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GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT THIS DOCUMENT

What 6s in this document

Yolo County under the California Department of Water Resources (DWR), Small Community Flood Risk
Reduction Program (SCFRRP) has prepared this Initial Study, which examipesahial environmental
impacts of the Knights Landing Flood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements element
(project), in Yolo County, California. The document explains the proposed project details and the existing
environment that coulde affected by the project, potential impacts, and proposed avoidance, minimization,
and/or mitigation measures.

The Dratft Initid Studywas circulated to the public for comments from March 15, 2@P2pril 14, 2022.
All written comments received by YolCounty have been included in Appendix When comments
warranted changes to the Initial Study, those changes are shown by underlining addedtekédmdugh

for deleted text.

Yoto—County—Administratorodés Office




Executive Summary

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Yolo County, as the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) lead agdmay determinethatthe
proposed project would have a less than significant impact to the environment with the inclusion of best
management practices (BMPs), and the mitigation measures as determined by the CEQA Initial Study
Checklist. The following table is a summary ofgtial impacts to each tiechecklist resource categories

and any BMPs and/or mitigation measures necessary to reduce potential effects to a less than significant
level. The detailed CEQA checklist with discussion and findings of project impacts omesaciice is in

Section 2 of this Initial Study.

Summary of Potential Impacts BMPs and Mitigation Measures

Resources

Resource Project Impacts Summary oBMPs and/oMitigation Measures
Aesthetics No Impact N/A
Agriculture and Forest No Impact N/A

Air Quality

Less than Significant Impact

Dust controBMPs

Biological Resources

Less than Significant Impact
with Mitigation

ESA fencing; Swainson
surveys;Standard erosion control BMPs,
environmental awareness trainingsst
construction restoration of temporary effects.

Cultural Resources

Less than Significant Impact
with Mitigation Incorporated

Compliance with regulations relating to
unexpectedliscovey of culturalresources or
humanremains.

Energy

No Impact

N/A

Geology and Soils

Less than Significant Impact

ConstructiorBMPsconsistent with Yolo County
Stormwater Quality, Erosion and Sediment Con
Standards

Greenhouse Gas
Emissions

Less tharBignificant Impact

N/A

Hazards and Hazardous
Materials

Less than Significant Impact

Standard BMPspreparation of &pill Prevention,
Control, and Countermeasupréan

ConstructiorBMPsconsistent vith Yolo County

Hydrplogy and Water Less than Significant Impact| Stormwater Quality, Erosion and Sediment Con
Quality Standards

Land Use and Planning | No Impact N/A

Mineral Resources No Impact N/A

Noise Less than Significant Impact| N/A

Population and Housing | No Impact N/A

Public Services No Impact N/A

Recreation No Impact N/A

Transportation/ Traffic | No Impact N/A

Tribal Cultural Resource

Less than Significant Impact
with Mitigation Incorporated

Compliance with regulations relating to
unexpected discovery of cultural resources or
human remains.

Utilities and Service

Significance

Mitigation

Systems Less than Significant Impact| N/A
Wildfire No Impact N/A
Mandatory Findings of | Less than Significant with N/A
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1.0 Project Description

1.0 Introduction

Yolo County, under an agreement with the CaliforDi@partment ofwater Resources (DWR) Small
Community Flood Risk Reduction Program (SCFRRP), has prepared this initial study (IS) with proposed
mitigated negative declaration (MND) in complienwith the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) to evaluate and address any potential consequences of the proposed Knights Landing Flood
Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements element. DWR is providing funding for this
project ands a CEQA responsible agency for this IS/IMND.

1.1  Project History

The town of Knights Landing (Town) is an unincorporated community within Yolo County, California. In
2017, Yolo County received a grant from the State of California Department of WatairBes (DWR),

Small Community Flood Risk Reduction Program (SCFRRP) to complete a feasibility study of structural
and nonstructural actions that could reduce flood risk to Knights Landing.

During the winter of 201-2018, the Town experienced floodingrag 2nd Street and Railroad Street that
partially inundated the U.S. Post Office on 2nd Street near the intersection of Mill Street. At the time of
the flooding, the Sacramento River was elevated and seepage through (or under) smedeVvese been
contributing to the floodingThis seepage is accruing from the State Plan of Flood Control Levee (See
Figure 1) The accumulation and migration of floodwater across the surfaces of the Town is influenced by
direct rainfall over the Town, seepage throughsimeounding levees, where elevated water from the river
flows through or under the levees; and upwelling groundwater levels due to high groundwater conditions
in the basinsee Appendix A. Knights Landing Drainage Study for further analysis on levegekepa

Figure 1. Seepage Concerns Along Sacramento River State Plan of Flood Control Levee

- 387 N

[SOURCE USGS The Naba

e D “" N
Source: Knights Landing: Small Community Flood Risk Reduction Feasibility Study (2019)

Knights Landing~lood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements
Initial Study with MitigatiorNegative Declaration 1



1.0 Project Description

The Town drains primarily to a single ditch along the north side of County Road 116, through agricultural
land sloping generally to the southeast. An existing abandoned railroad embankment (spur alignment) is
located parallel to and east of Railroad Steget forms a barrier to overland runoff exiting the Town to the
southeast. This forces all runoff coming from the west to collect along Railroad Street until it can flow
beneath the abandoned railroad via an existing culvert. The downstream interionehtgesas are part

of a basin protected by levees on all sides that outfall to the Ridge Cut Canal. The northern portion of this
interior basin, including the Town, drains to an existing pump station located approximately two miles
southeast of the Town.

The County prepared 2019 Knights Landing Small Community Flood Risk Reduction Feasibility Study and
also commissioned a drainage study. In 2020, received additional grant funding from DWR as part of Phase
2 of the SCFRRP, which included funding to comgletesign, environmental documentation and
permitting, and construct the Drainage Infrastructure Improvements identified in the town of Knights
Landing.

In February 2021, th¥olo County Drainage Study Repdfinights Landing Appendix A), was prepared,
which provided analysis of three alternatives to alleviate the flooding conditions within the Town at the
U.S. Post Office. After reviewing the analysis provided in the drainage study report, Yolo County selected
Alternative 2 as the preferred alternatiee the drainage facility improvements witimights Landing.

When theKnights Landing Flood Management Projectompleted it will reduce or prevent flooding to a
population of 995, approximately 321 structures and 3,500 acres of prime agricultisal lan

The Knights Landing Flood Management Project currently funded under the SCFRRP phase 2 agreement
includes the following four project elements: 1) the design of levee improvements along the Sacramento
River adjacent to town, the design and permitbhthe Knights Landing Ridge Cut levee and the design

and permitting of the Mi/alley Levee Reconstruction to include the construction of Sites 9 & 10, 2)
completion of phase 1 concepts for Portuguese Ben@Geays Bend Habitat enhancement projectsh8)

design, permitting and construction of the Drainage Infrastructure Improvements, and 4) the design of the
New Cross Levee and New Cross Levee Loop T&sk Table 1).

Initial design is ongoing for each of these four project elements and subseqtaet GAEQA
documentation will be required as they are carried further.

1.2  Purpose

The purpose of the Knights Landifgiood Management ProjedDrainage Infrastructure Improvements
elementunder the SCFRRP is to attain a 4@ar level of flood protectiofor the community of Knights
Landing and reduce the flood risk to the Knights Landing Basin while sustaining agriculture and the
regional economy, providing safe access to the river, and improving the riverine habitat vitality.

The purpose of thproject is to improve drainage facilities to reduce flooding within the Town of Knights
Landing.

1.3 Need

The project is needed to alleviate flood conditions within the Town of Knights Latiditarecaused by
inadequate flood conveyance capadityinglarge storm events.

Knights Landind-lood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements
Initial Study with MitigationNegative Declaration 2



1.0 Project Description

Table 1. Knights Landing Flood Management Project Elements

Project Project Element Status andTlmellne_ of CEQA Timeline of Implementation
Element No. Documentation
Geotechnical Investigation and 35%
1 Sacramento River Adjacent to Town and Design by February 2023; Final design,
New Cross Levee Loop Tralil permitting, real estate and constian
pending future funding
CEQA Documentation In progress; Draft Geotechnical Investigation and 90%
1 Knights Landing Ridge Cut and New Croy CEQA document expected by September | Design and 408 permissitny February
Levee Loop Trall 2022; Final CEQA Yolo County Board of 2023; Final design, permitting, real estat
Supervisor Approval by December 2022 and construction pending future funding
Geotechnical Investigation and 65%
4 New Cross Levee (including Wind Wave Design by February 2023; Findésign,
Buffer) and New Cross Levee Loop Trail permitting, real estate and construction
pending future funding
Final Design, Permitting and Real Estatg
1 MidValley Sites 9, 10, 11 and Widened | Final CEQA- Yolo County Board of by February 2023; Construction of Sites
Parking near Irish Bend Supervisor Approval February 2022 and 10 by October 2022; Construction o
Site 11 pending future funding
CEQA Documentation In progress; Draft . )
5 . CEQA document expected by April 2022; (| Managemgnt Plan by April 2022’.
Portugese Bend Habitat Enhancement . X Conservation Easement and habitat
required) Final CEQA Yolo County Board enhancement pending funding approval
of Supervisor Approval by June 2022
Draft CEQA documentirculatedin January
3 Drai March- April 2022; Final CEQA: Yolo Final Design, Permitting, Real Estate an
rainage Infrastructure Improvements

County Board of Supervisor Approvisilarch
May 2022

Construction by February 2023

Knights Landind-lood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements
Initial Study withMitigated Negative Declaration



1.0 Project Description

1.4  Alternatives

Theproposed projedghcludes onduild Alternative ancbneNo-Build Alternative.
1.4.1 Build Alternative

The Build Alternative wouldonsist of the following improvements

The project would incorporate roadside ditch improvements along 2nd Street between the Post Office and
Railroad Streeto improve storm water drainage capacyburied closed conduit under Railroad Street
between 8d Street and 4th Street (approximately Z&&-wide by foot-deep); an open channel along

the east side of Railroad Street between 4th Street and 7th Street (approxinfateige®p, 2:1 side
slopes); removal of the existing concrete arch culved;deyrade of the abandoned railroad embankment
using a 56foot-wide open cut channel.

Potential geotechnical investigations and any ultility relocations would occur within the designated project
area. Tree and/or vegetation removal is expected to be sages the immediate area around the existing
arch culvert just north of the intersection of County Road 116 and Railroad Street to accommodate
construction associated with removal of the concrete arch culvert and construction of the new earthen
channel hrough the railroad embankment.

1.4.2 No-Build Alternative

TheNo-Build Alternative would notomplete the proposed drainage facility improvemeirtis. NeBuild

Alternativewould notalleviate flood conditions within the Town of Knights Landiagd inadequate flood
conveyance capacity would continue to cause flooding throughout the Town during large storm events.

1.5 Permits and Approvals Needed
The following permits, licenses, agreements, and certifications are required for project donstruct

Table 2: Permitsand Approvals Needed

Agency Permit/Approval Status
. o . To be obtained prior to
Yolo Habitat Conservancy Certificate ofCompliance construction

Knights Landind-lood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements
Initial Study with Mitigaed Negative Declaration 4



2.0 CEQAInitial Study

2.0 CEQA Initial Study Environmental Checklist

This checklist identifies physical, biological, social, and economic factors that might be affected by the
proposedproject Potential impact determinations include Potentially Significant Impact, Less Than
Significantwith Mitigation, Less Than Significaimpact, and No Impact. In many cases, background
studies performed in connection witprajectwill indicate that there are no impacts to a particular resource.

A No Impact answer reflects this determination. The questions in this checklist are inteededurage

the thoughtful assessment of impacts and do not represent thresholds of significance.

2.1 AESTHETICS

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant ~ Significant with ~ Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Have asubstantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? |:| |:| I:' |X|

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limite:
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildingghim a state scenic
highway?

c) In nonurbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing vi
character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? D D D |X|

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adve
affect day or nighttime views in the afea

DiscussION
a) Would the project &ve a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

No impact. No designated scenic vistas &eated within omearto the projectsite.

b) Would the projectubstantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

No impact. The projectis not within a state scenic highway, amnduld not substantially damage scenic
resairces within a state scenic highway. Therefore, no impact would occur.

c) Would the project,ni norturbanized areas, substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings?

No Impact. The projectwould not degrade the existing visual character due to the nature and location of
theproject

d) Would the projectreate a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area?

No Impact. The projectwould not create iy new sourceof light or glare.
FINDINGS

Theprojectwould not adversely affect any designated scenic resourdstg nor substantially change the
current visual environmenthe projectwould haveNo I mpact relating to aesthetics

Knights Landind-lood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements
Initial Study with Mitigaed Negative Declaration 8



2.0 CEQAInitial Study

2.2 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant ~ Significant with ~ Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may ee@aliforttia

Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservatipii@sahmodel to use
in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including tinmbesigmidicant

environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the Californianiispat Forestry and Fire Protection regardi
the stateds inventory of forest prgectandthe Forest LeghdyAssessniadectandrithe orest
carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocolteaidmpthe California Air Resources Board.

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of State’

Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant - I:' I:'
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resoul

Agency, to nonagricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning foagricultural use, or a Williamson Ac
contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land

defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as de |:|
by Public Resources Code section 4526)timberland zoned Timberlanc
Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land teforest
use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing @amment which, due to thei
location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, teagsitultural
use or conversion of forest land to rfmmest use?

O o o O
O o o o o
X X X X X

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The land usevithin the project area is designatedthg 2030 Countywideéseneral Plar(Yolo County

2009) as Public and Quasi Public (PQP) and Residential Low (RL), and zoning for the project area is
consistent with the land use designations as PQP andA&dording to the California Department of
Conservation (CDC), Division of Land Resource Protection, Farmléaqping and Monitoring Program
(FMMP), Yolo County Important Farmland Map 28)1the project area falls within an area designated as
fiurban and BuitUp Land. These areas are definedasd occupied by structures with a building density

of at leasbneunit to 1.5 acres or approximatedix structures to 1@cres, andthese areas wouldclude
residential, industrial commercial, and other areas with the qualifying structural d&i3E\2016).

DiscussION

a) Would the project anvert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to-agricultural use?

No Impact. According to the CDQCdifornia Important Farmland Findg)lCDC 2021) and the Yolo
County FMMP Map (CDC 2016Yhe project does not occur within lands that are designated as Prime,
Unique, or Farmland of Statewide Importangs.a result, no conversiaf farmland usés anticipated as

a result of the proposed project. The project area would continue to be z&@d asd RLand no impact
would occur.

Knights Landind-lood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements
Initial Study with Mitigaed Negative Declaration 9



2.0 CEQAInitial Study

b) Would the projectanflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact. Based on a keew of theexisting zoning within the project araad Yolo County FMMP Map

(CDC 2016), the project area has no lands zoned for agricultural use or Williamson Act contract lands.
Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with existioiging for agricultural use or Williamson

Act contract, and no impact would occur.

¢) Would the projectanflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined bic Rddources Code
section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(qg))?

No Impact. Thereis noforest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as
defined by Public Resoues Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined
by Government Code section 51104(g)) within the project ardeerefore, theproject would haveno
conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timbeylan timberland zoned
Timberland Productigrand no impact would occur.

d) Would the projectesult in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land tefoi@st use?

No Impact. Thereare no forestlands or forest resources located within thject area; therefore, the
project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land tdarest useandno
impact would occur.

e) Would the projectrivolve other changes in the existing eoniment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in the conversion of Farmland, to-agricultural use or conversion of
forest land to notforest use?

No Impact. The projectwould not involve changes in the existing environntlat due to tkeir location
or nature, could result in the conversation of farmland or forest land tagraultural use or neforest
use. Therefore, the project would have no effects to farmland or forest land resanlass impact would
occur.

FINDINGS

The projet does not occur within lands that are designated as Prime, Unique, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance, forest land, or timberland. The project is anticipated to require temporary construction
easements; however, no permanent acquisition of any propamyi¢ipated. As a result, the project would

not directly or indirectly cause the conversion of farmland, forestland, or timbefihadoroject would
haveNo Impact relatingto agricultural andforestresources.

Knights Landind-lood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements
Initial Study with Mitigaed Negative Declaration 10



2.0 CEQAInitial Study

2.3 AIR QUALITY

Whereavailable, the significance criteria established by the applicable

quality management or air pollution control district may be relied upoi Potentially Less Than Less Than
make the following determinations. Significant ~ Significant with ~ Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Would theproject
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality pl |:| |:| |:|

b) Result in a cumulatively considerable metrease of any criteria pollutan
for which theprojectregion is nonattainment under an applicable federal
state ambient air quality standard?

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adve
affecting a substantial number of people?

O 0O O X

X
X
X

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? |:| |:|

REGULATORY SETTING

Federal Regulations

The Clean Air Act (CAA) as amended in 1990 is the federal law that govermpsadiily. Its counterpart in
California is the California Clean Air Act of 1988. These laws set standards for the quantity of pollutants
that can be in the air. At the federal level, these standards are called National Ambient Air Quality Standards
(NAAQS). Standards have been established for six criteria pollutants that have been linked to potential
health concerns; the criteria pollutants are: carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxige ¢&kidne (GQ),
particulate matter (PM), lead (Pb), and sulfur dioxf8€j.

State Reqgulations

Responsibility for achieving California's air quality standards, which are more stringent than federal
standards, is placed on the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and local air districts, and is to be
achieved through distif-level air quality management plans that will be incorporated into tate S
Implementation Plan (8). In California, theUnited States Environmental Protection Agency EBP3)

has delegated authority to prepare SIPs to the CARB, which, in turn, hgatddlehat authority to
individual air districts.

The CARB has traditionally established state air quality standattdie maintaining oversight authority

in air quality planning, developing programs for reducing emissions from motor veldielesoping air
emission inventories, collecting air quality and meteorological data, and approving state implementation
plans.

