent permit. The project is prapesing to construct a private a lift station to convey sewer flow to the existing
sewer system within Auburn Folsorm Road. The sewage generated by the proposed project would be typical of
church developments.  Based on the Sewerage Evaluation dated March 16. 2009, the projected Average Dry
Weather Flow {ADWF) from the 7.6 acre Project site, based on a unit flow factor of 680 gallons per day (gpd) per
acra. is 5,016 gallons per day (gpd) or 0.005 million gallons per day (mgd). The 0.005 mgd increass in ADVF will
nat require an additional expansion in the capacity of the Dry Cresk WWTP, will not causae the expansion sizing ta
be changed or acceterated, and is within the current capacity of the treatment plant. Based an the results of the
evaluation, the addition of wastewater flows from the project will not result in any new capacity deficiencies or
significantly exarcerbate any existing capacity deficiencies in the South Placer Wastewater Authority {SPWA) trunk

PLN=Ftanning, ESL=tngnaering & Sureeying Cepartment, EHS=Envirenmental Health $ervices, APCD=Air Pollution Cantraf District 50 of 34

72



Initial Study & Checklist continued

sewer systern.  The Sewerage Evaluation concluded that while the Systems Evaluation did not account for
wastewater flows from the preperty site, the Dry Creek Wastewater Treatment Plant will have adequate capacity to
serve the demand associated with the propased project upon annexation and will have the ability to mest currently
pesmitted discharge limifs, Therefore, this impact is less than significant and no mitigation measures are raguired
other than annexation of the project site to SMD 2,
The project will result in the construchion of new treated water delivery facilities. The Flacer County Water
Adency has provided their comments which detail their requirements for this prDJEt'.t This impact is less than

significant and no mitigalion measures are reguired.

Discussion- Kem XVi-3:
This praject will be served by public sewer service and will not require the construction of new on-site sewage
disposal systems.

Discussion- ltem XVI-4:

Tha sterm water will be collected in the propoesed on site drainage facilities and conveyed via an undarground gtorm
drain systems and engineered drainage swales to the existing discharge point lgcations. The existing drainage
systems have the capacity to accept flows from the proposed project. This project proposes the construction of a
storm drain syslern fo Placer County standards. The construchion of the drainage facilities will not couse s+gruf|cant
enviranmental effects. Therefore, this impact is less than significant.

Discussion- ltem XVI-5;

Placer County Water Agency (PCWA) is the agency charged with providing treated water service and has indicated
their requirements to serve the project. The service requirements latter provided by PCWA Indicates thal the
Stafiman Canal overfiow pipe and the Hidden Valley raw water service are located in glose praximity {o the wesiern
boundary of parcel 035-120-021. Additicnally, the overflow pipe drains into the existing pond on this parcel  PCWA
noted that the agency will continue to spill water from the Stallman Canal throwgh this parcel as described in the
exighing easement and that measures should be taken to prevent damage to PCWA facilities and associated
gasements. Additionally, measures should be taken to prevent impacts to any new construction and downstream
properties. Failure to comply with this service requirement letter could result in a potentially signiticant impack.

Mitigation Measures Item XV!-5:

MR XV Prior to submittal of Improvement Plans, the project propenent shall centact PCWA in order to
verify the location of the Stallman Canal overflow pipeline. Any proposed improvemeants will maintain appropriate
setbacks from facilities and egsements as reguired by POWA, including the Stallman Canal averflow pipe and the
Higden valley raw water service, Permanent structures will not be placed within existing easements. During
construction, the project applicant will protect and maintain the existing PCWA easements and facilities, Any
construction that could potentially impact PCWa facidies andfor easements will requirg prior approval and/or
encroachment permits fram PCWA.

