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City of Galt
Community Development Department

Building - Planning — Code Enforcement

495 Industrial Drive — Galt, CA 95632
209-366-7200 (Bldg.) - 209-366-7230 (Planning)

DATE: March 22, 2023

TO: California State Clearinghouse
Responsible and Trustee Agencies
Interested Parties and Organizations

FROM: Craig Hoffman, Community Development Director

SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Lippi Ranch
Subdivision Project

PUBLIC REVIEW PERIOD: March 22, 2023 through April 20, 2023

The City of Galt is the lead agency for the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Lippi
Ranch Subdivision Project (proposed project). The document is being prepared in compliance with the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

CEQA Section 15082 states that once a decision is made to prepare an EIR, the lead agency (the City of Galt)
must prepare a Notice of Preparation (NOP) to inform all responsible agencies that an EIR will be prepared. The
purpose of the NOP is to provide sufficient information describing the proposed project and the potential
environmental effects in order to enable responsible agencies to make a meaningful response regarding the scope
and content of the information that should be included in the EIR. Comments are also being solicited from the
public.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Location and Setting

The City of Galt is located within Sacramento County and is approximately 27 miles south of the City of
Sacramento and 10 miles north of the City of Lodi. State Route (SR) 99 runs in a north-south direction through
the City of Galt and provides regional access to the City. The 8.99-acre project site is located east of Freedom
Boulevard/2™ Street, south of 3™ Street, and west of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks in the City of Galt
(see Figure 1 and Figure 2). The project site is identified by Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs) 150-0101-046;
and 150-0274-006, -007-, and -011. The site is designated Low Density Residential (LDR) per the City’s General
Plan, and the site is zoned Low Density Single-Family Residential (R1A).

The northern portion of the project site is currently developed with two single-family residences, a dingbat-style
apartment building, a barn, and a groundwater pumphouse; the remainder of the project site is undeveloped with
fallow agricultural land and limited trees. The project site is generally bound by vacant land and UPRR tracks to
the east; multi-family residences and a pre-school to the north; a senior mobile home community to the west; and
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single-family residences to the south. Other surrounding existing uses include a nursing home to the northwest
and an approved, but not yet under construction, residential project to the east, beyond the UPRR tracks

Project Components

The proposed project would include demolition of all existing on-site structures; removal of 60 trees, including
four protected oak trees; and subsequent development of the site with 94 single-family residential units, five bio-
retention basins, landscaping, and an internal circulation network (see Figure 1, Figure 2, and Figure 3). The
project would require approval of a General Plan Amendment, Rezone, Tentative Subdivision Map, Design
Review, each of which are described in further detail below.

General Plan Amendment

The proposed project would require a General Plan Amendment to change the land use designation of the project
site from LDR to MHDR. The MHDR land use designation provides for single-family detached and attached
homes, secondary residential units, public and quasi-public uses, and similar, compatible uses. The MHDR land
use designation provides a transition from lower density residential areas and is often close to commercial/office
professional areas, and arterial streets. The allowable residential density for the MHDR land use designation
ranges from eight to 14 dwelling units per acre (du/ac) with a minimum lot size of 2,000 sf. The residential density
of the proposed project is 10.44 du/ac.

Rezone

The proposed project would require a Rezone to change the zoning designation of the project site from R1A to
R3-PD. The R3 zoning district provides a medium high density residential environment for condominiums and
apartments. The R3 zoning district allows for a transition from lower-density residential areas and is often close
to commercial/office professional areas, and arterial streets. The allowable residential density for the R3 zoning
district ranges from eight to 14 du/ac, consistent with the MHDR land use designation.

The intent of the PD combining district is to encourage a creative and efficient approach to the use of land;
maximize choice in the type of development available in the City; encourage the efficient allocation and
maintenance of open space; provide for the redistribution of overall density where such rearrangement is
desirable; and provide the means for greater creativity and flexibility in design than are provided under the strict
application of the other zoning district regulations, while at the same time preserving the public interest, health,
safety, welfare, and property values. Requirements for the PD combining district, such as a Development Plan
and Design Standards, would be established as part of the adoption of the R3-PD zoning district for the project
site. Following approval of the Rezone, the proposed project would comply with the adopted Final Development
Plan of the R3-PD zoning district for the project site, which would include project-specific development
standards.