The esponsibilities of air districts include overseeing stationary source emissions, approving permits,
maintaining emissionsventories, maintaining air quality stations, overseeing agricultural burning permits,
and reviewing air qualityrelated sections of environmental documents required by CEQA.

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Theproject, located withirY olo County, is in the SacramenYalley Air Basinand is subject to theéolo-
SolanoAir Quality Management DistrictOistrict) requirements and regulatioriBhe project is located
along residential streets within Knights Landing and would be in close proximately (approximately less
than50 feet) to residences alonyf Street and Railroad Street.

Knights Landind-lood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements
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2.0 CEQAInitial Study

DiscussIiON
a) Would the projectanflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

No Impact. The project is consistent with the site land use and zoning; construction prdjeet would
not conflict with or obstruct implementation of any air quality plan.

b) Would the projecteasult in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollfoant
which theprojectregion isnonattainmentunder an applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?

Less than Significant Impact The CARB is required to designate areas of the state as attainment, non
attainment, or unclassified for any stat st andar d. An fAattainmento desig
poll utant concentrations do not vi ol ataet ttah e@m me h & D (
designation indicates that a pollutant concentration violated the standard ah¢easiithin a calendar year.

The area air quality attainment statu¥'ofo County is showibelowon Table 2

Table 3: NAAQS and CAAQS Attainment Status for Y olo County

Pollutant Designation/Classification

FederalStandards State Standards
Ozonei 8-Hour Nonattainment Nonattainment- Transitional
PMio UnclassifiedAttainment Unclassified
PM..s Unclassified/Attainment Nonattainment
Carbon Monoxide Unclassified/Attainment Attainment
Nitrogen Dioxide Attainment/Unclassified Attainment
Sulfur Dioxide Attainment/Unclassified Attainment
Sulfates No Federal Standard Attainment
Lead Unclassified/Attainment Attainment
Hydrogen Sulfide No Federal Standard Unclassified
Visibility ReducingParticles No Federal Standard Unclassified
SourcesCARB 2018

Operational Emissions

The completed project would have no operatiemissionsTherefore, no impact relating to air quality would
occur due to operation of the completed project.

Construction Emissions

Construction activities associated with the project would result in temporary incremental increases in air
pollutants, such as ozone precursors and particulate matter due to operaticpafeyasl equipment and

earth moving activitiesThe CEQA encourage public agencies to adopt thresholds of significance for
determining whetheprojects have significant adverse impadtke District provides these thresholds of
significance and mitigation requirements inhée s t IHandbaok fer Assessing and Mitigrt Air Quality

Impacts (YSAQMD 2007). Table 3 below, provides the projedevel thresholds ofignificanceas
established by the District for particulate matter less than 10 micrometerg,(BAtbon monoxide (CO),

and the precursors of ozone, which exactive organic gasses (ROG) and nitrogen oxides (NOx). The
thresholds apply to both construction and operation impacts.

Knights Landind-lood Management Project, Drainage Infrastructure Improvements
Initial Study with Mitigaed Negative Declaration 12



2.0 CEQAInitial Study

Table 4. Thresholds of Significance for Criteria Pollutants of Concern

Pollutant Thresholds of Significane RCEM Results

ROG 10 tons/year <0.01 tons total for project
NOx 10 tons/year 0.06 tons total for project
PMio 80 Ibs/day 30.36 Ibs/day

CcO Violation of a state ambient air quality standard for ¢ None Anticipated

According to theDistrict, the best form of analysis for project construction emissions is to use the Roadway
Construction Emissions Model (RCEM) commissioned by the air district of the Sacramento RE&JEM
Version 9.0.0 was completed for the proj&ssults of th& CEM determined that the project woulot exceed

the Districtos t(AppendixB.cRCEMSResnlfs). si gni fi cance

Without control, dust emissions from grading, trenching, or land clearing can create nuisdocatzed

health impats. The District requires that dust emissions be prevented from creating a nuisance to surrounding
properties as regulated under the District Rule 2.5, Nuis@hces t r i c t Rule 2.5 define
following:

Nuisance A person shall natischarge from any source whatsoever such quantities of air contaminants
or other material which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number
of persons or to the public or which endanger the comfort, repose, health, orcdafeyysuch persons

or the public or which cause to have a natural tendency to cause injury or damage to business or

property.

Evenprojects not exceedingistrict PM thresholds shouithplementbest management practices (BMEs)
reduce dust emissionsdciavoid localized healtimpacts.Despite this variability in emissions, experience has
shown that there are a number of conmmelbsures that can be reasonably implemented to significantly reduce
construction fugitive du®#M10 emissions. Common measunetude watering, chemical stabilization of soils

or stockpiles, and reducing surface wind speeds with windbréaksproject contractor would be required to
implement standard dust control BMPs to prevent the project from creating a nuisance as de&istyed

Rule.

The project would not exceed thresholds of significance within the local air quality managestrientand

would not cause cumulatively considerable net increases of criteria pollutants. The project would have no
operational phase essions; however, the project would have temporary construction phase emissions which
would be reduced to below District Rule 2.5 within the implementation of construction and dust control BMPs.
Therefore, project effects to air quality would be considrgsithan significant.

c) Would the projectx@ose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

Less than Significant Impact. The project is located along"?2Street and Railroad Street within the
residential areas of Knights Landing. Under CEQA sensitive texcepre generally defined as a location
where human populations, especially children, seniors, or sick persons are found. Examples of sensitive
receptos are residences, hospitals, and schools. The project would occur within closetprfpétveen

50 and 100 fegtto approximately 17 residential homes. In addition, project activities would occur within
approximately 400 feet of the Grafton School, agvédral health care facility serving children, adolescents,

and adults with complex behavioral health challenges.

According to the RCEM prepared for the project, the project would not generate construction emissions
greater than local air quality managemdistrict thresholds of significancelowever, the project would

cause temporary and intermitteminstruction and dust emissiomich could cause nuisance effects to
sensitive receptors. Thwoposed project would not generate any substantial polledaeentrationsand

with the implementation dMPs, temporary incremental increases of air pollutants wouli/b&led and
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minimizedin accordance witDistrict Rule 2.5Therefore, the project would not expose sensitive receptors
to substantial pollutarconcentrations and the project would have a less than significant effect.

d) Would the projectesult in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

Less than Significantimpact. While offensive odors rarely cause any physical harm, they can be very
unpleasantandlead toconsiderable distress among the pubiiat often generas citizen complaints to

local governments and the District. The general nuisance District Rule 25, is the basis for this
threshold. A project may reasonably be expected to have a significant adverse odor impact. where it
1)generates odorous emissions in such quantities as to cause detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any
considerable number of persoor to the public?2) if it endangesthe comfort, repose, health, or safety of

any such person or the publar 3)if it causesor hasa natural tendency to cause, injury or damage to
business or property.

The proposed project would not generate any substantial pollutant concentrations, and with the
implementation of BMPs, temporary incremental increases of air pollutants that may cause nuisance odors
would be avoided and minimized in accordance with DisRigle 2.5. Therefore, the project would not
adversely affect a substantial number of people due to air quality emissions, and the project would have a
less than significant effect.

BESTMANAGEMENT PRACTICES

AQ-1: Prior toand during construction, the fpect contractor would implement construction and dust
control BMPsin orderto maintain the projects temporary construction @nst emissions within
t he District Rul e ZheSHollowihgu ii sd n coef 0 npeunisdue leisn efsr.o
handbook should be implemented as BMPs, where feasible:

1 Water all active construction sites at least twice daily. Frequency shoulddztdrathe type
of operation, soil, and wind exposure.

Haul trucks shall maintain at least 2 feet of freeboard.

Cover all trucks hauling dirt, sand, or loose materials.

Apply nontoxic tackifiers or soibinders (e.g. latex acrylic copolymer tackifierhydroseed
mix) to exposed areas aftwmpletingcut and fill operations

Apply chemical soil stabilizers on inactive construction areag.,(disturbed lands within
construction projects that are unused for at least four consecutive days).

Cover inactie storage piles.

Sweep streets if visible soil material is carried out from the construction site.

Treat accesses to a distance of 100 feet from the paved road6atikla-inch layer of wood
chips or mulch.

I Treat accesses to a distance of 100 feet frimpaved road with a éch layer of gravel.

= =4 =9

= =4 =9 =

FINDINGS

The project would not cause operatioraigterm air quality impactshowever, the project would cause
temporary incrementatmissions from constructiofVith the implementation ofonstruction and wbt
control BMPs, theproject would comply with all federal, state, dodal standardsandwould result in a
Less than Significant Impactrelating to air quality.
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2.4  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant  Significant with ~ Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through he

modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or s

status species in local cegional plans, policies, or regulations, or by t ~ [_] X [] []
California Department of Fish and Game U.S. Fish and Wildlife Seraice

NOAA Fisherie®

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other ser

natural community identified in lotar regional plans, policies, regulatior I:‘ I:‘ |X| I:‘
or by the California Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and Wil

Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or fedgraltgcted wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through d |:| |X| |:| |:|
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with thenovement of any native resident ¢

migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resideni I:‘ I:‘ I:‘ |X|
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nurse

sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biologi
resources, such as a tree preservation policydnance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation P

Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regions
state habitat conservation plan?

REGULATORY SETTING

This section describes tliederal,ate, and local plans, policies, and laws that are relevant to biological
resources within thBiological Study AreaBSA). Applicable permits and approvals that will be required
before construction of therojectare provided irSection 1.5

Federal Regulations

Federal Endangered Species Act

The Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) of 1973 (16 U.S.C. section 1531 ptosades for the
conservation of endangered and threatened species listed pursuant to Section 4 of the Act (16 U.S.C. section
1533) and the ecosystems upon which they depend. These species and resources have been identified by
theUnited States Fish andi\Mife Services USFWS or the National Marine Fisheries Service

Clean Water Act

The Clean Water Act (CWA) was enacted as an amendment to the Federal Water Pollutant Control Act of
1972, which outlined the basic structure for regulating discharges of pollutants to waterdJaoftéue

States (WoUS) TheCWA serves asthe primary Feder | aw protecting the qual.i
waters, including lakes, rivers, and coastal wetlands. CWA empowet$SIEEAto set national water

quality standards and effluelinitations andincludes programs addressing both p@iotirce and nen
pointsource pollution. Poirsource pollution originates or enters surface waters at a single, discrete
location, such as an outfall structure or an excavation or construction sitgpolftsource pollution

originates over a broader area and includbamcontaminants in storm water runoff and sediment loading

from upstream area3he CWA oper ates on the principle that all/l
unl awf ul unl ess they are specifically aeguatorgri zed
tool.
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The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) regulates discharges of dredged or fill material into
WoUS. These waters include wetlands and swmtland bodies of water that meet specific criteria,
including a direct or indirect conngan to interstate commerce. USACE regulatory jurisdiction pursuant

to Section 404 of the CWA is founded on a connection, or nexus, between the water body in question and
interstate commerce. This connection may be direct (through a tributary systerg &indtiream channel

with traditional navigable waters used in interstate or foreign commerdé)nay be indirect (through a

nexus identified in USACE regulations).

The Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) has jurisdiction under Section 401 of the CWA and
regulates any activity which may result in a discharge to surface waters. Typically, the areas subject to
jurisdiction of the RWQCB coincide with those of RSE (i.e., WoUS including any wetlands). The

RWQCB al so asserts aut ho (WoB)undeyr waste distharge requiskements t he
pursuant to the Port€ologne Water Quality Control Act.

State Regulations

California Environmental Quality Act

California State law created to inform governmental decisiakers and the public about the potential,
significant environmental effects of proposed activities and to work to reduce these negative environmental
impacts.

California Endangered Species At

The California Endangered Species Act (CESA) (California Fish and Game (CFG) Code Section 2050 et
seq.) requires th€alifornia Department of Fish and Wildlit€DFW) to establish a list of endangered and
threatened species (Section 2070) and to prothibitncidental taking of any such listed species except as
allowed by the Act (Sections 20@D89). In addition, CESA prohibiftaked of candidate speciethpse
speciesunder consideration for listing).

The CESA also requires the CDFW to comply with CEQA (Pub. Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.)
when evaluating incidental take permit applications (CFG Code Section 2081(b) and California Code
Regulations, Title 14, section 783.0 et seq.), and the potanpaktsthattheprojector activity for which

the application was submitted may have on the e
consultation with other public agencigsathave jurisdiction over thprojector activity [California Code

Regulatios, Title 14, Section 783.5(d)(3)The CDFW cannot issue an incidental take permit if issuance

would jeopardize the continued existence of the species [CFG Code Section 2081(c); California Code
Regulations, Title 14, Section 783.4(b)].

Natural Communities Conservation Act

The Natural Communities Conservation AdCCP)of 1991 was intended to provide an alternative and/or

a collaborative approach to FESA and CESA. It was designed to represent a new approach to conservation.
Instead of écusing on individual species (e.g., FESA/CESA), the NCCA focuses on protecting intact
ecosystems across an entire region or landscape. NCCPs have become increasingly common in the
development of regional plans that combine the HCP and NCCP processes.

Sedion 1602: Streambed Alteration Agreement

Under CFG Code 1602, public agencies are required to notify CDFW before undertaking any project that
will divert, obstruct, or change the natural flow, bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake.
Preliminary notification and project review generatigcurduring the environmental process. When an
existing fish or wildlife resource may be substantially adversely affected, CDFW is required to propose
reasonable project changes to protect the resources. iuekfications are formalized in a Streambed
Alteration Agreement that becomes part of the plans, specifications, and bid documents for the project.
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Section 3503 and 3503.5: Bird and Raptors

CFG Code Section 3503 prohibits the destruction of bird nestSeettbn 3503.5 prohibits the killing of

raptor species and destruction of raptor nests. Trees and shrubs are present in and adjacent to the study area
and could contain nesting sites.

Section 3513: Migratory Birds

CFG Code Section 3513 prohibits tia&e or possession of any migratory rgame bird as designated in
theMigratory Bird Treaty Ac{MBTA) or any part of such migratory n@ame bird except as provided by
rules and regulations adopted by the Secretary of the Interior under provisiondM&ThAe

Local Requlations

Yolo County General Plan

The Yolo County 2030 Countywide General Plan (Yolo County 2009) contains numerous policies that
support habitat conservation and open space preservation. They are found in all elements of the general
plan and work together as a framework for extraordinary landscape protections.

Specifically, the Conservation and Open Space EI er
multiple natural and cultural resources. The goals and policies speak noeciem and accessible open

space system, with communities separated by agriculture and natural lspaceby a network of trails,

andwhere open spaces complement other land areas in a way that benefits both natural resources and the
community.

Yolo Habitat Conservation Plan/Natural Communities Conservation Plan

The Yolo Habitat Conservation Plan/Natural Communities Conservation Plan (Yolo HCP/NCCP) is a
comprehensive, countyide plan to providd-ESA/CESApermits and associated mitigation for planned
covered activities including infrastructure.d., roads and bridges), developmemt.g(, agricultural
processing facilities, housing, and commercial buildings), and operation and maintenance activities. The
Yolo HCP/NCCP provides for the conservation of 12 sensitive species and the natural communities and
agricultural land on which they depkrnrhe Yolo HCP/NCCP strikes a sensible balance between natural
resource conservation and economic growth by improving habitat conservation efforts in Yolo County;
encouraging sustainable economic activity; and maintaining and enhancing agriculturatigmoduc

The Yolo Habitat Conservancy (Conservancy) is a joint powers agleaicincludesrolo County and the
incorporated cities of Davis, West Sacramento, Winters, and Woodland. The Conservancy, as well as
individual member agencies (defined as Yolo Cguand the four participating cities listed above),
developed the Yolo HCP/NCCP. &lvyoloHCP/NCCP provides the basis for issuance ofd@mm permits

under theFESA and California Natural Community Conservation Planning Act (NCCPA) that cover an
array ofpublic and private activities, including activities that are essential to the ongoing viability of Yolo
Countybds agri cul t uYokoHabitahGbnservalcy202le con o mi e s

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

This section describes the natural resources present within and immediately surrounding tharpeoject
designated as the project BSFhe project BSA was defined as the area necessary for all project activities,
plus an additional 5@oot buffer.The prgect BSAencompassegpproximately35.80acres.

This section providediscussion nthe speciabtatus species and sensitive habitashave been identified

or arepotentially occurring in th@roject BSA an analysis of the impacts that could occubiblogical
resources due to implementation of the proposed project, and appropriate mitigation measures to reduce or
avoid significant impacts. The analysis of biological resources presented in this section is based on a review
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of the current project desption, literature researchbiological field survey,and aquatic resources
delineation conductelly Wood Rodgersjualified biologist.

Theprojectis located in the town of Knights Landing, Yolo Couirtythe California Dry Steppe Province
ecological sbregion, Great Valley Section, and ecological subsection 262Ag (Hardpan Terraces) of
California (USDA 2007). The region receives an average of 18 inches of precipitation annually in the form
of rain.

Physical Conditions

Topography

The BSA is within th&nights LandindJ.S. Geological SurveyJSGS 7 ¥2 MinuteQuadrangle andccurs
within a single distinct topographic region of valley floor, and the natural elevation withimdjeetarea

is ranges fromapproximately 3610 feet aboe mean sea level. The topography of the valley floor consists
of low-elevation fluvial plains formed on honmarine sedimentary rock with gently rolling terrain located
on the Sacramento valley floor.

Soils
The Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRQ®&tom Soil Resource Report for th@ject(NRCS
2021) identifies soils within the BSA as:

A Sycamore silt loam, drained, 0 percent slopes, MLRA 17
A Sycamore silty clay loam, drained, 0 percent slopes, MLRA 17

Hydrological Resources

There are no perennialater features within the BSMuring rain events, the Town drains primarily to a
single ditch along the north side of County Road 116, through agricultural land sloping generally to the
southeast. An existing abandoned railroad embankment is locatédlparand east of Railroad Street and
forms a barrier to overland runoff exiting the Town to the southeast. This forces all runoff coming from the
west to collect along Railroad Street within a small roadside drainage until it can flow beneath the
abandoed railroad via an existing culve@n the east side of the culvert, water accumulatas &mea of
depression that fills with water until it is forced into the roadside draieastealong County Road 116.