Discussion- ltem XVI-7:

Solid waste in the project area is collected by Auburn Placer Bisposal Service (8PDS) and processed at the
Western Regional Malerals Recovery Faaility (MEF). This landfill has sufficient permilted capacity to
aceommodate the project's solid waste disposal needs. APDS has indicated that a will-serve letter will be issued
upon review and approval of the project site plans for enclogure specification and approach. As a project condition
of approval, the project praponent will be required to obtain APDS' approval of the site plans and provide a will-
sorve letter for this project. Mo miligation measures are reguired.

E. MANDATORY FINDINGS CGF SIGNIFICANCE.!

T
Environmental issue Yes Mo

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the guality of the envirenment,
substaniially impact biological resources, or eiminate important examptes of the x
major peniads of Califormpia history or prehistory?
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Imitial Study B Checklist continued

2. Does the project have the potential for impacts that are individually limiled, but
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable™ means that the

incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed n cannection with X
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects
of probable future projects ) X

3. Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause the potential
for substantial adverse effects an human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Discussion — All tams:

Development of the propesed project may contribute 1o an increase of greenhouse gases resulting from |andscaping
maintznance, vehicle exhaust, utitty usade, snd waterfwastawater ugage. Compliance with all applicable building
codes, mitigation measures, planning palicies, and additional green building mitigation measures {see Air Quality
Sechon MMs B A18-11.20)y addressed hergin will reduce the potential cumulative effects of the project to less than
significant on slimate change impacls resulting from the project-reiated greenhause gases (COz) emissions.

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

& California Department of Fish and Game 1 Lacal Agency Formation Commission {LAFC ()

] California Department of Forestry [[] Hational Marine Fisheries Service

[ California Department of Health Services [ Tahne Regional Planning Agency

[] california Department of Taxic Substances U s Army Corp of Engineers ) o
[ Californiz Depariment of Transportation B U S. Fish and Wildlife Service

[] California Integrated Waste Management Board U

- 'CEME&Q]EHQ Water Quality Control Board L1 _

G. DETERMINATION — Tha Environmental Feview Commitiee finds that:

| M The proposed project COULED NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
! DECLARATION will be prepared.

‘ Although the proposed preiect CQULD have a significant effect on the environment. thers WILL NOT bea |
B significant effect in this case because the mitigation measures described herein have been added ta the
oroject. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

; The proposed project is within the scope of impacts addressed in a previously-adopted Negative Daclaration,
[ L] and that only minar technical changes and/or additions are necessary ta ensure its adequacy for the project.
An ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUSLY-ADOFTED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect on Lhe environment. and an ENVIRONMENTAL

- IMPACT REPORT s required {.e. Project, Program, Subsequent, or Master EIR).

© The proposed project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the enviranment, and at least one effect has not
been adequately analyzed in an earlier docoment pursuant to applicable legal standards. Potentially

) significant impacts and mitigation measures that have been adeguately addressed harzin or within an eadier
document are described on aitached sheets (328 Saction D above) A SUPPLEMENTAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT wil be prepared to address those effect(s) that rermain ouistanding.

| ¥ne proposed project is within the scope of impacts addressed in a previously-certified EIR, and that some

O changes andfor additions are necessary, but none of the conditions requinng a Subsegquant or Supplemental
iR exist. An ADDENDUM TD THE PREVIQUSLY-CERTIFIED EIR will be prepared {see CEQA

Guidelines. Section 15164).

The proposed project is within the scope of impacts addressed in a previously-cartified Program EIR, and

that no new effects will occur nor new mitigation measures are required. Potenttally significant impacts and

'O mitigation measures that hayve been adeguately examined in an eartier document are desoribed an attached

i sheets. including applicable mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project {see Section

. Df above). NQ FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT will be prepared (see CEQA Guidelines,

: Sections 15168(r)i2), 16180, 15182, 15183),

PLM=Planning, E5G=Englicoering & Surveying Dupartmeant, EHS=Environmental Health Services, ARCD=Air Pollution Cont-ol Distict 32 0f 24
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Iritial Study & Chacklist continued

| O | Other

H. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE {Parsons/Departments consulted):