Tentative Subdivision Map

The Tentative Subdivision Map would subdivide the project site into 94 single-family residential lots, five bio-
retention basins, landscaping, and an internal circulation network (see Figure 4). The single-family lots would
range in size from 2,228 sf to 4,395 sf. Below is additional detail regarding the proposed residences, site access
and circulation, landscaping, utility infrastructure, and off-site improvements.
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Site Access and Circulation

Primary site access would be provided by a landscaped roundabout located at the terminus of 3™ Street. A new
loop road would be constructed throughout the project site to provide access to each unit. A total of 13 alleyways
from the new loop road would be located between rows of residences. The right-of-way for the new loop road
would be approximately 48 feet wide. New curbs, gutters, and five-foot-wide sidewalks would be included along
the roadway. The internal sidewalks would be located on both side of the roadway and connect to the existing
sidewalk on the west side of 3™ Street. Emergency vehicle access would be provided by the roundabout at the
terminus of 3™ Street and a new driveway off of Freedom Boulevard/2™ Street, which would connect to the
northernmost residential alley in the northwestern corner of the site. The emergency vehicle access road would
be gated and would not be accessible to the general public.

Landscaping

As part of the proposed project, 60 on-site trees would be removed. Landscaping improvements would be
provided throughout the site and a variety of trees, shrubs, and drought-tolerant landscaping would be provided
along the new loop road, as well as the frontage of the residential lots. Native oak woodlands would be planted
along the western boundary of the site, adjacent to a five-foot-wide concrete walking path, which would wrap
around the southern and western boundaries of the project site, adjacent to the existing single-family residences
and senior mobile home community, respectively. Paseos and benches would be provided along the walking path
route. As previously noted, a landscaped roundabout would be located at the entrance to the site off of 3 Street.
Two landscaped areas would be located west of the roundabout. The northernmost landscaped area would include
a picnic table and the second landscaped area would include a bike rack, picnic table, bench, and play structure
with an art element. All landscaping would comply with the State’s Model Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance
(MWELO).

Utilities

Treated water service for the project would be provided by the City of Galt. The proposed project would include
construction of new eight-inch water lines throughout the project site, with connections to the existing eight-inch
water main north of the project boundary, which connects to the six- and eight-inch water mains in Freedom
Boulevard/2" Street and 3™ Street, respectively. The existing four- and six-inch water line within 3™ Street would
be upgraded to a 12-inch water line. On-site water would be routed to the new 12-inch water line within 3™ Street.
Additionally, six new fire hydrants would be provided throughout the project site.

Sanitary sewer service for the proposed project would also be provided by the City of Galt. The City operates and
maintains the sewer system, which collects wastewater flows from individual developments within the City and
conveys them to the City’s wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) located at 10059 Twin Cities Road. The proposed
project would include construction of new eight-inch sanitary sewer lines and sanitary sewer manholes throughout
the project site. The existing six-inch sanitary sewer line within 3™ Street would be upgraded to an eight-inch
sanitary sewer line. On-site sewage would be routed to the new eight-inch sewer line within 3™ Street.

Stormwater draining off impervious surfaces such as roofs, parking areas, and drive aisles within the project site
would be captured by curb inlets and routed by way of new storm drain manholes and 18- to 24-inch storm drain
lines within the project site to five new bio-retention basins. Four bio-retention basins would be located along the
eastern portion of the site and west of the loop road; one bio-retention basin would be located in the southwest
corner of the project site. Each bio-retention basin would be planted with sod grass and would provide for
treatment and detention of stormwater prior to discharging to the City’s existing 72-inch storm drain line located
along the eastern boundary of the project site.
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Off-Site Improvements

To facilitate utility access to the project site, the proposed project would include off-site improvements to replace
existing water and sanitary sewer lines within 3™ Street. Specifically, the proposed project would include
replacement of the existing six-inch sanitary sewer line within 3 Street from the northern boundary of the project
site to F Street with an eight-inch sanitary sewer line. In addition, the existing six-inch water line within 3™ Street
from the northern boundary of the project site to F Street and the existing four-inch water line from F Street to D
Street would be replaced with a new 12-inch water line. The new 12-inch water line would extend to the existing
12-inch water line at C Street. In addition, a portion of the new sidewalk would extend from the entrance of the
project site and connect to the existing sidewalk on the west side of 3" Street.