An aguatic resource delineation was conductedagust 4, 2021by Wood Rodgers biologist, Andrew
Dellas. The delineation followed\ Field Guide to the Identification of the Ordinary High Water Mark
(OHWM) in the Arid West Region of the Western United States: A Delineation MBl8/CE 2008a),

and theRegional Supplaent to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual: Arid West Region
(Version 2.0)(USACE 2008b). Delineatiomfforts examined the presence of primary and secondary
indicatorsof the ordinary high water mark (OHWM) tife roadside drainages. Addially, all ephemeral
aguatic habitats were assessed tloe presence of the three (3) wetland parameters (hydric soils,
hydrophytic vegetation, angetlandhydrology). Delineation data points were taken in the field using a
Trimble RlintegratedGlobal Navgation Satellite SystemGNSS and ArcCollector software.

Vegetation Communities

The BSA is dominated by an urban landscape anehatime disturbed/ruderal habitats. Land cover and
vegetation communities within the BSA area designated as: urban/ldistemnbed/ruderal, and seasonal
wetland(Figure5. Vegetation Communities within the Biological Study Area).

Barren
Barren habitatare marmade infrastructures and are defined by the absence of any vegétayidrabitat
with <2% totalvegetation cover by herbaceous, desert, orwitiand species and <10% cover by tree or
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shrub speciesgould be considered barren habitat (CDFW 1988pan habitat within th8SA consistof
theroadways, gravel roadside shoulders, sidewalk, curbs, atetg

Urban

Urban habitat hawe a variety of vegetate structureandaregenerally categorizeby the CDFW Wildlife
Habitat Relationship Systeas five types of vegetat areas: tree grove, street strip, shade tree/lawn, lawn,
and shrub cover. Urbdrabitat within the BSA consists of residential lots composed of ornamental planting
and nonnative grass lawn&CDFW 1988).

DisturbedRuderal

The disturbed/ruderal land cover type is defined as areas that have been subject to previous or ongoing
disturbances such as along roadsidemdside drainages, and other anthropogenic disturbanbese
vegetation communities consistsrafn-native grassesuch as wild oatXvena fatuy perennial ryegrass
(Festuca perennjs ripgut brome Bromus diandrus and forbs along roadsideand through the nen

wetland roadside drainagéscluding: milk thistle Gilybin marianury yellow starthistle Centaurea
solstitialig), field bindweed Convolvulus arvensjs sow thistle $onchus asper ssp. asperheeseweed

(Malva parviflorg), and western ragwee@rbrosia psilosrachya

Cropland
Vegetation in this habitat includes a variety of sizes, shapes, and growing patterns. Most croplands support

annuals, planted in spring and harvested during summael. @rapland habitats do not conform to normal
habitat stages. Instead, cropland is regulated by the crop cycle in California, and vary according to location
in the state, and germinate at various times of the(RFW 1988).

Annual Grassland

Annual grasland habitatare open grasslands composed primarily of introduceehative annual plant
species. Within the BSAgnnual grassland habitats are composed of wild oat, ripgut brome, and perennial
ryegrassand aremixed with weedy forbs such as field timeed, yellow stathistle, cheeseweed, and
western ragweed.

Remnant/alley Oak Woodland

This habitat type is recognizable by a canopy of valley Qalefcus lobatpandan understory with shrubby

species such as Himalayan blackbemRuljus armeniacisWithin the BSA, the remnant valleypak

woodland is marginal and disturbedixed with valley oak saplings, tree of heavétafthus sltissimg

Goodi ngo6s [Shlirgoéddingl, tarhadsiw Taharix ramosissinjapoison oak Tozicodendron
diversilobun), and California grapé/gtis californica). The area ifikely a remnantrom the oak woodlands

t hat would have dominated the | andscape prior to

Seasonal Wetland

Seasonal wetland habitats are characterized by erect, rooted herbaceous hydrophytic vegetation, generally
monocots, and are seasonally flooded with a duration long enough to create saturated soils in which only
vegetation that can prosper in anerobic ctimialé can occur. Seasonal wetland habitat occurs on the east
side of the abandoned railroad embankment culvert where a history of anthropogenic topography alterations
have created a depression area where annual stormwater flows tbiletiabitat is doinated by cattails

(Typha sp, common tule $choenoplectus acutus)jmalayan blackberry, and tall flat seddgeyperus
eragrostig.
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DiscussION

a) Would the project &ve a substantial adverse effe either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local
or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife,
U.S. Fish and Wdlife Service, or NOAA Fisheries?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation. Prior to field work, literature research was conducted
through the USFWS Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) official species list generator, the
CDFW California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), and the California Native Plant Society JCNPS
Electronic Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (Appebdd(ficial Species Listp Literature and
database searches were completedentify habitats and specisiatus species having the potential to
occurin the project vicinity.

Field surveg, habitat assessments and analysis of special status species occurrences were conducted to
determine the potential for species to occur within the BS&ld surveys were conducted dane 24,

2021, andAugust 6,2021.Field surveysncluded walking meareting transects through the entire BSA,
observing vegetation communities, compiling notes on observed flora and fauna, and assessing the potential
for existing habitat to support sensitive plants and wildlife.

Thep r 0] &Spetia Status Speciasth Potential to Occur in the Project Vicinity t @de IAgpendix

D) provides a list of regional species of special concern returned by database searches, describes the habitat
requirements for each species, and states if the species was determawedpoténtial to occur within the

BSA. The potential for each species to occur within the BSA was determined by analyzing the habitat
requirements for each species, comparing them to available habitat within the BSA, and analyzing the
regional occurrencesf the species. Based on these analyses, it was determined that one special status
wil dlife speci eButeo]Swainaonirarsddawo peciahstatwkplar(t spedsisun marsh

aster Symphyotrichum lenturster lentusand woolly rosemallow (Hibiscus lasiocarpos var. occidentdlis

would have the potential to occur within the BSA.

The followingis a discussion of these special status species, potential project effects, and any avoidance,
minimization and/or mitigation measures requiredetbuce project impacts to a less than significant level.

Special Status Wildlife Species

Swainsonds Hawk

Swai nsono6s -listedvak threasenedrtd astaeCovered Species under the Yolo HCP/NCCP.
Swainsonbés hawk migrates annually from wintering
nort hwestern Canada, the western U.S., and Mexico
Sacramento Valley in large trees in riparian habitadsimisolated trees in or adjacent to agricultural fields.

The breeding season extends from late March through late August, with peak activity from late May through
July (England et al. 1997) . Il n t he Saenagaouwmlt o Val
habitats, including alfalfa and hay fields (CDFW 1994). The breeding population in California has declined

by an estimated 91% since 1900; this decline is attributed to the loss of riparian nesting habitats and the
conversion of native graknd and woodland habitats to agriculture and urban development (CDFW 1994).

Swainsonés Hawk Survey Results

The BSA does contain potentially suitable large nesting trees within and directly adjacent to the BSA.
Additionally, the BSAs surrounded bylasg agr i cul tural areas that Swains
habitat.During the biological surveys, large diameter potential nesting trees within the BSA were surveyed

for existing raptor nest structures. No nesting structures were ideniifiecheagst recent (2007) CNDDB
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occurrence of the species is located less than 1 mile from the BSA. Additionallywtrersumerous
ebird.orgoccurrences of the species in 2020 and 2021 watémile of the BSAIn accordance with Yolo
HCP/NCCPAvoidance and Mimization Measure 16AMM16), planningl e v e | surveys for
hawk were conducted by Wood Rodgers qualified biologist to identify any nesting habitat present within
1,320 feet of the project footprint, where access was availabketo the preseecof suitable habitat and

the number of recent local occurrences, the species is considered to have a high potential of foraging and/or
nesting within the BSA.

ProjectEf f ect s t o Swainsonés Hawk

Project construction would require large equipment anghgence of the human form, which may have

the potential to disturb any nesting Sw&ae20&onds h
biological surveys confirmethatthere are no existingor histoSwai nsonds hawk haesting
BSA, or withinonequartemile of the project ared herefore, thgrojectdoes not anticipate direeffects

to Swainsonds hawk nesting sites or known Swainso

To ensurghatn 0 Swai nsonds hawk nesting sites are direct
constructionthe project shall incorporatditigation Measure (MM ) BIO-8, which will provide Yolo
HCP/NCCPAMMs for sensitive species worker awareness trainingsvadBIO -10, which will provide

Swa i n s o npfesonstruetiork nesting surveys consistent with survey methods recommended by the
Swai nsonds Hawk Te c h.Withcthe implénkentatien ditMyBIOCamdMBIO e e

10the project would notresultina k e o f S w aandwsutn beirsfull bompliknce with CESA.

Migratory Birds

Migratory birds and their nests are protected under the MBTA and CFG Code S860@n3503.5and
3515. No migratory bird nekicationswere identified durindpiological surveys; however, the project does
have suitable nesting habitat for migratory bird speeied avian species were observed moving within
and adjacent to the project BSA. To ensuréncaentaltake of migratory bird speciethe project would
incorporateMM BIO-11 as part of the project.

Special Status Plant Species

Plants are considered to be of special concern based on (1) federal, state, or local laws regulating their
development; (2) limited distributions; and/or (3) the presence afhabguired by the special status plants
occurring on site. After special status plant focused surveys, habitat assessment, and literature review, all
special status plant species are presumed absent from the BSA.

Suisun Marsh Aster

Suisun marsh aste®/mphyotrichum lentum / Aster lenjus not a state or federal listedecies bus a CNPS

rare plant rank 1B.2. Suisun marsh aster is a perennial rhizomatous herb inhabiting freshwater wetlands,
freshwater marsh, and brackistarsh communities. The species flowers from Mayovember at
elevations ranging from-800 feet.

Suisun Mash Aster Survey Results

The BSA does contaionefreshwater wetland commupwgijthowever, the habitat is highly degraded due to
anthropogenic activitieS here is one recent (2018) occurrence of the species approximately 4.5 miles from
the BSA Prior to focsed surveyshe speciesvasconsidered to have a low to moderate potential to occur
based on the presence of potentially suitable habitat and recent local occurrences.

No Suisun marsh aster was observed during the Jur2024, biological reconnaissancsurvey, or the
August 6,2021,focused botanical surveys within potentially suitable habitat. Due to the lgekearinial
specimerwithin potentially suitable habitat, the species is presumed afveanthe BSA.
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Project Effectdo Suisun Marsh Aste

Due to the lack of perennial specimen within potentially suitable habitat, the species is presumed absent
from the BSA. Therefore, no impacts to Suisun marsh aster would occur due to implementation of the
proposed projeciand no avoidance, minimizationddar mitigation measures are necessatry.

Woolly RoseMallow

Wooly rosemallow Hibiscus lasiocarpos var. occidentdlis not a state or federal listegecies buis a
CNPS rare plant rank 1B.2. Wooly resmllow is a perennial rhizomatous herb inhabjitineshwater
wetlands, wet banks, and marsh communifidse species flowers from JuSeptember at elevations
ranging from 6394 feet.

Woolly RoseMallow Survey Results

The BSA does contain freshwater wetland communities and the BSA is within the species presumed extant.
There are no recent (<20 years) CNDDB occurrences within 10 miles of the BSA; however, there is one
historic occurrence approximately 4.5 miles from B®A. Prior to focused surveys, the species was
considered to have a low to moderate potential to occur based on the presence of potentially suitable habitat
and recent local occurrences.

No Suisun marsh aster was observed during the Jur024,biological reconnaissance survey, or the
August 6,2021,focused botanical surveys within potentially suitable habitat. Due to the lack of perennial
specimen within potentially suitable habitat, the species is presumed absent from the BSA.

Project Effects to Wolly RoseMallow

Due to the lack of perennial specimen within potentially suitable habitat, the species is presumed absent
from the BSA. Therefore, no impacts to Suisun marsh aster would occur due to implementation of the
proposed project, and no avoidanminimization and/or mitigation measures are necessary.

b) Would the project &ve a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive
natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

Less than Significant. The BSA does not contain riparidrabitat,or any othemonwetland sensitive

natural communitiegentified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by CDFW or USFWS.
However, the project area does contain an identified seasonal wetland, considered a sensitive natural
community under the Yolo HCP/NCCP and other state regulations. Astea statected wetland,
discussions regarding project effects and associated avoidiaterinimization measurese provided in

section c) below. The project would be considered to have a less than signifjgactrelating to sensitive

natural communitie.

c) Would the project oive a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

Less than Sigificant with Mitigation . This section providea summaryof the aquatic resource
delineation, analysis of potential project effects to state or federally protected wetlands, and avoidance,
minimization and/or mitigation measures necessary to reduce peffats to a less than significant level.
Detailedresults of the aquatic resource delineationluding wetland delineation data sheets) be found

in the projectbds Aquatic REsource Delineation Rep
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WetlandDelineationSurveyResults

According to the procedures of tRegional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation
Manual: Arid West Region (Version 2(@SACE 2008b), and California State Water Bo&thte Policy

for Water Quality Control: State Wetland Defion and Procedures for Discharges of Dredged of Fill
Materials to Waters of the Sta(021), oneseasonalvetland feature (SWL) was identified within the
project BSA.Stormwater conveyance througte roadside ditches along Railroad Street and thesalas
wetland donot exhibit connectivity to traditional navigable waters under the purview of the US&@E
therefore would not be considerétbUS.

Under the new Water Board wetlands definition,-3W woul d be consi dered a Ca
We t | subahtégoryc)i Resul ting from historic human activity
maintenance, and has become a relatively permanent part of the natural |landBeapforeSW-1 would

be considerednisolatedwetland and categorized asater of the state, under jurisdiction of the Central

Valley RWQCB.

Stormwater conveyance roadside drainages were assessed for presence of the three (3) wetland parameters
(hydric soils, hydrophytic vegetation, and wetland hydrolpggll were not faud to exhibit the necessary

wetland parametersTherefore, the disturbed roadside drainagescarsidered uplands, and amet

regulated aprotected/VoS or wetland resources.

Project Effects to Seasonal Wetland

The project has been designed to avoid project effects to the seasonal \BdIBs@I10 -1 throughBIO -

3 would be implementetb avoid and minimize any potential effects to 8Wncluding the placement of
environmentally sensitive area (ESA) fencing aabtime boundary of SV (see Figures. WetlandESA
Fencing).In addition,the project would incorporatelM BIO -8, which will require worker awareness
training for sensitive habitats, aMM BIO -9, which wouldimplement Yolo HCP/NCCERensitivenatural
commurities AMMs. With the incorporation of these avoidance and minimization measures, the project
would be considered to have a less than significant impitictmitigation relating toprotected wetland
habitats.

d) Would the projectnterfere substantially witthe movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

No Impact. According to the CDFW, @rrestrial Connectivity, Areas of Conservation Emphasis, the project
is within a Class I Limited Connectivity Opportunity aredhe projectis not anticipated to have any
effectson the habitat connectivity for birds, fish, or alihand medium terrestrial wildlife. No loss of
impediments tdnabitat connectivit@reanticipated and no impact would occur.

e) Would the projectanflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
such as a tree preservati policy or ordinance?

No Impact. According to the Yolo 2030 Countywide General PMnlo County and the Town of Knights
Landing do not have any tree preservation policy or ordinance, or other ordinances protecting biological
resources within the project area. Thejectwould not conflict with anylocal policies or ordinances that
protect bological resourcedNo impact would occur.
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f)  Would the project anflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,aegl, or state habitat conservation
plan

Less than Significant.The projectwould be located within the Colusa Basin Plains Planning Unit of the

Yolo HCP/NCCP Based on the project description, project activities would fall under the Covered
Activities category, AUr ban p ubad puldic psogect proposedsby i nf r
Yolo County, aYolo HCP/NCCP PermitteeAs a Covered Activity under the Yolo HCP/NCCP, Yolo

County must comply with all applicable HCP/NC@G®MMs and receive HCP/NCCP Conservancy

approval

With implementation oHCP/NCCPprojectAMMs for protected habitats and speeggmecific AMMs for
Swai n s o ntlieprojécamolde consistent wittand wouldnot conflict with the Yolo HCP/NCCP
provisiors, and impacts would be considered less than significant.

BESTMANAGEMENT PRACTICES
The following general and construction BMPs will be implemented as part of the project:

BIO-1: Contract specifications will include the folwling BMPs, where applicable, to reduce erosiod

protect water qualitgluring construction:

1 Existing vegetation shall be protected in plaghere feasibleto provide an effective form
of erosion and sediment control

1 Exposed soils would be stabilizethrough watering or other measures, to prevent the
movement of dust at thgoject site caused by wind and construction activities such as traffic
and grading activities

1 The contractor shall conduct periodic maintenance of erosamid sedimenicontrol
measures.

1 Vehicle maintenance, staging and storing equipment, materials, fuels, lubricants, solvents,
and other possible contaminants shall occur where water cannot flow into surfaceavaters
into sensitive habitats

1 Construction equipent shall not be operated in flowing water; if necessary, equipment
buckets and arms may be used within flowing water.

1 Raw cement, concrete or concrete washings, asphalt, paint or other coating material, oil or
other petroleum products, or any other sabsés that could be hazardous to aquatic life shall
be prevented from contaminating soil or entering surface waters

1 Equipment used in and around surface waters shall be in good working order and free of
dripping or leaking contaminants; and,

9 Any surplus oncrete rubble, asphalt, or other debris from construction shall be taken to an
approved disposal site.

BIO-2: Prior to the start of construction activities, thr@ject limits in proximity to sensitive natural
habitats must be marked with high visibility Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) fencing or
staking to ensure construction will not encroach into sensitive habitatprdjbet biologist will
periodically nspect the ESA to ensure sensitive locations remain undisturbed.

BIO-3: Prior to arrival at th@rojectsite and prior to leaving tharojectsite, construction equipment that
may contain invasive plants and/or seeds must be cleaned to reduce the gmEadiious
weeds.
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BIO-4: All hydro seed and plant mixehall consist of a biologist approved native seed mix.