Planning Depanment. Roy Schaefer, Chairperson

Engineering and Surveying Department, Phillip Franiz

Enginzering and Surveying Department, Wastawater. Janelle Fortner
Gepartment of Fublic Works, Transportation, Amber Conboy
Environmental Health Sesvices. Jifl Kearney

Air Pollution Control District, Angel Rinker

Flocd Control Districts, Andrew Darrow

Facility Services, Parks, Andy Fisher

Placer County Fire / COF, Bob Eicholtz

1 - JD ~
/&1.&1’1 o) ¢ MJL?’/}Q?“) \Jif
- v

Signature Date 11/4/0%

Gina Lanaford, Envirgnmental Cagrdinator

. SUPPORTING INFORMATION SOURCES:

The following public documents were utilized and site-specific studies prepared to evaluate in detail the effects ar
impacts associated with the project. This information is available for public review, Monday through Friday, Bam
to S, at the Placer County Community Development Resaurce Agengy, Environmental Coordination Services,
3091 County Center Orive, Suite 190, Auburn, CA 95603, For Tahoe projects, the decument will also he available

in our Tahee Division office, 565 West Lake Elvd,, Tahoe City, CA BE145.

(] Granite Bay Community Plan

Envirenmental Review Ordinance

[ Placar County General Plan

[] Grading Ordinance

County

Documents [ Land Gevelopment Manual

] Land Division COrdinance

L Stormwater Management Manual

Tree Ordinance

Placer County Zoning Crdinance

[] Department of Taxic Subetances Control

Trustea Agency [

Documents
)

(0 Acoustical Analysis

&< Biolegical Study

[€] Cultural Resources Pedestrizn Survey

B Cultural Resources Records Search

Site-Specific Planning Lighting & Photometric Plan

Studies Department | [ Palgentolagical Survey

Tree Survey & Arbarisl Report

B Visual Impact Analysis

Wetland Delineation

=] Noise Assessment

PLN=Planning, ESU-Engnesring B Surveying Cepariment, CHS=Crnwronmental Health Services, ARCD=4Air Pollution Congrgl District
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Inifial Study & Checklist continued

Ll

Engineering &
Surveying
Department,
Flood Contrgl
District

[ Phasing Plan

(4 Pratiminary Grading Plan

[] Pretiminary Geotechnical Report

B4 Preliminary Drainage Report

(4 Stormwater & Surface Water Quality BMP Plan

Traffic Study

B Sewer Pipeline Capacity Analysis

] Placer County Commercialfindustrial Waste Survey (where public sewer

is available}

F] Sewer Master Plan

B Utility Plan

]

C

Environmental
Heaith
Bervices

[T Groundwater Contarmination Report

] Hydro-Geological Study

Fhase | Environmental Site Assgssmeant

Soils Screening

[ 1 Preliminary Endangerment Assessment

[

L]

Air Paollution
Control Oistrict

7] CALINE4 Carbon Monoxide Analysis

] Construction emission & Dust Contrel Plan

[ Geotechnical Report (for naturally sccurring asbestos)

[C] Health Risk Assessment

URBEMIS Model Qutput

L]

O

Fire
Department

[ Emergency Response andfor Evacuation Flan

[ Traffic & Circulation Plan

Ol

Mosquito
Abatement
District

L] Guidelines and Standards for Vector Prevention in Proposed
Developments

™

FLMN=Flanning, ESD=Engincering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Servives, ARPCTI=Adr Pollation Contral Districs
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Urbernis 2007 Version 8.2.4
Sumimary Report for Summer Emissions (Pounds/Day)

OnRcad Vehicle EIMissions Based on: Yersion | Emfac2(07 V2.3 Nov 1 2066
Off-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROADZ007

CONSTRUCTION EMISSION ESTIMATES

BOG
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