Design Review

Per Section 18.68.100 of the Development Code, the project would be subject to Design Review by the City. The
purpose of Design Review is to establish procedures and standards to promote excellence in site planning and
building design, to encourage the harmonious appearance of buildings and sites, to ensure that new and modified
uses will be compatible with existing and potential development of the surrounding area, to ensure that projects
comply with the design standards and intent of specific plans, and to produce and environment of stable and
desirable character. Additional detail regarding the proposed residences is provided below.

Proposed Residences

The proposed two-story, single-family residences would range in size from 1,494 sf'to 1,826 sf. Three floorplans
are proposed: Plan 1 (three-bedroom/2.5 bathroom); Plan 2 (three-bedroom/three-bedroom); and Plan 3 (four-
bedroom/three-bathroom). Each unit would include a two-car garage and private driveway. The residences would
be arranged around, and set back approximately 33 feet from, the proposed loop road. In accordance with zoning
development standards for the R3 district, each residence would be a maximum of 50 feet in height. The front
elevations of each unit are proposed to be constructed with various building materials, including stucco; board
and batten siding, James Hardie siding, or horizontal siding; stone or brick veneer; and composition tile roofing,
and would be painted a variety of colors.

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

The City has reviewed the proposed project and prepared an Initial Study (see Attachment). Based on the analysis
within the Initial Study, the City has determined that an EIR should be prepared for the proposed project to address
potential project-related impacts to cultural and historic resources. All other CEQA issue areas were determined
to have no impact, a less-than-significant impact, or a less-than-significant impact with implementation of
mitigation measures included in the Initial Study. The Cultural and Historic Resources chapter will include a
discussion of the existing setting, thresholds of significance, evaluation of potential project-level and cumulative
impacts, mitigation measures, as required. In addition, statutorily required sections will be included. Some
refinement to the issue areas may be required based on comments received during the NOP scoping process.

The following section describes each of the technical chapters of the EIR in further detail.
Cultural and Historic Resources — The Cultural and Historic Resources chapter will summarize the setting and

briefly describe the potential effects to any potential on-site historical and/or archaeological resources due to
implementation of the proposed project. A Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report prepared for the
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proposed project will be the basis for the analysis within the Cultural and Historic Resources chapter of the EIR.
Mitigation will be provided to address any potentially unknown cultural resources.

According to the Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report prepared for the project site, three existing
buildings on the Lippi Ranch Property are potentially eligibility for listing on the National Register of Historic
Place (NRHP) and/or the California Register of Historic Resources (CRHR). Therefore, the Cultural and Historic
Resources chapter discussion will focus on whether development of the proposed project could cause a substantial
change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines.

Statutorily Required Sections — Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 21100(B)(5), the Statutorily Required
Sections chapter of the EIR will address the potential for growth-inducing impacts of the proposed project,
focusing on whether removal of any impediments to growth would occur with the project. A summary of the
significant and unavoidable impacts identified within the EIR will be included in this chapter, as well as a
discussion of significant irreversible impacts. The chapter will also summarize the cumulative impact analyses,
which will be provided in the technical chapter of the EIR.

ALTERNATIVES

In accordance with Section 15126.6(a) of the CEQA Guidelines, the EIR will include an analysis of several project
alternatives, including the No Project Alternative. The Alternatives Analysis chapter will "describe a range of
reasonable alternatives to the project, or to the location of the project, which would feasibly attain most of the
basic objectives of the project but would avoid or substantially lessen any of the significant effects of the project,
and evaluate the comparative merits of the alternatives." The EIR will include sufficient information about each
alternative to allow meaningful evaluation, analysis, and comparison with the proposed project. The significant
effects of the alternatives will be discussed, but in less detail than the significant effects of the proposed project.
The EIR will also include a discussion of the environmentally superior alternative, and a description of
alternatives considered but rejected from detailed analysis.