BIO-5: The contractor must not use herbicides to control invasive, exotic plaapplyr rodenticides
during construction

BIO-6: To allow subterranean wildlife enough time to escape initial clearing and grubbing activities,
equipment used during initial cleagirand grubbing must be operated at speeds no greater than
3 miles per hour.

BIO-7: The contractor must dispose of all femaated trash in closed containers and must remove it
from the projectarea each day during construction. Construction personrsl mot feed or
attract wildlife to theprojectarea.

MITIGATION MEASURES
The measures below will be implemented to mitigatgrojectimpacts.

MM BIO-8: Implement Yolo HCP/NCCP General Construction and Operations and Maintenance
Avoidance andMinimization Measures (AMMSs):

AMMS, Confine and Delineate Work Areaihere natural communities and covered species habitat are
present, workers will confine land clearing to the minimum area necessary to facilitate construction
activities. Workers will rstrict movement of heavy equipment to and from the project site to established
roadways to minimize natural community and covered species habitat disturbance. The project proponent
will clearly identify boundaries of work areas using temporary fencinguiralent and will identify areas
designated as environmentally sensitive. All construction vehicles, other equipment, and personnel will
avoid these designated areas.

AMM4, Cover Trenches and Holes during Construction and Maintenande prevent injuryand

mortality of giant garter snake, western pond turtle, and California tiger salamander, workers will cover
open trenches and holes associated with implementation of covered activities that affect habitat for these
species or design the trenches andshaligh escape ramps that can be used duringnosking hours. The
construction contractor will inspect open trenches and holes prior to filling and contact a qualified biologist
to remove or release any trapped wildlife found in the trenches or holes.

AMMS5, Control Fugitive Dust. Workers will minimize the spread of dust from work sites to natural
communities or covered species habitats on adjacent lands.

AMMBG, Conduct Worker Training.All construction personnel will participate in a worker environraknt
training program approved/authorized by the Conservancy and administered by a qualified biologist. The
training will provide education regarding sensitive natural communities and covered species and their
habitats, the need to avoid adverse effectde saad federal protection, and the legal implications of
violating the FESA and NCCPA Permits. A gezorded video presentation by a qualified biologist shown

to construction personnel may fulfill the training requirement.

AMMY7, Control Nighttime Lighting of Project Construction SitesWorkers will direct all lights for
nighttime lighting of project construction sites into the project construction area and minimize the lighting
of natural habitat areas adjacent to the project construction area.
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AMMB, Avoid and Minimize Effects of Construction Staging Areas and Temporary Work ArPasject
proponents should locate construction staging and other temporary work areas for covered activities in areas
that will ultimately be a part of the permanent progetelopment footprint. If construction staging and

other temporary work areas must be located outside of permanent project footprints, they will be located
either in areas that do not support habitat for covered species or are easily restored tanppicrved
ecological functions (e.g., grassland and agricultural land).

Construction staging and other temporary work areas located outside of project footprints will be sited in
areas that avoid adverse effects on the following:

1 Serpentine, valley oak@odland, alkali prairie, vernal pool complex, valley foothill riparian, and
fresh emergent wetland land cover types.

1 Occupied western burrowing owl burrows.

1 Nest sites for covered bird species and all raptors, including noncovered raptors, during the
brealing season.

Project proponents will follow specific AMMSs for sensitive natural communities (Section 4.3.3, Sensitive
Natural Communities) and covered species (Section 4.3.4, Covered Species) in temporary staging and work
areas. For establishment of temgoy work areas outside of the project footprint, project proponents will
conduct surveys to determine if any of the biological resources listed above are present.

Within one year following removal of land cover, project proponents will restore tempaogikyand

staging areas to a condition equal to or greater than the covered species habitat function of the affected
habitat. Restoration of vegetation in temporary work and staging areas will use clean, native seed mixes
approved by the Conservancy thet fiee of noxious plant species seeds.

MM BIO-9: Implement Yolo HCP/NCCP Sensitive Natural Communities AMMSs:

AMMO9, Establish Buffers Around Sensitive Natural CommunitieBhe buffers for each sensitive natural
community are as follows:

9 Alkali prairie and vernal poolsThe area necessary to provide the hydrologic conditions needed to
support the wetlands within these natural communities (250 feet). Covered activities will avoid
vernal pools or alkali seasonal wetlands by 250 feet, or other distance based on site specifi
topography to avoid indirect hydrologic effects. A buffer of less than 250 feet around vernal pools
or alkali seasonal wetlands will be subject to wildlife agency concurrence that effects will be
avoided. Considerations that may warrant a buffer oftleems 250 feet may include topography
(i.e., if the surrounding microwatershed extends less than 250 feet from the pool or wetland),
intervening hydrologic barriers such as roads or canals, or other factors indicating that the proposed
disturbance area domsot contri bute to the pool ds hydrolo
temporary disturbance during the dry season where measures are implemented to avoid disturbance
of the underlying claypan or hardpan, and the area is returnedpoojeet conditims prior to the
following rainy season.

1 Valley foothill riparian:One hundred feet from canopy dfipe. If avoidance is infeasible, a lesser
buffer or encroachment into the sensitive natural community may be allowed if approved by the
Conservancy and thaildlife agencies, based on the criteria listed in AMM1. Transportation or
utility crossings may encroach into this sensitive natural community provided effects are minimized
and all other applicable AMMs are followed.
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1 Lacustrine and riverineOutside urlan planning units, 100 feet from the top of bavkghin urban
planning units, 25 feet from the top of the banks.
1 Fresh emergent wetlanéifty feet from the edge of the natural community.

MM BIO-10: Implement applicable Yolo HCP/NCCP Covered Species AMMs

AMM1 6, Mi nimize Take and Adverse Eff eclailedKilen Habi t
The project proponent will retain a qualified biologist to conduct planiengl surveys and identify any

nesting habitat present within 1,320 feet of thejgmtofootprint. Adjacent parcels under different land
ownership will be surveyed only if access is granted or if the parcels are visible from authorized areas.

If a construction project cannot avoid potential nest trees (as determined by the qualifigidthiby 1,320

feet, the project proponent will retain a qualified biologist to conduct preconstruction surveys for active
nests consistent, with guidelines provided by the
between March 15 and Augud®, within 15 days prior to the beginning of the construction activity. The

results of the survey will be submitted to the Conservancy and CDFW. If active nests are found during
preconstruction surveys, a 1,3t initial temporary nest disturbance harffshall be established. If

project related activities within the temporary nest disturbance buffer are determined to be necessary during
the nesting season, then the qualified biologist will monitor the nest and will, along with the project
proponent, cosult with CDFW to determine the best course of action necessary to avoid nest abandonment

or take of individuals. Work may be allowed only to proceed within the temporary nest disturbance buffer

i f Swai ns on 6-twilechkitenake nat exhibitihng @gted behavior, such as defensive flights at
intruders, getting up from a brooding position, or flying off the nest, and only with the agreement of CDFW

and USFWS. The designated-site biologist/monitor shall be esite daily while constructionelated

activities are taking place within the 1,3t buffer and shall have the authority to stop work if raptors

are exhibiting agitated behavior. Up to 20 Swains
5 years) may be removed during the pértaim, but they must be removed when not occupied by
Swainsonds hawks.

For covered activities that involve pr dualddkitg or r e
nest tree, the project proponent will conduct preconstruction surveya ¢hainsistent with the guidelines
provided by the Swainsonbés Hawk Technical Advisor

preconstruction surveys, no tree pruning or removal of the nest tree will occur during the period between
March 1 and Aigust 30 within 1,320 feet of an active nest, unless a qualified biologist determines that the
young havdledged,and the nest is no longer active.

MM BIO-11: Conduct Migratory Bird Pre -Construction Nesting Surveys

If vegetation removal ieequired during the nesting season (February Asigust 31st), a preonstruction
nesting bird survey must be conducted within 7 days prior to vegetation removal. Within 2 weeks of the
nesting bird survey, all vegetation cleared by the biologist wittb®oved by the contractor.

A minimum 100foot nodisturbance buffer will be established around any active nest of migratory birds
and a minimum 308oot nodisturbance buffer will be established around any nesting raptor species. The
contractor must immaealtely stop work in the buffer area until the appropriate buffer is established and is
prohibited from conducting work that could disturb the birds (as determined pydijeetbiologist and in
consultation with wildlife agencies) in the buffer area umtijualified biologist determines the young have
fledged. A reduced buffer can be established if determined appropriategogjtabiologist and approved

by CDFW.
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FINDINGS

Considering the informationbtained for literature searchiological surveys, and analysis of potential

impacts from project desigrthe following significance determinations have been maflgh the
implementation of BMPs and Yolo HCP/NCCP AMM® d r ect | mpacts t potherhe Swa
special status wilde and plant speciesr sensitive habitat would occur due to implementation to the

project. Therefore, project effects relating tiological impactswould be Less thanSignificant with

Mitigation .
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2.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant  Significant with  Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a hist

resource as defined in §15064.5? D D D |X|

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance ¢

archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5? D |X| D D

c) Disturb any human remains, includirthose interred outside ¢

dedicated cemeteries? I:‘ I:‘ |X| I:‘

REGULATORY SETTING

Federal Reqgulatiois

National Historic Preservation Act

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) requires federal undertakings to consider
the effects of the action on historic properties. Historic properties are defined by the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP) regulations (36 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 800) and consist of
any prehistoric or historical archaeological site, building, structure, historic district, or object included in,
or eligible for inclusion in, the Naihal Register of Historic Places (NRHP) maintained by the Secretary of
the Interior. This term includes artifacts, records, and remains that are related to and located within such
properties. The term includes properties of traditional religious and aluhoportance to an Indian tribe

or Native Hawaiian organization that meet the National Register criteria (36 CFR Part 800.16]l]).

To determine whether an undertaking could affect Nretigible properties, cultural resources (including
archaeological, hierical, and architectural properties) must be inventoried and evaluated for listing in the
NRHP.

For projects involving a lead federal agency, cultural resource significance is evaluated in terms of
eligibility for listing in the NRHP. For @roperty to be considered for inclusion in the NRHP, it must be at
least 50 years old and meet the criteria for evaluation set forth in 36 CFR Part 60.4.

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archaeology, engineering, and roulstire

be present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of design, setting,
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. They must also meet one or more of the four criteria for
inclusion on the NRHP:

9 Criterion A Association with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns
of history;

Criterion B, Association with the lives of persons significant in the past;

Criterion C, Embodiment of distinctive characteristics of a type, periadetitod of construction,
the work of a master, high artistic values, or a significant and distinguishable entity whose
components may lack individual distinction; or

9 Criterion D, History of yielding, or the potential to yield, information important irhigtery or
history.
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I f a cultural resources professional meeting the
a particular resource meets one of these criteria, it is considered as an eligible historic property for listing

in the NRHP Among other criteria considerations, a property that has achieved significance within the last

50 years is not considered eligible for inclusion in the NRHP unless certain exceptional conditions are met.
Resources listed on, or eligible to, the NRHP ar®raatically considered historical resources for the
purposes of CEQA.

Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 (PL 16601; 25 U.S.C. 3001)

Under the Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) (25 U.S.C. 3601) an
implementing regulations 43 CFR Part 10, federal agencies are responsible for the protection of Native
American human remains, funerary objects, sacred objects, and objects of cultural patrimony that are
di scovered on | ands o Aldhaman rerhamns aadypetentayhdiman jemaing mugti ¢ t i
be treated with respect and dignity at all times.

State Regulations

California Register of Historical Resources: Public Resources Code Section 5024

The term historical resource includes, but is iroitéd to, any object, building, structure, site, area, place,
record, or manuscript which is historically or archaeologically significant, or is significant in the
architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, social¢caplitiilitary, or
cultural annals of PRC (PRC Section 5020.1[j]).

Historical resources may be designated as such through three different processes:

1. Official designation or recognition by a local government pursuant to local ordinance or resolution
(PRC Setion 5020.1[K]);

A local survey conducted pursuant to PRC Section 5024.1(g); or
The property is listed in or eligible for listing in the NRHP (PRC Section 5024.1[d][1]).

The process for identifying historical resources is typiatisomplished by applying the criteria for listing
in the CRHR, which states that a historical resource must be significant at the local, state, or national level
under one or more of the following four criteria.

It is associated with events that have madignificant contribution to the broad patterns of:

Californiabds history and cultural heritage;
It is associated with the lives of persons important in our past;

It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of domstiarc
represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values; or

4. 1t has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. (CCR 14
Section 4852).

To be considered a historical resource for the purpose of CHi@Aresource must also have integrity,
which is the authenticity of a resourceds physica
existed during the resourceds period of signific
historic character or appearance to be recognizable as historical resources and to convey the reasons for
their significance. Integrity is evaluated with regard to the retention of location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and associatittrmust also be judged with reference to the particular criteria under

which a resource is eligible for listing in the CRHR (CCR 14 Section 4852[c]).
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Unique Archeological Resources

The PRC also requires the Lead Agency to determine whether or not e projéd have a significant
effect on unique archaeological resources (PRC Section 21083.2[a]).

The PRC defines a unique archaeological resource as follows.

1 An archaeological artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that, withou
merely adding to the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that it meets any of the
following criteria:

o Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and that
there is a demonstrable public interest irt thBbrmation;

0 Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available
example of its type; or

o0 Isdirectly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event
or person (PRC Section @33.2).

In most situations, resources that meet the definition of a unique archaeological resource also meet the
definition of a historical resource. As a result, it is current professional practice to evaluate cultural
resources for significance basedtbair eligibility for listing in the CRHR.

California Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5

Regarding the discovery of human remains onfederal lands, Section 7050.5 of the California Health
and Safety Code (CHSC) states the following:

a) Everyperson who knowingly mutilates or disinters, wantonly disturbs, or willfully removes any
human remains in or from any location other than a dedicated cemetery without authority of law is
guilty of a misdemeanor, except as provided in Section 5097.99 {§PR(E]. The provisions of
this subdivision shall not apply to any person carrying out an agreement developed pursuant to
subdivision (I) of Section 5097.94 of the [PRC] or to any person authorized to implement Section
5097.98 of the [PRC].

b) Inthe event ofliscovery or recognition of any human remains in any location other than a dedicated
cemetery, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area
reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent remains until the coroner of theicourich the human
remains are discovered has determined, in accordance with Chapter 10 (commencing with Section
27460) of Part 3 of Division 2 of Title 3 of the California Government Code [CGC], that the remains
are not subject to the provisions of Sae 27491 of the CGC or any other related provisions of
law concerning investigation of the circumstances, manner and cause of any death, and the
recommendations concerning the treatment and disposition of the human remains have been made
to the person sponsible for the excavation, or to his or her authorized representative, in the manner
provided in Section 5097.98 of the PRC. The coroner shall make his or her determination within
two working days from the time the person responsible for the excavatibis, or her authorized
representative, notifies the coroner of the discovery or recognition of the human remains.

c) If the coroner determines that the remains are not subject to his or her authority and if the coroner
recognizes the human remains to hesthof a Native American or has reason to believe that they
are those of a Native American, he or she shall contact, by telephone within 24 hours, the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) (CHSC Section 7050.5).

Of particular note to cultural resouscés subsection (c). After notification, NAHC would follow the
procedures outlined in PRC Section 5097.98, which include notification of most likely descendants (MLD),
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if possible, and recommendations for treatment of the remains. The MLD would have r&4afieu
notification by the NAHC to make their recommendation (PRC Section 5097.98). In addition, knowing or
willful possession of Native American human remains or artifacts taken from a grave or cairn is a felony
under State law (PRC Section 5097.99).

California Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 2001
Section 8010 and 8011 of the CHSC also address the protection of Native American human remains and
cultural items and state:

8010. This chapter shall be known, and may be cited as the Califotihia Neerican Graves Protection
and Repatriation Act (CALNAGPRA) of 2001.

8011. Itis the intent of the Legislature to do all of the following:

(a) Provide a seamless and consistent state policy to ensure that all California Indian human remains
and culural items be treated with dignity and respect.

(b) Apply the statebs repatriation policy cons:e
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. Sec. 3001 et seq.), which was enacted in 1990.

(c) Facilitae the implementation of the provisions of NAGPRA with respect to publicly funded
agencies and museums in California.

(d) Encourage voluntary disclosure and return of remains and cultural items by an agency or
museum.

(e) Provide a mechanism whereby lindakcendants and culturally affiliated California Indian
tribes that file repatriation claims for human remains and cultural items under the Native American
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. Sec. 3001 et seq.) or under this chapter with
California state agencies and museums may request assistance from the commission in ensuring
that state agencies and museums are responding to those claims in a timely manner and in
facilitating the resolution of disputes regarding those claims.

(f) Provide anechanism whereby California tribes that are not federally recognized may file claims
with agencies and museums for repatriation of human remains and cultural items.

Yolo County 2030 Countywide General Plan

The Countybds 2030 Ge nes rgatdingraictmenlogcdl sitpst tebal retodircep, andi ¢ i
historic buildings. Implementation of these policies is through a series of Actions (ActieAS&Brough

CO-A70) designed to ensure compliance with all applicable local, state and federal laws.

Policy C(#.1 Identify and safeguard important cultural resources.

Policy CC&.2 Implement the provisions of the State Historical Building Code and Uniform Code
for Building Conservation to balance the requirements of the American®isabilities Act with
preserving the architectural integrity of historic buildings and structures.

Policy CQ4.3 Encourage owners of historic resources to preserve and rehabilitate their properties.

Policy C(4.4 Encourage historic resources to remaithé@ir original use whenever possible. The
adaptive use of historic resources is preferred when the original use can no longer be sustained.
Older residences may be converted to office/retail use in commercial areas and to tourist use in
agricultural areasso long as their historical authenticity is maintained or enhanced.
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Policy CQA.5 Increase knowledge of historic preservation through public education and outreach
programs.

Policy C(A.6 Support historically oriented visitor programs at the locategidnal level through
the Yolo County Visitords Bureau and similar e

Policy CQA4.7 Encourage the identification of historic resources through the integrated use of
plagues and markers.

Policy C(4.8 Explore opportunities for promoting heritagartem, including cooperation with
regional and State marketing efforts.

Policy C4.9 Promote the use of historic structures as museums, educational facilities, or other
visitorAerving uses.

Policy CQ4.10 Encourage voluntary landowner effortptotect cultural resources consistent with
State law.

Policy C(4.11 Honor and respect local tribal heritage.

Policy CQA4.12 Work with culturally affiliated tribes to identify and appropriately address cultural
resources and tribal sacred sites throinghdevelopment review process.

Policy C(A.13 Avoid or mitigate to the maximum extent feasible the impacts of development on
Native American archaeological and cultural resources.

Policy CQA.14 Within the Delta Primary Zone, ensure compatibility of piech land use
activities with applicable cultural resources policies of the Land Use and Resource Management
Plan of the Delta Protection Commission.

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

This section presents an overview of information on the local prehistory and history of the pprpjesd

area and vicinity. Understanding local cultural history is critical in defining important local, state, and/or
regional events, trends, or pattemgrehistory and history by which the significance of prehistoric and
historical cultural resources may be evaluated and their significance may be established.

Archaeological Context

Fredrickson (1994:9903), following Willey and Phillips (1958) divide the prehistory of central
California into a series of cultural periods, reflecting an increasing degree of cultural complexity through
time. These cultural periods are described below.

Paleoindian
The Paleoindian Period includes the-Bievis (? To 1300 Cal B.P") era during which a hypothesized
coastal colonization route allowed people to enter California. At this time there are hints of occupation in

1 Before present (P.) is a time scale used archaeology, geology, and other scientific disciplines to specify when events in the past occurred.
Because the "present” time changes, standard practice is to use the year 1950 as the arbitrary origin of thdia@eascate. r ef er s t o cal i

Uncorret ed, or o6conventional 6 radiocarbon ages are cal culaaarbedinthesi ng an a
atmosphere is consta@alibration of these conventional ages to calendar years corrects for known minor vasiagiotisie in the concentration
of atmospheric radiocarbom.hi s cal i brati on also corrddtfe,ffororan her man ei Whild wd i et ir me

the halflife of radiocarbon is now known to be slightly longer than estimated when the technique was invented, laboratories continue to report
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alluvial basins. In the subsequetibvis (13,50010,500 Cal B.P.gra human populations spreadhan
California. Hunting probably was emphasized and use of vegetal foods and milling technology likely.
Resources were acquired by changing habitats. Ad hoc exchange probably occurred, and the basic social
unit most likely was the extended family.

Archac

The Archaic Period includes the Lower Archaic (10,50600 Cal B.P.). At this time, PeBleistocene
climatic changes cause lakes/wetlands to dry up. Milling technology became common and widespread,
indicating a plant food emphasis. Hunting was gredégmphasized. Most artifacts were manufactured
from local materials. Ad hoc exchange continued. The basic social unit remained the extended family.
During the Middle Archaic (7,560,500 Cal B.P.), climate, habitats, and resources were unstable. The
econany became more diversified. The inception of more sedentary living along with population growth
and expansion occurred. Technological and environmental factors were dominant themes. Little impact
occurred from changes in exchange or social relationshipise lUpper Archaic (2,50800 Cal B.P.jhere

was growth of sociopolitical complexity characterized by development of status distinctions based upon
wealth. Shell beads became important, suggesting exchange and social statusiri@ntegh religious
organizations emerged, with the Kuksu religion (the Kuksu religion is described more fully in Section 3.2
below) possibly originating in central California at the end of this period. Greater complexity of exchange
systems occurred, with evidence indicatingutag sustained exchanges between groups. Territorial
boundaries between groups were not fully established.

Emergent

During the Emergent Period, the Lower Emergent (:80D Cal B.P.) withessed replacement of the dart

and atlatl by the bow and arrow. &tal maritime adaptations flourished. Territorial boundaries were well
established. Distinctions in social status linked to wealth became more and more common. Regularized
inter-group exchange included abundant, often diverse, materials. The Upper Brt084/50 Cal B.P.)

is characterized by appearance of a fimonetizedoO ¢
farther in space. The growth of local specializations in production and exchange took place and there was

an interpenetration of caat and southern exchange systems.

Regional Cultural Chronology

Prior to 5,000 B.P., there is little direct evidence of human occupation (Kowta 1988:480 see Moratto

1984: Chapters 2 and 3). Sometime prior to ca. 11,000 B.P., people entered MeriteAand occupied

the western part of the continent. The period from approximately 11,000 to 8,000 B.P. witnessed the
presence of the Fluted Point and Western Pluvial Lakes Traditions in California, and other parts of western
North America (cf., Erlands et al. 2007; Moratto 1984; Rondeau et al. 2007). These late Pleistocene
Early Holocene traditions respectively are argued to represent lifeways focused upon hunting big game
mammals and exploitation of arid region wetlands. The lack of archaeologic&nes of human
occupation is especially true for the California Central Valley. Geological studies revealed episodes of
erosion and deposition during the Holocene (11,500 B.P. to present). Thus, any archaeological deposits
during prior to 8,000 B.P. havikely been destroyed or are underneath earlier alluvial deposits (Rosenthal
and Meyer 2004; White 2003).

The following period between ca. 8,000 B.P. and 5,000 B.P., (Kowta 1968)58 predominantly
understood from assemblages marked by occurrencanofstones and milling slabs, and the presence of
Pinto and Borax Lake dart points, as well as infrequent occurrence of obsidian flakes. This evidence is
assumed to represent a subsistence base emphasizing the exploitation of seeds and other vegetal resourc
as well as food derived from hunting.

radiocarbon dates wusing the older, |l ess accurat e v diérthanabohteddC e t he t e
years before present (B.P.)temdtbe substantially O6youngerd than calibrated dates.
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Later periods are accorded different labels, and differing time frames and are represented by a host of sites
and assemblages. In the Northern Sacramento Valley, the Augustine Complex is the primary component
which marks the most diverse artifact assemblage of the previous periods (Rosenthal et al 2007: 157). An
important highlight of this period is the introduction of the bow and arrow, which replaced the atlatl and
dart as the primary hunting instrument (Bennyli&f®©4).

Specific manifestations of local/regional prehistory are defined in the temporal sequence first developed by
James Bennyhoff in the early 1970s and further advanced by Dave Fredrickson. The earliest archaeological
complex, theWindmiller Complex(ca. 5,5562,000 B.P.) is characterized by westerly oriented burials,
sophisticated grave offeringsortars and pestles, fishing technology, cordage and twined basketry, simple
pottery, and other baked clay objects. An exchange of mutual sagifiommodities like obsidian, shell

bead and ornaments was widespread throughout the valley (Rosenthal et al 2007).

During the subsequeferkeleyComplex(ca. 2,000900 B.P.), use of more specialized bone, shell, and
obsidian technologies evolved iret@entral Valley. At this time, people probably lived in large, mounded
villages (Rosenthal et al 2007). From these homebases, smaller task groups went out to hunt and fish with
nets held down by grooved and notched sinker stones; gather acorns anédsmlseh were processed

on millingstones, and probably in wooden mortars; and to collect freshwater shellfish. Steatite vessels were
used for cooking. At main settlements, the dead were buried in flexed, dorsal, or lateral positions (Moratto
1984).

The Augustine Complexca. 1,000Historic B.P.)witnessed the advent of the bow and arrow (Kowta
1988:150152). Arrows were tipped with small, lightweight projectile points, assignable to the Rosegate

and Gunther Series. The steatite industry was elaboraitbdcups, platters, bowls, and tubular smoking

pipes being produced. A large variety of bone artifacts, and an expanded inventory of shell artifact types
occurred as well. Burial patterning shifted from flexed to extended oresdmnided interments, with
utilitarian grave offerings such as pestles and m

Historic Context

Cook (1955, 1960, 1962) notes between 1772 and 1840, a nun8parash and Mexican expeditions into

the Sacrament8an Joaquin Delta and Sacramento Valley occurred. After the late 1820s, parties of fur
trapper and Eurdmerican settlers began filtering into the region. The most significant, with respect to
potentialimpacts to Native Americans living in thpojectarea and vicinity, were the trips by Gabriel
Moraga in 1808, Luis Arguello in 1821, Jebediah Smith in 1828, and John Work in 1833.

Moraga led several expeditions to the Central Valley between 1806 andQ@d8 1960:247255). His

expedition in the Fall of 1808 was to select a suitable mission site(s), further explore the Central Valley and
Sierra foothills, visit Native American villages, bring converts to the missions, round up mission runaways,

and punie Nati ve American horse thieves. After a for.
headed north, reaching the American River on October 8, 1808. Continuing north from the American, his
group reached the Feather River at Nicolaus the next dayedrbsand proceeded notiorthwest through

the Sutter Basin, observed the Sutter Buttes, and turned west, reaching the Sacramento River north of
Grimes. They then followed the east bank of the Sacramento north to a point between Princeton and Butte
City. There, on October 12, Moraga turned south, probably retracing his route back to the San Francisco
Presidio.

In the Fall of 1821, Luis Arguello and Father Blas Ordaz, searching forAtaasican intruders, journeyed

north through the Sacramento Valley Gmwvan 1961:1:2€21). After crossing the Carquinez Straits on
October 26021, they rode northeast through the Suisun Plain and the west side of the lower Sacramento
Valley. They followed the river north to the vicinity of Cottonwood, and then turned weastgDheir trip,
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the ArguelleOrdaz party encountered numerous Native Americans and a number of villages, some with
approximately 904,000 inhabitants.

Jededi ah Smithdés expedition into the Sacramento Ve
the American River, the party headed north. Between March 1 and March 26, they followed the Feather
River from its confluence with the Sacramento River past Sutter Buttes to pdagedtoville. En route,

they camped on the Bear River and trapped be&mith named the 2gardwide Bear River, Brush

Creek, because of the dense vegetation present along its banks. He also noted the banks of the Bear River
were very high. This, plus the presence of numerous sloughs, made it difficult to cross. Many Native
Americans and numerous settlements were seen duri

John Work | ed a party of Hudsonbés Bay trappers f
Sacramento Valley (Cook 1955:3B687; Maloney 1943). Numerous Native American villages were
observed along the Feather River. Several thousand people are thought to have inhabited the area. On
January €8, 1833, Work camped on a dry plain near Wheatland, seeing numerous elk, deer, and pronghorn.
Between January 9 and 12, he traveled south t&dlh Fork of the American River, then returned to

camp again on the Bear River for another five days. Work and his men then continued wandering around

the Sacramento Valley searching for good trapping grounds before heading west to the Pacific Coast in
April. Work spent June and July trapping in the Sacram@atoJoaquin Delta and then headed north again.

He reached the Bear River on August 1, 1833, visiting a Native American village, many of whose

i nhabitants were il | . UptheBear®iverto lbuatgame&/®On Kugust 3they t y w
headed over to the Yuba River before leaving for Fort Vancouver. All along the Feather River, Work
observed numerous Native Americans who were il
malarial @ndemic that severely devastated Native American populations in the region (Cook 1955). As

many as 20,000 people contracted the disease and died as a result.

Settlement Yolo County

I n the 1840s, William ABi | | y oranfskoto Rivemandavasrdiregctaddo at S
the other side of the river, ten miles west of Woodland. Gordon settled on the Gordon Grant and became

the first official European settler in what would later be known as Yolo County (Gregory 1913). In March

1849, Jonas ot sailed up the Sacramento River from San Francisco and eventually founded the city of
Fremont, after John C. Fremont who was instrumental in the formation of the State of California beginning

in 1846 (Gregory 1913). When California became an officiateSin 1850, Yolo County was counted as

one of the original 27 California counties, with the newly formed Fremont as the county seat. The name
Yol o is derived foDoim { pbe oBF-aldd/CAPOLOO7Y (Jofinson 1978).

Yolo City was esdblished in 1960 and was eventually renamed Woodland for the abundance of oak trees
and the fAperfect garden spot of fertilityd (Gregol
Woodland was voted as the county seat.

In 1843, Dr. William Knidnt, a physician from Baltimore, Maryland, settled where Cache Creek and the
Sacramento River converge. According to records, the first structures that Knight constructed here were

pl aced on the fia slight elevatiaenm omwhimehnadvalsuikInto
AiYodoy Moundod (Gregory 1913). Kni ght soon establi
out. But then the sale of the town lots could not be peaceable arranged, the hame Baltimore was lost. In
1853, the land was resw@yed and was named Knights Landing. In 1890, the Califéta@fic/Southern

Pacific Railroad completed the Knights Landing branch of the rail which was accompanied by the Knights
Landing Railroad Bridge (Gregory 1913).
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Methodology
The location and eligility status of previously recorded archaeological, ethnographic, and built

environment resources were identified using:

1 Records search data of previously conducted cultural resource studies and previously recorded
cultural resources on file with the I@arnia Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS)
housed at the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) of at Sonoma State University and the
Northeast Information Center (NEIC) at California State University, Sacraniemtatabase
searches conducted August 2018 and April 2021.

Listings of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).

Listings of the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR).

Listings of the California Office of Historiec
Directory (BERD).

California Points of Historical Interest (1992).

California State Landmarks (1996).

California Inventory of Historic Resources (1988).

Knights Landing Historic Properties Directory (2012).

Regional geological maps compiled by tBalifornia Division of Mines and Geology and the
United States Geological Survey for Yolo County.

Caltrans Historic Bridge Survey.

The Web Soil Survey online mapping tool available from the United States Department of
Agriculture (USDA), Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
(https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey)aspx

9 Historic aerials and topographic maps availablevaiv.historicaerials.com

=A =4 =8 -8 =9 =A =4 =4

=a =

The records search data revealed that portions of the prgpagecthad been previously surveyed, largely

in conjunction with the Yolo County Historic Resources Survey in 1986 which primarily focused on
historicera buildings. Accordingly, an intensiiedestrian survey of the propospibject to locate
additional cultural resources was also completed due to the lack the previous archaeological survey
coverage. The survey was completed in August 2021 by HDR Engineering, Inc. cultural resources staff
using standard parallel and meandering transects spaced no moreftmagtérs apart.

The records search and pedestrian survey identified one previously recorded resbarg®inline and

side spur of the CaliforniRacific Railroad (F57-0000194 and 7-0009703. The CaliforniaPacific

Railroad was constructed following completion of the transcontinental railroad to Sacramento and
connected Davisville (Davis) with Marysville in Sutter County through the towns of Woodland and Knights
Landing (Crull 2015).The railroad also included a spur line which connected the mainline as it passed
through Knights Landing with a sugar beet farm to the northwest. The entirety of the system was purchased
by the Southern Pacific in 1872 and abandoned in 1934, after whidthahthe existing track, ties, bridges,

and ballast were removed.

No remnant of the mainline or the spur line remains in the vicinity of Knights Landing other than the ralil
bed prism and an associated circa 1913 concrete arch culvert. In the negelr98ince the line was
abandoned, little evidence of the railroad remaéiral of the railroad ties, rails, and ballast have been
removed and the extant portions of the rail bed are over heavily overgrown. Two associated railroad bridges
serving KnightsdLandingi one traversing the Sacramento River and one over the Colusa Basin Drainage
Canali have also both been removed. Finally, much ofpttogectvicinity is now developed with paved

2 The CaliforniaPacific Railroad has been recorded as a historic distd67{B00970) which encompasses the entire extent of the system through
Yolo and Sutter counties. Primary numbesP000194 habeen assigned specifically to the sugar beet spur line running northwest from Knights
Landing. Only P57-000970 intersects with the proposed Project area.
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roads, sidewalks, utilities, and housing5PO00970 lacks assot¢ian with significant persons or events

(Criteria 1 and 2), does not exhibit any unique or extraordinary architectural features (Criterion 3), and does

not posess any further data potential beyond what was documented during the archaeological survey
(Criterion 4). Accordingly, P57-000970 does not appear to meet the significant criteria for consideration

as a fAhistorical r es o u5700%/0 wilhndteoe impgaéied Ay the ptoposee f or e,
project However, should previously unrecorded compaomentt the railroad be exposed during the
geotechni cal investigation, the appropriate proto

DISCUSSION

a) Would the projectause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
as deined in 815064.5?

No Impact. The proposegbrojectwould not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in Section 15064.5 because none of the cultural resources located in or near
the project area qualify &EQA historical resources. There would be no impact.

P-57-000970 does not meet any of the significant criteria for listing in the CRHR and is, therefore, not
considered a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA and will not be impacted by thedymapese
However, should previously unrecorded components of the railroad be exposed during the course of the
project, the discovery would be considered an unrecorded cultural resource and subje2t te§tiRbed

further below.

b) Would the project ausea substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to §15064.5?

Less than Significant with Mitigation. The cultural resource inventory identified one previously recorded
historicera archaeological site;37-000970, vithin the projectarea. As noted above, the site does not

meet the CRHR significance criteria and, therefore, does not require further management. However, the
possibility exists that buried archaeological resources that may meet the definition ofdlistsnarce or

unique archaeological resource are also present in the project area; including unrecorded remains associated
with P-57-000970. If a previously unidentified component e5P000970 is encountered and damaged

during construction or if any prusly unidentified buried resources are encountered and damaged during
construction, the destruction of the archaeological resources would be a potentially significant impact.
Implementation oMM CRZLandMM CRZ would reduce this impact to a ledgrsignificant level.

c) Would the project idturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated
cemeteries?

Less than Significant.No evidence for prehistoric or early historic interments has beed fouheproject

area in surface contexts and, to the extent documented, none of the archaeological sites as described were
associated with human remains. However, this does not preclude the existence of buried human remains.
Furthermore, human remains &rewn to occur in the general vicinity of Knights Landing. California law
recognizes the need to protect histaria and Native American human burials, skeletal remains, and items
associated with Native American interments from vandalism and inadveestntiction.