At this time, the alternatives to be analyzed by the EIR are still under consideration. Input is sought from the
public as to alternatives to be included in the EIR.

SUBMITTING COMMENTS

To ensure that the full range of project issues and alternatives related to the proposed project are addressed and
that all significant issues are identified, comments and suggestions are invited from all interested parties. Written

comments or questions concerning the EIR for the project should be directed to the following address by 5:00
p.m. on April 20, 2023:

City of Galt Community Development Department
ATTN: Kristyn Bitz, Associate Planner

495 Industrial Drive

Galt, CA 95632

(209) 366-7230
kbitz@cityofgalt.org
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In addition, a scoping meeting will be held on April 13, 2023 before the City of Galt Planning Commission. The
doors will open at 5:30 and the meeting begins at 6:00. The Planning Commission meets in the Council Chambers

at 380 Civic Drive. The purpose of the meeting will be to receive verbal and/or written comments from the public
on the NOP.

All comments must include full name and address in order for staff to respond appropriately.
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Figure 1
Regional Project Location
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Figure 2
Project Site Boundaries
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Figure 3
Preliminary Site Plan
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Figure 4
Tentative Subdivision Map
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A. BACKGROUND
1. Project Title: Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project
2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Galt
Community Development Department
495 Industrial Drive
Galt, CA 95632
3. Contact Person and Phone Number: Craig Hoffman
Community Development Director
(209) 366-7230
4, Project Location: East of Freedom Boulevard/2™ Street at the terminus of 3 Street
Galt, CA 95632
APNs: 150-0101-046; 150-0274-006, -007, and -011
5. Project Sponsor’'s Name and Address: Aidan Barry
TTLC Caterina, LLC
110 Blue Ravine Road, Suite 103
Folsom, CA 95630
(916) 945-9719
6. Existing General Plan Designations: Low Density Residential (LDR)
7. Proposed General Plan Designations: Medium High Density Residential (MHDR)
8. Existing Zoning Designations: Low Density Single-Family Residential (R1A)
9. Proposed Zoning Designation: Medium High Density Multiple Family
Residential-Planned Development (R3-PD)

10. Required Approvals from Other Public Agencies: None

11. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

The 8.99-acre project site is located east of Freedom Boulevard/2™ Street at the terminus
of 3" Street and west of the Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks in the City of Galt,
California. The project site is identified by Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs) 150-0101-
046; and 150-0274-006, -007-, and -011. The northern portion of the project site is
currently developed with two single-family residences, a dingbat-style apartment building,
a barn, and a groundwater pumphouse; the remainder of the project site is undeveloped
with fallow agricultural land and limited trees. The project site is generally bound by vacant
land and UPRR tracks to the east; multi-family residences and a pre-school to the north;
a senior mobile home community to the west; and single-family residences to the south.
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12.

13.

B.
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Initial Study

Other surrounding existing uses include a nursing home to the northwest and an approved
residential project, currently under construction, to the east, beyond the UPRR tracks. The
site is currently designated Low Density Residential (LDR) by the City’s General Plan and
the site is zoned Low Density Single-Family Residential (R1A).

Project Description Summary:

The Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project (proposed project) would include demolition of all
existing on-site structures; removal of 60 trees, including four protected oak trees; and
subsequent development of 94 single-family residences, ranging in size from 1,494 square
feet (sf) to 1,826 sf, five bio-retention basins, landscaping, and an internal circulation
network. Site access would be provided by a new landscaped roundabout located at the
terminus of 3™ Street. The proposed project would require approval of a General Plan
Amendment to change the General Plan land use designation from LDR to Medium High
Density Residential (MHDR); a Rezone to change the site’s zoning designation from R1A
to Medium High Density Multiple Family Residential-Planned Development (R3-PD);
Tentative Subdivision Map; and Design Review.