Although the railroad prism and adjacent work area has been previously disturbed by previous development,
it is possible that previously unknown buried human remains could be unearthed and damaged or destroyed
during excavation activities associated wikle tproposegroject Damage to or destruction of human
remains during project construction or other prejetated activities would be considered a significant
impact. However, in accordance with the California Health and Safety Code Sections 7050052And 7
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Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, and CEQA Section 15064.5; if human remains are uncovered
during grounedisturbing activities, all such activities in the vicinity of the find would be halted

i mmedi ately, and Yol o Groeu nwoyudl sd dbees ingontaitfeide dr.e pTrhees eC
would immediately notify the Yolo County Coroner and a qualified professional archaeologist. The coroner

is required to examine all discoveries of human remains within 48 hours of receiving notice of/arglisc

on private or State lands (Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5[b]). If the coroner determines that the
remains are those of a Native American, he or she must contact the Native American Heritage Commission
(NAHC) by phone within 24 hours of makitigat determination (Health and Safety Code Section 7050[c]).

The Countybés responsibilities for acting upon no
remains are identified in detail in the California Public Resources Code Section 5097.9. fihedCds

appointed representative and the professional archaeologist would contact the Most Likely Descendent
(MLD), as determined by the NAHC (presumably a representative from the Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation),
regarding the remains. The MLD, in cooperatwith Yolo County and the landowner, would determine

the ultimate disposition of the remains. Since the proppesgdctwould be in compliance with the existing
regulations of the California Health and Safety Code, the Public Resources Code, and CEA@L, ionp

human remains would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.

MITIGATION MEASURES

MM CR-1: Before any groundlisturbing work (including vegetation clearing, grading, and equipment
staging) commences, a qualified archaeologist wilidert a mandatory cultural resources
awareness training for all construction personnel. The training will cover the cultural history
of the area, characteristics of archaeological sites, applicable laws, and the avoidance and
minimization measures to be lemented. Proof of personnel attendance will be provided
to overseeing agencies as appropriate. If new construction personnel are added to the
proposed project, the contractor will ensure that the new personnel receive the mandatory
training before stantig work.

MM CR-2: If unrecorded cultural resources are encountered dymiojgctrelated groundlisturbing
activities, even in the absence of an onsite archaeological monitor, a qualified cultural
resources specialist shall be contacted to assess #miglbsignificance of the find. If an
inadvertent discovery of cultural materials (e.g., unusual amounts of shell, animal bone,
bottle glass, ceramics, structure/building remains) is made dupirgectrelated
construction activities, ground disturbandaesthe area of the find will be halted, and a
qualified professional archaeologist will be notified regarding the discovery. The
archaeologist will determine whether the resource is potentially significant per the CRHR
and develop appropriate mitigatiauch as avoidance or data recovery.

If the find is determined to be an important cultural resource, the County will make available
contingency funding and a time allotment sufficient to allow recovery of an archaeological
sample or to implement an dadance measure. Construction work can continue on other
parts of the project while archaeological mitigation takes place.

FINDINGS

The project would haveess Than Significant Impacts with Mitigation relating to cultural resources.
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26 ENERGY

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant ~ Significant with ~ Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

a) Result in potentially significant environmental impact due
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resou |:| |:| |:| |X|
duringprojectconstruction or operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a ate or local plan for renewable energy
energy efficiency? I:' I:' I:' |X|

DiscussION

a) Would the projectesult in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient,
or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, dprisjgctconstruction or operation?

No Impact. The projectwould comply with standardonstructionBMPs and theY olo County General
Planrelating to the efficient use of energy resources. Therefore, the project would not rpeténimnally
significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy
resourcesluring project constrction or operation, and no impact would occur.

b) Would the projectanflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency?

No Impact. The projectwould not conflict with or obstruct any state or local plans for renewable energy
or energy efficiencyTherefore, no impact would occur.

FINDINGS

Theprojectwould haveNo I mpact relating to energy or energy resources.
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2.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant ~ Significant with ~ Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse el
including the risk of loss, injury, or deaithvolving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the St
Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a k
fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication ¢

i) Strong seismic ground shakifig

iii) Seismicrelated ground failure, including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil esion or the loss of topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil thatiistable, or that would becom
unstable as a result of thoject and potentially result in eror off-site
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Tabié-B3of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tar
alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not availa
the disposal of waste water?

O 0O O o odogo o
O 0O O o odogo o
O 0O O oo X odoo o
X X X X OKXKKXKX KX

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or sit
unique geologic feature?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The projectis located in the Sacramento Valley portion of the Great Valley Geomorphic Province, which
is characterized by a thick sequence of sedimentary rock units overlain by alluvial sediments derived
primarily from erosion of th8ierra Nevaddountains to the east. Overlying the bedrock units in the mid
basin areas of the Sacramento Valley are Late Pleistocene and H#\geecaltuvial deposits. Natural soils
within theprojectarea consist exclusively &an Joaquin loam and Qohbia fine sandy loam.

DiscussION
a) Would the projectx@ose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most receist-Ridgolo Earthquake
Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42?
i) Strong seismic ground shaking?
iii) Seismicrelated ground failure, including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?
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No Impact. According to the CDC Fault Activity Map of California (CDC 2015gfte are no known active
faults within the project area or directly adjacent to the project area. The nearestifeDLianigan Hills
Fault (Late Quaternary)ocatedapproximately 8 milegvestof the project area. The project would consist
of minor ground disturbance and woulot substantially change the existing conditions that it would result
in new risksto exposegyeople or structures to potential substantial adverse effechsding risk of loss,
injury, or deathinvolving rupture of a known fault, strong seismic ground sihgkseismieaelated ground
failure, or landslidesTherefore, no impact would occur.

b) Would the projectasult in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less than Significant Impact. The project would have an area of soil disturbance less tharacre;
therefore, compliance with statewide NPDES general permit would not be required. However, the project
would be required to be in compliance with Yolo County Improvement Stand&tdsmwater Quality,
Erosion, and Sediment Control Section2l1 4oodi Housekeeping Practices: Construction Projects

I nvol ving Roadwor k/ Pavement Constructiono which
control. By maintaining compliance with Yolo County standards for projects under 1 acre of soil
disturbarce,impacts associated with erosion and loss of topsoil would be considered less than significant.

c) Would the project & located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become
unstable as a result of thgroject and potentially result in onor off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

No Impact. The project area is héocated on a geologic unit or soil that is known for unstable conditions.
During construction, soils may become unstable duringrdding activities; however, the area of ground
disturbance and construction activities necessary for the constructiba pfdject would not occur on
unstable soils, and would not result or potentially result inawnoff-site landslide, lateral spreading,
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. Backfilling and compaction of tiygadied areas would occur as
part of the poject to return the site to po@nstruction conditions and contours. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

d) Would the projectélocated on expansive soil, as defined in Tabl&-BSof the Uniform Building
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to lifeppoperty?

No Impact. Natural soils within the project area consist exclusivelgyfamore silt loam and Sycamore
silty clay loam Thesesoil types are not known as expansive soils, as defined in Talild1d the Uniform
Building Code, and constructiavithin these soil types would not create substantial risks to life or property.
Therefore, no impact would occur.

e) Would the project &ve soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative waste water disposal systems whereiseare not available for the disposal of waste
water?

No Impact. The projectwould not utilize septic tanks or an alternative waste water disposal system on the
site. Therefore, therojectwould have no impact due oils incapable of adeqtely supporting septic
systems.

f)  Would the projectidectly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

No Impact. According to the University of California Museum of PaleontologfCKUP), there are no
known recorded findings of fossilsithin Knights Landing(lUCMP 2021). Additionallyno findings of
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unique paleontological resources or sites or unique geological features were identified during the record
search and pedestrian surveyhin theprojectarea Therefore, no impact would occur.

BESTMANAGEMENT PRACTICES

The project would be consistent with application construction BMPs for stormwater geiaiign,and
sediment control as established in the Yolo County Improvement &@tn&ection 11. SddYD-1 in
Section2.10.

FINDINGS

Theprojectwould havea L ess thanSignificant Impact relaing to geology and soils.
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28 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

. Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant ~ Significant with ~ Significant  No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, tha
have a significant impact on the environment? I:' I:' |X| I:'
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhgases? I:' I:' I:' |X|

REGULATORY SETTING

While climate change has been a concern since at least 1988, as evidenced by the establishment of the
United bt i ons and Worl d Meteorol ogical Organizationo
(IPCCQC), the efforts devoted to greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions reduction and climate change research and
policy have increased dramatically in recent years. These¢ssdi@ primarily concerned with the emissions

of GHG related to human activity that include £@H, NOx, nitrous oxide, tetrafluoromethane,
hexafluoroethane, sulfur hexafluoride, H2@ (fluoroform), HFG134a (s, s, s, Rtetrafluoroethane), and
HFC-152a(difluoroethane).

On June 1, 200%;aliforniaGovernor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Orée0%. The goal of

this Executive Order i s t wl)Rdlevelsby ZDH0| 2) f9edevelsbyd s GH
the 2020 and 3) 80 percerglow the 1990 levels by the year 2050. In 2006, this goal was further reinforced

with the passage of Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32), the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. AB 32 sets the
same overall GHG emissions reduction goals while further mandatin@€ &RB create a plan, which

includes mar ket mechani sms, and i mpeffeetiveeredictionsul es t
of greenhouse ¢ a s-2096 fortheE directs staté agencie® to thegin im@E@ementing AB
32,includingthereacome ndati ons made by the statedbds Climate /

With Executive Order 91-07, Governor Schwarzenegger set forth the low carbon fuel standard for
California. Under this executive orderwasredlted car bo
by at least 10 percent by 2020.

Climate change and GHG reduction is also a concern at the federal level; however, at this time, no
legislation or regulations have been enacted specifically addressing GHG emissions reductions and climate
change. Calirnia, in conjunction with several environmental organizations and several other states, sued

to force thel.S. EPA to regulate GHG as a pollutant under the Clean Air Act (Massachusetts vs. [EPA] et

al., 549 U.S. 497 (2007). The court ruled that GHG does f wi t hi n t he Cl ean Air |
pollutant, and that th&).S. EPAdoes have the authority to regulate GHG. Despite the Supreme Court

ruling, there are no promulgated federal regulations to date limiting GHG emi$§sions.

According tothe Association of Environmental Professionalsite paperfi Al t er nati ve Appro
Analyzing Greenhouse Gas Emissions &ldbal Climate Change in CEQA Documé¢ @ume 292007),

an individual project does not generate enough GHG emissions to significantly influence global climate
change. Rather, global climate changeatesa cumulative impact. This means that a project may
participate in a potential impatttrough its incremental contribution combined with the contributions of all

ot her sources of GHG. I n assessing cumulative i mp
effect is ficumul atively consi der(lgéntlHl30. TEmethBGEQA G|
determination the incremental impacts of grejectmust be compared with the effects of past, current,

(1 http://www.epa.gov/climatecim@e/endangerment.htmi
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and probable future projects. To gather sufficient information on a global scale of all past, current, and
future projectsn order to make this determination is a difficult if not impossible task.

As theprojectwould haveno effects on traffic capacityany additional GHG emissions would only occur
during, and result from, necessary temporary construction activities.

DiscussION

a) Would the projectgnerate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have
a significant impact othe environment?

Less than Significantimpact. The projectwould not generate GHG emissiotisrough operation of the
completed projectShort term GHG emissions would occur during construction through the use-of gas
powered construction vehicléSHG emisionsgenerated frortemporary construction activitiegould not

exceed the Yok$Solano Air Quality Management District CEQA thresholds of significdncesriteria
pollutants.However, he District has not yet established GHG thresholds nor does theyCowt CIl i mat e
Action Plan (CAP) include GHG emissions reduction measures that are applicable to the proposed project.
In the absence dbcally adoptednethodology or thresholds for assessing GHG emisdibaghresholds

of significance adopted by the Sanento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD)

have been used to determine significance of GHG emissions. For typical land use projects, SMAQMD
recommends use of a construction threshold of 1,100 metric tons (MT) CO2e per year to deterthare whe
construction would result in the generation of GHG emissions sufficient to result in a significant impact on
the environment (SMAQMD 2(®.

Using the RCEM results for the proposed project, the prajeostructionis anticipated to generate
approximaely 15.72MT COee . This is wel/l bel ow SMAQMDOG6s t hresh
COse per year. Thereforéhe project is noexpected to genera@HG emissionsn quantities that would

individually or cumulatively contribute to a significant impact on the environmeatal the project is

considered to haweless than significant impact relating to the generation of GHG emissiongtigation

is required.

b) Would the project enflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

No Impact. The Proposed Project would generate steath GHG emissions during construction. As
indicated under section (a) abovethe shorterm construction GHG emissions would not exceed

S MA Q M Dsigrificance thresholds, which are based on Senate Bill 32 GHG reduction targets. Further,
the CAPdoes not include GHG emissions reduction measures that are apgicti#proposedoroject
Therefore, theprojectwould not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing GHG emissidwo impact would occur, and no mitigation would be required.

FINDINGS

Theprojectwould have d_ess and Significant Impactrelatingto GHG emissions
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29 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant ~ Significant with ~ Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment throug
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? |:| |:| |X| |:|

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment thrc
reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the rele [ ] [] X []
hazardous materials into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely haze
materials, substances, or waste within -gquerter mile of an existing o [_] [] X []
proposed school?

d) Be located on a site whichincluded on a list of hazardous materials si
compiled pursuant to Govemnment Code Section 659625 and, as a1 [_| [] [] X
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such ¢

has not been adopted, within twales of a public airport or public ust I:' I:' I:' |X|
airport, would theprojectresult in a safety hazamr excessive noiséor

people residing or working in th@ojectarea?

f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adop
emergency response plan or emergency evaxuptan? D D D |X|

g) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or d
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbani |:| |:| |:| |X|
areas or where re@nces are intermixed with wildlands?

REGULATORY SETTING

Hazardous materials and hazardous wastes are regulated by many state and federal laws. These include not
only specific statutes governing hazardous waste, but also a variety of laws regulating air and water quality,
human health and land use.

Hazardous waste in California is regulated primarily under the authority of the fedeemlource
Conservation and Recovery Aait 1976 and th€alifornia Health and Safety Cod®ther California laws

that affect hazardous waste are specific to handling, storage, transportation, disposal, treatment, reduction,
cleanup and emergency planning.

Worker health and sdfeand public safety are key issues when dealing with hazardous materials that may
affect human health and the environment. Proper disposal of hazardous material is vital if it is disturbed
during projectconstruction.

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The project wold occur within close proximately (less than 50 feet) to approximately 17 residential homes.
In addition, project activities would occur within approximately 400 feet of the Grafton School, a behavioral
health care facility serving children, adolescents] adults with complex behavioral health challenges.
The project is not expected to require permanent acquisition of any property; however, construction
easements will be needed from adjacent property owAaeiew of tre California Department of Toxic
Substances (DTSC) Envismor databaséDTSC 2021¥ound no known cleanup sites within or adjacent to
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the project area. However, tlgtate Water Resources Control BoaBIMRCB Gedlracker databas
(SWRCB 2021¥ound one (1) Cleanup Program Sites within the project area with an open status.

Cleanup Program Sitesinclude all"sRbre d er al | y owned" sites that are r
Cleanup Program and/or similar programs conducted by each of thRegiwnal Water Quality Control

Boards. Cleanup Program Sites are varied and include but are not limited to pesticide and fertilizer facilities,

rail yards, ports, equipment supply facilities, metals facilities, industrial manufacturing and maintenance
sites, dry cleaners, bulk transfer facilities, refineries, mine sites, land#spurce Conservation and
Recovery Act of 197@&omprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
(RCRA/CERCLA cleanups, and some brownfields. Unauthorizddases detected at Cleanup Program

Sites are highly variable and include but are not limited to hydrocarbon solvents, pesticides, perchlorate,
nitrate, heavy metals, and petroleum constituents

The Cleanup Program Site within the project area
initial report date of January 196bhe onecontaminant of conceilisted for the siteis diesel. On July 6,

2021, a public records request was condudtdhe project with Yolo County Environmental Health and
Safety Department. The public records account for
Propertyo had an aboveground diesel stoevargtle t ank
location of the storage tank is in conflict with the location of the Cleanup Program Site as depicted on the
Gedlracker website. After further review of the documents provided in the public records request, the
location of the storage tank wasndiomed as approximately 1 mile east of the project location.

With the documentation provided by Yolo County from the public records request, it is determined the
project location would have no known hazardous materials cleanup sites or known hazateoals tnzt
could affect the pubic or environment.

DiscussION

a) Would the projectreate a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Less than Significantimpact. The projectwould involve the use of heavy equipment fbe grading,

filling, and hauling of materials. Such equipment may require the use of common materials that have
hazardous properties, e.getroleumbasedfuels. These materials would be used in accordante alli
applicable laws and regulations and, if used properly, would not psigaificanthazard tahe public or
environment All refueling of construction vehicles and equipment would occur within designated areas
and the use of hazardous matenithin the project areavould be temporarylherefore, the project would

have a less than significant impact.

b) Would the projectreate a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upsetnd accident conditions involvirthe release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

Less than Significantimpact. The project would involve ground disturbance and excavation within the
projectareaAs part of the projectds hazards andtsshazar d
Inc. (GEOCON 2021), completed a Phase | himdited Phase Il Environmental Site Assessmértie

Phase | investigation assessed the potential for existing hazardous substances and/or petroleum products
that could be found during construction activities associated with the project, such as ground disturbance

and excavation. The Phase | invesiigatincluded literature and records searchkso r Airecogni z
environment al cwherahdhé Phase B inves(igatidrCiscludedil sampling andesting

for contaminants of concern (COCs) within the abandoned railroad berm and around trebgotaamation

site of the abandoned concrete culvert. The Phase | investigation did not identify evideB€zsafithin
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the project areaCOCs were not detected in the soil samples taken as part of the Limited Phase Il
investigation at concentrations exde® their respective DTSC SLs or ESLs with the exception of nickel.
The nickel concentrations in two soil samples that exceed the construction worker ESL for nickel in soil
are within the range of naturally occurring nickel in California soils. Howewir unknown if the nickel

is naturally occurring in site soil or due to a mraade contaminant impact. Regardless of the source of
nickel in the soil, the risk of harmful exposure to nickel for construction workers at the project area is low.
The nickel oncentrations in soil would not result in nickel concentration in airborne dust that would be
regulated as a potential harmful exposure. Dust control BMPs such as water spray would further protect
site workers from exposure to nickel in airborne dust Gstion 2.3 Air Quality).,

c) Would the projectmit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within egearter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Less than Significantimpact. Project activities wouldccur within approximately 400 feet of the Grafton
School, a behavioral health care facility serving children, adolescents, and adults with complex behavioral
health challenges. According to the RCEM prepared for the project, the project would notegenerat
construction emissions greater than local air quality management district thresholds of significance.
Additionally, as a project BMRhe project contractor shall prepare a SPCCP prior to the commencement
of construction activities. The SPCCP shall inidunformation on the nature of all hazardous materials
that shall be used esite. The SPCCP shall also include information regarding proper handling of hazardous
materials, and cleanp procedures in the event of an accidental release. Therefitileconstruction
emission levels below local thresholds, and implementation of a project SB@Goject would have a

less than significant impact.

d) Would the project & located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

No Impact. A review of the DTSC Envirgtor databaséound no known cleanup sites within or adjacent

to the project area. Howevex review ofthe SWRCB Gebracker database (SWRCB 2021) found one (1)
Cleanup Program Sites within the project area with an open status. However, after a public records request
from the Yolo County Department of Environmental Health and Safety, it was determined that the location
of the contamination is located approximately 1 mile east of the project area. Therefore, the project would
not be located on a site which is includedadist of hazardous materials sites, and no impact would occur.

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would ginejectresult in a sadty hazard
or excessive noiser people residing or working in tha@rojectarea?

No Impact. The project is not located within airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport
or public use airporiTherefore, the project would not resinlia safety hazard or excessive noise for people
residing or working in the project area, and no impact would occur.

f)  Would the projectmpair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergengyacuation plan?

No Impact. There is no known adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan within the
project area. Therefore, the project would not impair implementation of or physically interfere with any
emergency plaand no impact wdd occur.
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g) Would the projectx@ose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands?

No Impact. The project would not occur witna designated wildland area, or where wildlands are adjacent
to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands. Thettegqrajectwould not
expose people or structures to a significant oloss, injury, or death involving wildland fires, and
impact would occur.

BESTMANAGEMENT PRACTICES

HAZ-1: The projectcontractor shall prepare a Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure Program
(SPCCP) prior to the commencement aainstruction activities. The SPCCP shall include
information on the nature of all hazardous materials that shall be uség onhe SPCCP shall
also include information regarding proper handling of hazardous materials, anduglean
procedures in the evenf an accidental release. The phone number of the agency overseeing
hazardous materials and toxic clagmshall be provided in the SPCCP.

FINDINGS

Theprojectwould havea Less than Significant Impactrelatingto hazards and hazardous materials.
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210 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant  Significant with  Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requiren I:' I:‘ |X| I:‘

or otherwisesubstantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substar
with groundwater recharge such theoject may impede sustainabl [] [] [] X
groundwater management of the basin?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or rive
through the addition of imperviossirfaces, in a manner which woulc

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation-am off-site;

(i) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff
manner which would result in flooding oar offsite;

(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exceed f
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage system
provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollu
due toprojectinundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality cont
plan or sustainable groundwateanagement plan?

O O d o o o
O O d o o o
O 0O X X KX
X X X O O 0O

REGULATORY SETTING

Federal Regulations

The CWA was enacted as an amendment to the Federal Water Pollutant 8ctrafdl972, which outlined

the basic structure for regulating discharges of pollutant¥dtS. CWA serves as the primary Federal

| aw protecting the quality of the nationbés surf ace
empowers th&JSEPALto set national water quality standards and effllienitations andncludes programs

addressing both poistource and nepointsource pollution. Poirsource pollution originates or enters

surface waters at a single, discrete location, such as an outfall structure or an excavation or construction
site. Nonpointsourcepollution originates over a broader area and includes urban contaminants in storm
water runoff and sediment loading from upstream areas. CWA operates on the principle that all discharges
into the nationds waters ar torized byawdrnit] perminrévievsis t hey
CWAG6s primary regul atory tool

The USACE regulates discharges of dredged or fill material WioUS. These waters include wetlands

and norwetland bodies of water that meet specific criteria, including a direct or indirect connection to
interstate commerce. USACE regulatory jurisdiction pursuant to Section 404 of the CWA is founded on a
connection, or nais, between the water body in question and interstate commerce. This connection may
be direct (through a tributary system linking a stream channel with traditional navigable waters used in
interstate or foreign commerce) or may be indirect (through asridentified in USACE regulations).

The RWQCB has jurisdiction under Section 401 of the CWA and regulates any dbtwityay result in
a discharge to surface waters. Typically, the areas subject to jurisdiction of the RWQCB coincide with those
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of USACE(i.e., WoUSincluding any wetlands). The RWQCB also asserts authority\Wwe&under waste
discharge requirements pursuant to the P@t@ogne Water Quality Control Act

On April 21, 2020, the U.S. EPA and ttehcet i WSHA GREUI | pewl
redefine the extent of waters of the United Statesl CWA jurisdiction Under the final rule, four

categories of water are federally regulated untler territorial seas and traditional navigable waters

perennial and intermittent tritbaries to those watereertain lakes, ponds, and impoundmeatsiwetlands

adjacent to jurisdictional waterghe final rule also detailed 12 categoriegxdlusions ofeatures that are

not considered fAwaters of t kethatonly tostain waterantdeestd wh i
response to rainfall (e.g., ephemeral featyumgs)undwatermany ditchesprior converted croplanagnd

waste treatment systems.

Porter-Cologne Water Quality Act

Also known as the California Water Code, therterCologne Water Quality AcfPorterCologne Act)

was created in 1969 to govern water quality regulatio@dlifornia andprotect water quality as well as
beneficial uses of water. THworterCologne Actapplies to alWoS including surface waterrgundwater,

and wetlands at both point and Aaoint sources of pollution. The act established the overarching
California State Water Resources Control Board and nine semiautonomous Regional WaterTBeards.
PorterCologne Act requires the adoption of emaguality control plans that give direction to managing
water pollution in California. Usually, basin plans get adopted by the Regional Water Boards and are
updated when needed. The plans incorporate the beneficial usesVéb&end then provide objesis

that should be met in order to maintain and protect these uses.

State Wetland Definition and Procedures for Discharges of Dredgear Fill Materials to Waters of

the State

I n response to the EPA and USACE A Nminwateadudlitg Wat er
protections under CWA jurisdiction, ttf8&/VRCB adoptedthe fiState Wetland Definition and Procedures

for Discharges of Dredged or Fill Material to Waters of the Sigferocedures)On April 6, 2021 the

SWRCB adopted the Procedurfes inclusion in the forthcoming Water Quality Control Plan for Inland
Surface Waters and Enclosed Bays and Estuaries and Ocean Waters of California. The Procedures consist
of four major elements: 1) a wetland definiti@);a framework for determining if a feature that meets the
wetland definition is a water of the state; 3) wetland delineation procedures; and 4) procedures for the
submittal, review and approval of applications for Water Quality Certifications and Wastkajje
Requirements for dredge or fill activities.

According to theSWRCB Proceduresvere adoptetb address several important issues

1 strengthening protection of waters of the state that are no longer protected under the CWA since
those waters of thetatehave historically relied on CWA protections in dredged or fill discharge
permitting practices

1 inconsistency across tlegionalWater Boards in requirements for discharges of dredged or fill

material into waters of the state, including wetlands

no single accepted definition of wetlands at the state;level

the RegionalWater Boards may have different requirements and levels of analysis with regard to

the issuance of water quality certificati@and,

9 current regulations have not been adequatecieept losses in the quantity and quality of wetlands
in California, where there have been especially profound historical losses of wetlands.

= =4
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AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Hydrology
Knights Landing is bordered by leveed waterways on three sides: the Sacramento River flows form the
Townds northern boundary; the Colusa Basin Drain

boundary; and the Ri dg euth€@muboun@as nrhe remiiming gestert bowndailyo wn 6
of the Town is located adjacent to agricultural land.

The Town drains primarily to a single ditch along the north side of County Road 116, through agricultural
land sloping generally to the southeast. Arstxg abandoned railroad embankment is located parallel to
and east of Railroad Street and forms a barrier to overland runoff exiting the Town to the southeast. This
forces all runoff coming from the west to collect along Railroad Street until it canbéneath the
abandoned railroad via an existing culvert.

Groundwater

Seasonal groundwater level data was reviewed through the Groundwater Information Center Interactive
Map Web Application ffttps://gis.water.ca.gov/app/gicimgbrovided by the CaliforniddWR (DWR

2021) In theprojectarea, ground water depth ranges frdinfeet above mean sea let@l70 feetbelow

mean sea levelGeneral gpundwater depth may be influenced by local pumping, rainfall, and irrigation
patterns. The proposguojectis within the Sacramento Valley Groundwater Basin, and more specifically,
the Sacramentérolo SubbasinTheSacramentérolo Subbasins defined byhe Sacrament®iver to the

east andounded by the Blue Ridgd the Northern Coast Range Mountaioghe west.

Flooding

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM)
the entire projectarea is within FEMA Zone Adesignated as a Special Flood Hazard Area subject to
inundation by the 1% annual chance of flge&EMA 2021;See Appendix E)The projectsiteis situated

at an elevation of approximated@-40 feet above mean sea léve

DiscussioN

a) Would the project ivlate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality?

Less than Significantimpact. The projectwould have an area of saidlisturtancelessthan one acte

therefore compliance withstatewide NPDES general permibuld not berequired However, the project

would be required to be in compliance with Yolo County Improvement Stand&tdsmwater Quality,

Erosion, and Sediment Contr8lection 1-24A Good Housekeeping Practices:
Involving Roadwork/Pavement Constructiomhich includesconstruction BMPs for erosion asddiment

control. By maintaining compliance with Yolo County standards for projects under 1 acre of soll
disturbance the project will have less than significant impact, relating to water quality standards and
discharge requirements.

b) Would the project ustantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such tipeoject may impede sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?

No Impact. Theprojectwould provide stormwater conveyance improvements al8h§teeet and Railroad
Street in the t oWheprgecwoldldnotgubstadtially deeraage igrougpdwater supplies
or substantiallyinterfere with groundwater rechargea degre¢hat the projectouldimpeded sustainable
groundwater manageme herefore, no impact would occur.
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c) Would the projectbstantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in a mannevhich would:

(i) result in substantial erosion or siltation oar off-site;

(i) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result
in flooding on or offsite;

(iii) create or contribute runoff water which would exd the capacity of existing or planned
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or
(iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

(i) Less than Significant Impact.The project would provide stormwater conveyancerowpments along
2" Street and Railroad Street within the project aWih any type of ground disturbance, there is a
potential for erosion within areas of disturbance. Howevéh tlie inclusion okrosion and dust control
BMPsno substantial erosion or siltation-aor off-site would occurTherefore, the project would have a
less than significant impact.

(ii) and (iii) Less than Significant Impact.In February 2021, th¥olo County Drainage Study Refpor

Knights Landing(Wood Rodgers Inc. 2021 providedan analysis ot he Towndés fl ooding
proposed three alternativesaiteviate the flooding conditions within the Town at the U.S. Post Office.

drainage study found that the current stormwater drainage facilitieg 2° Street and Railroad Street are
inadequate for providing the necessary capacity of stormwater conveydrep.r oj ect 6 s st or m
conveyance improvements alorY Street and Railroad Stragbuld increas¢he rate at whicBtormwater

flows are renoved fromwithin the project aredhowever, the increaseould be consistent with the drainage

capacity required to alleviate flooding conditions within Knights Landing. The project woulchusé

substantial increases in surface runoff, wouldexateedthe capacity of existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems, and would not provide substantial additional sources of pollutedToecdfore, the

project would have a less than significant impact.

(ivyNolmpact. The projectds stor mwat er "Sweptars RailmadStreetmp r o v
would not impede or redirect flood flows. Stormwatenveyance would be maintained in orientation of
existing conditions. Therefore, no impact would occur.

d) Would the project ,n flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to
projectinundation?

No Impact. The projectis locatedwithin a FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area; however, construction of
the project woulaccur outside of thifood seasorAdditionally, as sstormwater conveyance improvement
project, the operation of the project would have no risk for release of pollutants due to project inundation.
Therefore, no impact would occur.

e) Would the project anflict with or obstructimplementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?

No Impact. The projectwould not conflictwith or obstruct a water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plarherefore, no impact would occur.
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BESTMANAGEMENT PRACTICES

HYD-1: Theprojectshall implement akrosion and sediment contBIMPs and requirementd theYolo
County Stormwater Ordinane@sd Yolo County Improvements Standards, Section 11.

FINDINGS

With the inclusion of BMPs and compliance with all required regulatory permittiegyrojectwill have
alL ess thanSignificant Impact relating to hydrology and water quality.
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2.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant  Significant with  Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Physically divide an established community? [] [] [] X

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with
land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoi |:| |:| |:| |X|
or mitigating an environmental effect?

DiscussION
a) Would the projectipydcally divide an established community?

No Impact. The project would include stormwater conveyance improvements within Knights Lahdang.
project would not physically divide an established commuiiityerefore, no impact would occur.

b) Would the projectause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any land use
plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?

No Impact. The projectwould be consistent with the Yolo County 2030 General Plan, appli¥aie

County Ordinances, and the Yolo HCP/NCCherefore, e project would not cause a significant
environmental impact due to conflict with aagplicable land wesplan, policy, or rgulation adopted for
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effEeerefore, no impact would occur.

FINDINGS

The projectwould notphysically divide an established community or conflict with any land plan, policy,
or regulation. Therefar, the project would hawgo Impact relating b land use and planning.
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2.12 MINERAL RESOURCES

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant  Significant with  Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource I:‘ I:‘ I:‘ |X|

would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locallpportant mineral
resource recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific [] [] [] X
or other land use plan?

DiscussION

a) Would the projectesult in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state?

No Impact. According to ther olo County2030General Plaii2009), theprojectarea doesot occur within

a known mineral resourcdepositthat would be of value to the region and the residents of the state
Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resandcno impact
would occur.

b) Would the projectesult in the loss of availability of a localignportantmineral resource recovery
site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

No Impact. The projectarea does nobccur within an identified localymportant mineral resource
recovery site delineated with theohd County2030General Plan (2mB), specific plan or other land use

plan. Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource recovery
site, and no impact wédioccur.

FINDINGS

The projectwould haveNo Impact relating to mineral resources.
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2.13 NOISE
Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant ~ Significant with ~ Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in an
noise levels in the vicinity of therojectin excess of standards established I:‘ I:‘ |X| I:‘
the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
agencies?
b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 1
levels? I:' I:' |X| I:'

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airy

land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two I:‘ I:‘ I:‘ |X|
of a public airport or public use airport, would theojectexpose people

residing or working in th@rojectarea to excessive noise levels?

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

Noisesensitive land uses generally include those uses where exposure to noiseeautilth adverse

effects, as well as uses where quiet is an essential element of their intended purpost Chanty2030

General Plan (210) defines noisesensitive land uses :agesidentially desighated land uses; hospitals,
nursing/convalescent homes, and similar board and care facilities; hotels and lodging; schools and day care
centers; and neighborhood park$e project areaccurs within land usdesignated as Residentialw.o

and Public and Quas$tublic. The project would occur within close proximity (between 50 and 100 feet) to
approximately 17 residential homes. In addition, project activities would occur within approximately 400
feet of the Grafton School, a behavioral ltteaare facility serving children, adolescents, and adults with
complex behavioral health challenges.

DiscussION

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity
of theprojectin excess of standards abtished in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or
applicable standards of other agencies?

Less than Significant Yolo County currently has no designated threshold for construction noise; however,
the 2030 General Plan established ActionA. to adopt a comprehensive Noise Ordinance that would
include standards for acceptable exterior and interior noise levels, and their applicability and exceptions.
Currently the 2030 General Plaburing construction, noise from equipment would cause short
localized increases in ambient noise levels. The actual noise levels at any particular location would depend
on a variety of factors, including the type of construction equipment or activity involved, distance to the
source of the noise, obstacles to rdisat exist between the receptor and the source, time of day, and
similar factors. Construction of the proposed project would result in a temporary, periodic increase in
ambient noise levels. However, this increase would be temporary, intermittentmated ftio daytime

hours Residential homes within close proximity of fiv@ject activities may experience pesaafnuisance

noise; however, &0 feet construction operations associated with the project would be considtérad
acceptable levels acordance with the Yolo County 2030 General Pialth and SafetiElementtypical
construction equipment related noise rar(gesTable HS9 of the Health and Safety Elemenithe project

would have no operational noisdfects Therefore, the project would not be considered to generate a
substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels establisiodal®yunty in relation

to noisesensitive receptors, anide project would have a less than significant impact.
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b) Would the project xposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

Less thanSignificant. The Yolo County 2030 General Plan does not establisieljués for groundborne
vibration. Similar to noise effects to local residential land useurgiborne vibratiorwould increase
temporarily during construction activitigacluding excavation and other ground disturbanddsese
effects would be temporarynd intermittent andvould not expose persons to or generakeessive
groundbore vibrations or groundborne noise levsigh as pile driving. Therefore, the project would have
a less than significant impact.

¢) For a project located within the vicinity afprivate airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would
theprojectexpose people residing or working in fhrejectarea to excessive noise levels?