Status of Native American Consultation Pursuant to Public Resources Code Section
21080.3.1:

In compliance with Assembly Bill (AB) 52 (Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1),
tribal consultation letters were sent to the Wilton Rancheria, the Torres Martinez Desert
Cahuilla Indian Tribe, and the Buena Vista Rancheria of Me-Wuk Indians on August 11,
2022. The Wilton Rancheria responded on August 19, 2022 with recommendations for the
evaluation and treatment of tribal cultural resources at the project site. The
recommendations are included herein. Further correspondence with Wilton Rancheria has
not been received to date. The City did not receive communications from the Torres
Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indian Tribe or the Buena Vista Rancheria of Me-Wuk Indians
during the 30-day response period.

SOURCES

The following documents are referenced information sources utilized for this analysis:

1.

California Air Pollution Control Officers Association. Handbook for Analyzing
Greenhouse Gas Emission Reductions, Assessing Climate Vulnerabilities, and
Advancing Health and Equity. December 2021.

California Air Resources Board. 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality.
November 16, 2022.

California Air Resources Board. Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community
Health Perspective. April 2005.

California Building Standards Commission. 2022 California Green Building Standards
Code. 2023.

California Department of Conservation. California Earthquake Hazards Zone Application.
Available at: https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cqs/EQZApp/app/. Accessed February
2022.

California Department of Conservation. California Important Farmland Finder. Available
at: https://maps.conservation.ca.qov/DLRP/CIFF/. Accessed August 2022.

California Department of Finance. E-5 Population and Housing Estimates for Cities,
Counties, and the State, January 2021-2022, with 2020 Benchmark. Available at:
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https://dof.ca.gov/forecasting/demographics/estimates/estimates-e5-2010-2021/.
Accessed August 2022.

8. California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Sacramento County, Very High
Fire Hazard Severity Zones in LRA. July 30, 2008. Available at:
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/divisions/wildfire-planning-engineering/wildland-hazards-building-
codes/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps/. Accessed August 2022.

9. California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle). Facility/Site
Summary Details: Sacramento County Landfill (Kiefer) (34-AA-0001). Available at
https://www?2.calrecycle.ca.gov/SolidWaste/SiteActivity/Details/20707?sitelD=2507.
Accessed October 2022.

10. California Department of Transportation. California Scenic Highway System Map.
Available at:
https://caltrans.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html|?id=465dfd3d807c46cc8
e8057116flaacaa. Accessed August 2022.

11. California Tree and Landscape Consulting, Inc. Arborist Report for Lippi Ranch
Development Project, Galt, CA Parcel Numbers 50-0247-006, 007, 011, & 150-0101-
046. July 15, 2022.

12.Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Overview of Water-related Diseases and
Contaminants in Private Wells. Available at:
https://www.cdc.gov/healthywater/drinking/private/wells/diseases.html. Accessed
February 2023.

13. City of Galt. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan Update. June 2021.

14.City of Galt. Bicycle Transportation Plan. January 2011.

15. City of Galt. City of Galt 2021-2029 Housing Element Existing Conditions Report. May
2022.

16. City of Galt. City of Galt General Plan Policy Document. April 2009.

17.City of Galt. City of Galt. City of Galt General Plan Existing Conditions Report.
November 2005.

18. City of Galt. Environmental Impact Report for the 2030 Galt General Plan, Circulation
and Transportation. July 2008.

19. City of Galt. Wastewater. Available at: https://www.cityofgalt.org/government/public-
works-department/utilities-division/wastewater. Accessed August 2022.

20.Cosumnes Community Services Department. Fire Department Strategic Plan 2022-
2027. Adopted 2022.

21.Department of Toxic Substances Control. Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List.
Available at:
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search?cmd=search&reporttype=CORTESE&S
ite type=CSITES,FUDS&status=ACT,BKLG,COM&reporttitle=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+A
ND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29/. Accessed August 2022.

22.ECORP Consulting, Inc. Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report for Lippi
Ranch, Sacramento County, California. March 2023.

23.Federal Emergency Management Agency. Flood Insurance Rate Map 06067C0606J.
Effective October 20, 2016.

24.GHD. East Galt Infill Annexation/Simmerhorn Ranch Project Initial Study/Mitigated
Negative Declaration. May 2020.

25.GHD. SB 743 — Draft Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Guidance. April 28, 2022.

26.Governor’s Office of Planning and Research. Technical Advisory on Evaluating
Transportation Impacts in CEQA. December 2018.
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27.Madrone Ecological Consulting. Biological Review for the Lippi Ranch Property, City of
Galt, Sacramento County, CA. August 22, 2022.

28.Sacramento County. County of Sacramento General Plan Conservation Element.
Amended September 26, 2017.

29. Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Guidance to Address the
Friant Ranch Ruling for CEQA Projects in the Sac Metro Air District. October 2020.

30. Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Guide to Air Quality
Assessment in Sacramento County. May 2018.

31.Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Guide to Air Quality
Assessment, Chapter 4: Operational Criteria Air Pollutant and Precursor Emissions.
October 2020.

32.Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Landscaping Guidance for
Improving Air Quality Near Roadways. May 2020.

33. Saxelby Acoustics. Environmental Noise Assessment, Lippi Ranch Subdivision, City of
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving
at least one impact that is “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

OO0 %xx [

D.

Aesthetics O Agriculture and Forest O  Air Quality
Resources

Biological Resources ®  Cultural Resources 0 Energy
Geology and Soils ® Greenhouse Gas Emissions ® Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water O Land Use and Planning O Mineral Resources
Quality
Noise O Population and Housing O Public Services
Recreation ® Transportation ®  Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities and Service O  wildfire O Mandatory Findings of
Systems Significance

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial study:

[l

[l

| find that the Proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment,
and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

I find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the
environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the
project have been made by or agreed to by the applicant. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the Proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially
significant unless mitigated” on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and
2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described
on attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier
EIR pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to
that earlier EIR, including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the
proposed project, nothing further is required.

Signhature Date

City of Galt,

Craig Hoffman Community Development Director

Printed Name For
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E. INTRODUCTION

This Initial Study identifies and analyzes the potential environmental impacts of the Lippi Ranch
Subdivision Project (proposed project). The information and analysis presented in this document
is organized in accordance with the order of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
checklist in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines.

Where the analysis provided in this document identifies potentially significant environmental
effects of the project that can be mitigated to a less-than-significant level, mitigation measures
are prescribed. Where the analysis provided in this document identifies potentially significant
environmental effects of the project that require additional analysis, further evaluation of such
effects will be provided in the Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to be prepared for the project.
The mitigation measures prescribed for environmental effects described in this Initial Study would
be implemented in conjunction with the project, as required by CEQA, and the mitigation
measures would be incorporated into the project through Conditions of Approval. The City would
adopt findings and a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for the project in
conjunction with approval of the project.

In April 2009, the City of Galt completed a comprehensive General Plan Update (GPU). An EIR
was prepared for the GPU. The GPU EIR is a program EIR, prepared pursuant to Section 15168
of the CEQA Guidelines (Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Sections 15000 et seq.). The
Galt GPU EIR analyzed full implementation of the Galt GPU and identified measures to mitigate
the significant adverse impacts associated with the General Plan.

The impact discussions for each section of this Initial Study have been largely based on
information in the City of Galt General Plan, City of Galt General Plan EIR, as well as technical
studies prepared specifically for the proposed project.

F. PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The following provides a description of the project site’s current location and setting, as well as
the proposed project components and the discretionary actions required for the project.

Project Location and Setting
The City of Galt is located within Sacramento County and is approximately 27 miles south of the

City of Sacramento and 10 miles north of the City of Lodi. State Route (SR) 99 runs in a north-
south direction through the City of Galt and provides regional access to the City. The 8.99-acre
project site is located east of Freedom Boulevard/2™ Street at the terminus of 3™ Street and west
of the UPRR tracks in the City of Galt (see Figure 1 and Figure 2). The project site is identified by
APNs 150-0101-046; and 150-0274-006, -007-, and -011. The site is designated LDR in the City’s
General Plan and is zoned R1A.