No Impact. Theprojectis not located withirthe vicinity of a private airstripr an airport land uggan and
is notwithin two miles of a public airport or public use airporhereforethe project would not expose
people residing or working in these areas to excessive noise leveis) angdact would occur

FINDINGS
The project would cause temporary constructielated nuisance noise; however, these levels would be

below Yolo County General Plan threshold. Therefore, the project would hawess than Significant
Impact relating to Noise.
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2.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant  Significant with  Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an ¢

either directly (for example, by proposing new homes

businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extensior D D D |Z
roads or otheinfrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or hou
necessitating the construction of replacement hou ] [] [] X
elsewhere?

REGULATORY SETTING

CEQA al so requires the analysis of a projectds p
15126. 2(d), require that envir onme rptojactcoultl ioster ment s
economic or population growth, or the construction of additional housing, either directly or indirectly, in

the surrounding environment o

DiscussION

a) Would the projectriduce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, edinectly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure)?

No Impact. The project woulcconstructstormwater conveyance improvements including roadside ditch
improvementsa buried closed conduit, removal of existing concrete arch culvert, and degrade of the
abandoned railroad embankmenherefore, theproject would not induce population growth, directly or
indirectly, and no impact would occur.

b) Would the project idplacesubstantial numbers of existiqgeople orhousing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact. The project would construct stormwater conveyance improvements including roadside ditch
improvements, a buried closed conduémoval of existing concrete arch culvert, and degrade of the
abandoned railroad embankmenhe projectwould not displace any existing housing or necessitate the
construction of replacement housielgewhere, and no impact would occur.

FINDINGS

Theproject wouldhaveNo I mpact relating topopulation or housing
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2.15 PUBLIC SERVICES

Potentially Less Than Less Than

Would theproject Significant  Significant with  Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

a) Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impa
associated with the provision of new or physically altered governme
facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental facilities,
construction of which could cause significant environmeimglacts, in
order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or
performance objectives for any of the public services:
Fire protection? [] [] [] X
Police protection? |:| |:| |:| |X|
Schools? [] [] [] X
Parks? O O O 4
Other public facilities? [] [] [] X

DiscussION

a) Would theprojectresult in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered gmwraat
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
public services: fire protection, police protectioohsols, parks, and/or other public facilities?

No Impact. Theprojectareais located irkKnights Landing, California, Yol@€ounty,andconsists ofow-

density residential, public and qugmiblicland uses. The project would construct stormwater conveyance
improvements including roadside ditch improvements, a buried closed conduit, removal of existing
concrete arch culvert, and degrade of the abandoned railroad embangro@tt construction and
operation would not result in substantial adverse physiephéts associated with provision of new or
altered government facilities, or the need for new or altered government facilities construction which could
cause environmental effects. Therefore, the project would have no impact to fire protection, police
protection, schools, parks, or other public facilities.

FINDINGS

Theprojectwould haveNo I mpact relating topublic services.
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2.16 RECREATION

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant ~ Significant with  Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

a) Would theprojectincrease the use of existing neighborhood and regic
parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial phy: [ ] [] [] X
deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

b) Does therojectinclude recreational facilities or require the constructi
or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse phy |:| |:| |:| |X|
effect on the environment?

DiscussION

a) Would theproject increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other
recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

No Impact. The project would construct stormwater conveyance improvements including roadside ditch
improvements, a buried closed conduit, removal of existing concrete arch culvert, and degrade of the
abandoned railroad embankment. The construction and/or operatibe cdmpleted project woulaot
increase the use of existing parks or other recreational facilities due to the location and natyr®jeicthe

and no impact would occur.

b) Does theproject include recreational facilities or require the construction expansion of
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

No Impact. The projectdoes not include recreatiorfakilities orrequire the construction or expansion of
other recreational facilitieand no impact wad occur.

FINDINGS

Theprojectwould haveNo Impact relating torecreation.
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2.17 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would theproject Significant ~ Significant with ~ Significant ~ No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing
circulation system including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestri [ ] [] []

facilities?

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 1506¢
subdivision (b)?

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) oorinpatible uses (e.g., farr ] []
equipment)?

X X X X

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? []

DiscussION

a) Would the projectanflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation
system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

No Impact. The project would construct stormwater conveyance improvements including roadside ditch
improvements, a buried closed conduit, removal of existing concrete arch culvert, and degrade of the
abandoned railroad embankmenhhe project would have no transpaita elements and would not be a

part of the transportation network. Therefore, the project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance
or policy addressing the circulation system, and no impact would occur.

b) Would theproject conflict or be inconistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision
(b)?

No Impact. Theprojectis not a transportation project and would not conflict WIEEQA Guidelines section
15064.3 No impact would occur.

c) Would the projectuhstantially increase hazards dite a geometricdesign feature (e.g., sharp
curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No Impact. The project is not a transportation project and would not increase hazards due to a geometric
design feature. Thereforep mimpact would occur.

d) Would the projecteasult in inadequate emergency access?
No Impact. A lane closure with detours will be required for 2nd Street and Railroad Street Intersection,
and Railroad Street between 2nd Street and 4th SHeetever, the closures would be temporary and
intermittent, andhe project would have no effect on emergeacgess. No impact would occur.

FINDINGS

The project would havilo Impact relating to transportation/traffic.
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2.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES
TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES:

Would theprojectcause a substantial adverse change in the significance
tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 210
either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically de
in terms of the size and scope of thedscape, sacred place, or object w
cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

a) Listed or eligible for listing inthe California Register of Historica
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in F
Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supg
by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuantriteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying
criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 50:
the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a Cali
Native American tribe.

REGULATORY SETTING

Federal Regulations

Indian Trust Assets

Potentially
Significant
Impact

[

Less Than
Significant with
Mitigation

[

Less Than
Significant ~ No Impact
Impact

[ =

ITAs are legal interests in property heldtmst by the U.S. for Native American tribes or individuals.

Examples of potential ITAs are lands, minerals, fishing rights, and water rights. Management of ITAs is

based on the following orders, agreements, and regulations:

9 Executive Order 13175, Constltn and Coordination with Indian Tribal Governments 65 FR

67249

1 Memorandum on Governmetd-Government Relations With Native American Tribal
Governments (FR Volume 59, Number 85, signed April 29, 1994)

Secretarial Order No. 3115Departmental Responsitiés for Indian Trust Resources

Secretarial Order No. 3206American Indian Tribal Rights, Federdlribal Trust
Responsibilities, and the federal Endangered Species Act (ESA)

Secretarial Order No. 3215Pr i nci pl es f or

t he

DustReshangibiijity

Secretarial Order No. 3342ldentifying Opportunities for Cooperative and Collaborative
Partnerships with Federally Recognized Indian Tribes in the Management of Federal Lands and

Resources

9 Secretarial Order No. 3335Reaffirmation othe Federal Trust Responsibility to Federally
Recognized Tribes and Individual Indian Beneficiaries

American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978

The American Indian Religious Freedom Act of 1978 (AIRFA; 42 U.S.C. § 1996) protects the rights of
Native Americans to exercise their traditional religions by ensuring access to sites, use and possession of

sacred objects, and the freedom to worship through ceremonials and traditional rites.
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Historic Sites Act of 1935

The Historic Sites Act of 193%4 U.S.C. 320101320106, formerly 16 U.S.C. 46467) declares"...that it

is a national policy to preserve for public use historic sites, buildings, and objects of national
significanceé, 0 asserting histor i tonefthesitedStates i on a:
Secretary of the Interior.

National Historic Preservation Act

As discusse@nd defined in Section 2.5, Cultural Resources, Section 106 of the NHPA requires federal
agencies to take into account the effects of their undertakings on historic properties. For purposes of the
discussion regarding tribal cultural resources, it is ingod to underscore that historic properties include
properties of traditional religious and cultural importance to an Indian tribe or Native Hawaiian organization
that meet the National Register criteria (36 C.F.R. 8 800.16][l]).[1]

Traditional Cultural Properties and Traditional Cultural Landscapes

Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs) are properties associated with cultural practices or beliefs of a living
community that are: (1) rooted in that community's history; and (2) important in maintaincantireiing

cultural identity of a community. TCPs can refer to properties of importance to any community, including

I ndigenous communities. The appropriate terminolo
property of religious and culturali gni fi cance to an I ndian tribe [a
(ACHP 2008:19; ACHP 2011:14). Traditional cultural landscapes (TCL) encompass the same meaning and

utility, as well as inclusivity of Indigenous communities. The Secretary of the Iriiesior Gui del i nes f
treatment of cultural |l andscapes define a cultura
and natural resources and the wildlife or domestic animals therein), associated with a historic event, activity,

orpersonoe x hi biting other cultural or aesthetic value:
|l andscapes ffevol ved through use by the people w
et hnographic | andscapes 0 c omsbucesnthateassocated peoplg defmé na't

as heritage resourceo (Birnbaum and Peter 1996: 4;

National Register Bulletin 38 provides examples of TCRad TCLsi that fit the definition in the
guidelines (Parker and King 1998:1):

1 Alocation associated with the traditional beliefs of a Native American group about its origins, its
cultural history, or the nature of the world

1 A rural community whose organization, buildings and structures, or patterns of land use reflect
the cultural traditins valued by its lonterm residents

1 An urban neighborhood that is the traditional home of a particular cultural group, and that reflects
its beliefs and practices

1 A location where Native American religious practitioners have historically gone, andoava kn
or thought to go today, to perform ceremonial activities in accordance with traditional cultural
rules of practice

1 A location where a community has traditionally carried out economic, artistic, or other cultural
practices important in maintaining itsstoric identity

TCPs and TCLs are eligible for inclusion on the NRHP if they meet the criteria set forth in 36 C.F.R. §
60.4, National Register Criteria for Evaluation. The steps in the identification and evaluation of TCPs are
the following (abbreviateffom Parker and King 1998:114):
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1. Potential Traditional Cultural Properties must be identified through consultation with the affected
community or Tribe

2. The investigation must consider the beliefs and practices associated with a potential Traditional
Cultural Properties from the perspective of the community or Tribe

3. The potential Traditional Cultural Properties must be a property, that is, a tangible place on the
landscape, rather than an intangible belief or practice

4. The property must retain integrity dlationship with the beliefs and practices that give it
meaning to the community or Tribe

5. The property must retain integrity of condition, such that the elements of the property associated
with the beliefs and practices that give it significance are ptrese

6. The property must meet one or more of the four criteria for eligibility on the National Register
(see Section 2.5.1.1 [Cultural Resourté®egulatory Setting Federal).

Cultural resources routinely not considered for eligibility for inclusion ifNtReIP are religious properties,

moved properties, birthplaces and graves, cemeteries, reconstructed properties, commemorative properties,
and properties achieving significance within the past 50 years. However, these resources, can be evaluated
as eligiblef they meet one or more of the NRHP eligibility criteria for evaluation, retain integrity, and meet
special criteria requirements called criteria considerations. The most notable of the seven considerations (A
through G) is Criteria Consideration G, whigpecifies that a property that has achieved significance within

the last 50 years can qualify for the NRHP only if it is of exceptional importance. As noted by Parker and
King (1998:171 8 ) , fa significance ascr i becdnnothe consideredop er t
traditional . 0 However, they also note: AThe fact
of time, with use beginning again only recently, does not make the property ineligible for the [National]
Regi st er 0KifgR¥®8:der and

If a property is determined to be a TCP, it becomes the responsibility of the lead agency to assess whether
the proposed project would have an effect on the property, and should the effect be adverse, would it alter
or destroy the elementisat make the property significant and eligible. If a proposed project is determined

to have an adverse effect, the lead agency is responsible for seeking measures that would mitigate the
adverse effects to TCPs.

StateRequlations

Tribal Cultural Resources

As defined at PRC § 21074, a tribal cultural resource (TCR) is a site, feature, place, cultural landscape,
sacred place or object that is of cultural value to a California Native American tribe and is either: (1) on or
eligible for the ®RHR or a local historic register; or (2) the lead agency, at its discretion, chooses to treat
the resource as a TCR. TCRs are similar to TCPs in terms of their characteristics, identification, and
treatment, and may include a cultural landscape to thatekiat the landscape is geographically defined

in terms of the size and scope of the landscape. Additionally, as defined at PRC § 21074(c), a historical
resource, a unique archaeological resource, or ainigue archaeological resource may also be aifCR

it conforms to the criteria of a TCR in PRC § 21074(a). CEQA mandates that lead agencies determine
whether a project will have a significant impact on TCRs that are eligible for listing on the CRHR (i.e., a
historical resource), or are determined taigaificant by the lead agency in order to appropriately mitigate

any such impacts.

Under the CEQA Guidelines, even if a resource is not included on any local, state, or federal register, or
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identified in a qualifying historical resources survey, a bgehcy may still determine that any resource is

a historical resource (i.e., TCR) for the purposes of CEQA, if there is substantial evidence supporting such
a determination (CEQA Guidelines § 15064.5[a]). A lead agency must consider a resource toicalisto
significant if it finds that the resource meets the criteria for listing in the CRHR. A resource may be eligible
for inclusion in the CRHR if it:

1 Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of
Califonm6s hi story and cul tur al heritage (Criteri

1 Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past (Criterion 2)

1 Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction or
represents the work of an importaneative individual or possesses high artistic values (Criterion
3)

1 Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history (Criterion 4)

In accordance with CEQA guidelines, cultural resources investigations are necesdenyify TCRs that
may have significant impacts as a result of a project (14 CCR §15064.5). The following steps are routinely
implemented in a cultural resources investigation for CEQA compliance:

1. Identify cultural resources in the proposed project area

2. Evaluate against the CRHR criteria of significance (listed below)

3. Evaluate the impacts of the proposed project on all cultural/tribal resources
4

Develop and implement measures to mitigate proposed project impacts on historical resources or
resources deemedignificant by the lead agency

As TCRs hold cultural value to a California Native American tribe, consultation with local Native American
tribes is an integral component of each of the cultural resources investigation steps described above.

Assembly Bill52 and Consultation

The lead agency for CEQA is responsible for consultation with Native American tribes regarding the
potential for a project to impact TCRs, pursuant to Assembly Bill 52 and PRC 8§ 21073, 21074, 21080.3.1,
21080.3.2, 21082.3, 21083.091084.2, 21084.3, and 5097.94(m). Assembly Bill 52 recognizes that
fétribes may have expertise with regard to their
cul tur al resources with which t hey hahooresultationavdli t i on a
occur between a lead agency and Native American tribes for covered projects.

PRC A21080.3.1 (a) and Government Code A65352. 4 o0
process of seeking, discussing, and considering carefully the views of others, in a manner that is cognizant

of all parties' cultural values and, where felsilseeking agreement. Consultation between government
agencies and Native American tribes shall be conducted in a way that is mutually respectful of each party's
sovereignty. Consultation shall also recognize the tribes' potential needs for configenitialiespect to

pl aces that have traditional tribal cultural sign

As described in Section 2.5, Cultural Resources, a proposed project may induce a significant impact to a
historical resource, unique archaeological resource, or a TCR ikgsausubstantial adverse change (i.e.,
physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration) to the resource or immediate surroundings (14
CCR 15064.5[b]), thereby demolishing or significantly altering the physical characteristics that qualify it
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for listing on the CRHR or local registers (PRC 88 5020.01[k] and 5024.1[g]). A project that may cause a
substantial adverse change in the significance of a TCR is a project that may have a significant effect on
the environment (PRC § 21084.2). A lead agest@ll establish measures to avoid impacts that would alter
significant characteristics of a TCR, when feasible (PRC §21084.3). As such, the County is committed to
working together with tribes and consultation efforts with California Native Americars @iteedescribed

below.

Native American Historical, Cultural, and Sacred Sites

Pursuant to PRC 5097.94 the NAHC has authority
religious or social significance to Native Americans, and known graves arederées of Native Americans

on private |l andsodo and has the power and duty to
public agencies regarding Native American sacred places that are located on private lands, are inaccessible
to Native Anrericans, and have cultural significance to Native Americans.

California Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 2001

The California Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 2001 (CalINAGPRA) requires
all state agencies dnmuseums that receive state funding and that have possession or control over
collections of human remains or cultural items to provide a process for the identification and repatriation
of these items to the appropriate tribes.

Local Requlations

Yolo County 2030 Countywide General Plan

a

me

The Countyods 2030 General Pl an adopted two polici

Implementation of these policies is through a series of Actions designed to ensure compliance with all
applicable localstate and federal laws.

1 Policy CQ#.11 Honor and respect local tribal heritage.
1 Policy CQA.12 Work with culturally affiliated tribes to identify and appropriately address
cultural resources and tribal sacred sites through the development peotass.

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT

The projectis situated between the ethnographic territory of the Nisenan, also referred to as the Southern
Maidu (Beals 1933; Faye 1923; Gifford 1927; Kroeber 1925: Chapters 31 and 31, 1929, 1932; Loeb
1933:178190; Powers 1B7:313345; Voegelin 1942; Wilson and Towne 1978, 1979) and the Patwin

Part of the Penutian language family, the Patwin spoke several different dialects, including Hill Patwin,
River Patwin, and South Patwin (Whistler 1980). Patwin territory traditipmalhsisted of the southern
portion of the Sacramento River Valley, west of the Sacramento River (Beals 1933:336, Map 1; Kroeber

1925 Pl ate 37; Wil son and Towne 1978:388). The v
Knights Landing (Se&igure 7 i the red circle marks the relative location of the project area, showing
Knights Landing and Al150 which marks the |l ocation

name of the county in which Knights Landing resides, Yolo (Gregory 1913).

Patwin economic life was focused upon collecting plant foods, hunting, and fishing (Johnson 1978:355).
As with most other California cultures, the major vegetal food source was the acorn, usually gathered in
the fall by extended families or whole villagé&uckeye, pine nuts, juniper berries, manzanita berries,
blackberries, wild grapes, Brodiaea bulbs, and tule roots were also gathered. At least two weirs were
constructed across the Sacramento River for fishing: one at the village of Koru (modern day &uldus

the other at Saka (below Grimes, CA).
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Figure 7. Project Area Location in Relation to Patwin Tribal Territory

Patwin tribal territory (shaded grey) with selected major villages (Johnson 1978), and project location
circled in red.
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