The northern portion of the project site is currently developed with two single-family residences,
a dingbat-style apartment building, a barn, and a groundwater pumphouse; the remainder of the
project site is undeveloped with fallow agricultural land and limited trees. The project site is
generally bound by vacant land and UPRR tracks to the east; multi-family residences and a pre-
school to the north; a senior mobile home community to the west; and single-family residences to
the south. Other surrounding existing uses include a nursing home to the northwest and an
approved residential project, currently under construction, to the east, beyond the UPRR tracks.
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Figure 1
Regional Project Location
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Figure 2
Project Site Boundaries

Y

Convenience Store

Y
N
Single-Family \
Residences Pre-School \ Single-Family
\ Residences

h =
1 Multi-Family
Residences
V' -

Nursing Home

Vacant Caterina Estates
Residential Project
(Approved)

Senior Mobile
Home Community Land

Single-Family
Residences

Single-Family Vacant
Residences Land

March 2023



Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project
Initial Study

Project Components
The proposed project would include demolition of all existing on-site structures; removal of 60

trees, including four protected oak trees; and subsequent development of the site with 94 single-
family residential units, five bio-retention basins, landscaping, and an internal circulation network
(see Figure 3). The proposed project would require approval of a General Plan Amendment,
Rezone, Tentative Subdivision Map, and Design Review, each of which are described in further
detail below.

General Plan Amendment

The proposed project would require a General Plan Amendment to change the land use
designation of the project site from LDR to MHDR. The MHDR land use designation provides for
single-family detached and attached homes, secondary residential units, public and quasi-public
uses, and similar, compatible uses. The MHDR land use designation provides a transition from
lower density residential areas and is often close to commercial/office professional areas, and
arterial streets. The allowable residential density for the MHDR land use designation ranges from
eight to 14 dwelling units per acre (du/ac) with a minimum lot size of 2,000 sf. The residential
density of the proposed project is 10.44 du/ac.

Rezone

The proposed project would require a Rezone to change the zoning designation of the project site
from R1A to R3-PD. The R3 zoning district provides a medium high density residential
environment for condominiums and apartments. The R3 zoning district allows for a transition from
lower-density residential areas and is often close to commercial/office professional areas, and
arterial streets. The allowable residential density for the R3 zoning district ranges from eight to 14
du/ac, consistent with the MHDR land use designation.

The intent of the PD combining district is to encourage a creative and efficient approach to the
use of land; maximize choice in the type of development available in the City; encourage the
efficient allocation and maintenance of open space; provide for the redistribution of overall density
where such rearrangement is desirable; and provide the means for greater creativity and flexibility
in design than are provided under the strict application of the other zoning district regulations,
while at the same time preserving the public interest, health, safety, welfare, and property values.
Requirements for the PD combining district, such as a Development Plan and Design Standards,
would be established as part of the adoption of the R3-PD zoning district for the project site.
Following approval of the Rezone, the proposed project would comply with the adopted Final
Development Plan of the R3-PD zoning district for the project site, which would include project-
specific development standards.

Tentative Subdivision Map

The Tentative Subdivision Map would subdivide the project site into 94 single-family residential
lots, five bio-retention basins, landscaping, and an internal circulation network (see Figure 4). The
single-family lots would range in size from 2,228 sf to 4,395 sf. Below is additional detail regarding
the site access and circulation, landscaping, utility infrastructure, and off-site improvements.

Site Access and Circulation

Primary site access would be provided by a landscaped roundabout located at the terminus of 3™
Street. A new loop road (“Amadeo Circle”) would be constructed throughout the project site to
provide access to each unit. A total of 13 alleyways from the new Amadeo Circle would be located
between rows of residences. The right-of-way for the new loop road would be approximately 48
feet wide (see Figure 5).
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Figure 3
Preliminary Site Plan
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Figure 4
Tentative Subdivision Map
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Figure 5
Preliminary Roadway Sections
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New curbs, gutters, and five-foot-wide sidewalks would be included along the roadway. The
internal sidewalks would be located on both side of the roadway and connect to the existing
sidewalk on the west side of 3™ Street. Emergency vehicle access would be provided by the
roundabout at the terminus of 3™ Street and a new driveway off of Freedom Boulevard/2™ Street,
which would connect to the northernmost residential alley in the northwestern corner of the site
(see Figure 6 and Figure 7). The emergency vehicle access road would be gated and would not
be accessible to the general public.

Landscaping

As part of the proposed project, 60 on-site trees would be removed. Landscaping improvements
would be provided throughout the site and a variety of trees, shrubs, and drought-tolerant
landscaping would be provided along the new Amadeo Circle, as well as the frontage of the
residential lots (see Figure 8). Native oak woodlands would be planted along the western
boundary of the site, adjacent to a five-foot-wide concrete walking path, which would wrap around
the southern and western boundaries of the project site, adjacent to the existing single-family
residences and senior mobile home community, respectively. Paseos and benches would be
provided along the walking path route. As previously noted, a landscaped roundabout would be
located at the entrance to the site off of 3" Street. Two landscaped areas would be located west
of the roundabout. The northernmost landscaped area would include a picnic table and the
second landscaped area would include a bike rack, picnic table, bench, and play structure with
an art element. All landscaping would comply with the State’s Model Water Efficient Landscape
Ordinance (MWELO).

Utilities

Treated water service for the project would be provided by the City of Galt. The proposed project
would include construction of new eight-inch water lines throughout the project site, with
connections to the existing eight-inch water main north of the project boundary, which connects
to the six- and eight-inch water mains in Freedom Boulevard/2™ Street and 3™ Street,
respectively. The existing four- and six-inch water line within 3 Street would be upgraded to a
12-inch water line. On-site water would be routed to the new 12-inch water line within 3" Street.
Additionally, six new fire hydrants would be provided throughout the project site (see Figure 9).

Sanitary sewer service for the proposed project would also be provided by the City of Galt. The
City operates and maintains the sewer system, which collects wastewater flows from individual
developments within the City and conveys them to the City’s wastewater treatment plant (WWTP)
located at 10059 Twin Cities Road. The proposed project would include construction of new eight-
inch sanitary sewer lines and sanitary sewer manholes throughout the project site. The existing
six-inch sanitary sewer line within 3 Street would be upgraded to an eight-inch sanitary sewer
line. On-site sewage would be routed to the new eight-inch sewer line within 3 Street.

Stormwater draining off impervious surfaces such as roofs, parking areas, and drive aisles within
the project site would be captured by curb inlets and routed by way of new storm drain manholes
and 12-, 18-, to 24-inch storm drain lines within the project site to five new bio-retention basins
(see Figure 10).

Four bio-retention basins would be located along the eastern portion of the site and west of
Amadeo Circle; one bio-retention basin would be located in the southwest corner of the project
site. Each bio-retention basin would be planted with sod grass and would provide for treatment
and detention of stormwater prior to discharging to the City’s existing 72-inch storm drain line
located along the eastern boundary of the project site.
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Figure 6
Emergency Vehicle Access Exhibit
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Figure 7
Preliminary Fire Access Plan
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Figure 8
Landscape Plan
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Figure 9
Utility Plan
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Figure 10
Preliminary Grading and Drainage Plan
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Off-Site Improvements

To facilitate utility access to the project site, the proposed project would include off-site
improvements to replace existing water and sanitary sewer lines within 3" Street (see Figure 10
and Figure 11). Specifically, the proposed project would include replacement of the existing six-
inch sanitary sewer line within 3 Street from the northern boundary of the project site to F Street
with an eight-inch sanitary sewer line. In addition, the existing six-inch water line within 3 Street
from the northern boundary of the project site to F Street and the existing four-inch water line from
F Street to D Street would be replaced with a new 12-inch water line. The new 12-inch water line
would extend to the existing 12-inch water line at C Street. In addition, a portion of the new
sidewalk would extend from the entrance of the project site and connect to the existing sidewalk
on the west side of 3™ Street.

Design Review

Pursuant to Section 18.68.100 of the Development Code, the project would be subject to Design
Review by the City. The purpose of Design Review is to establish procedures and standards to
promote excellence in site planning and building design, to encourage the harmonious
appearance of buildings and sites, to ensure that new and modified uses will be compatible with
existing and potential development of the surrounding area, to ensure that projects comply with
the design standards and intent of specific plans, and to produce and environment of stable and
desirable character. Additional detail regarding the proposed residences is provided below.

Proposed Residences

The proposed two-story, single-family residences would range in size from 1,494 sf to 1,826 sf.
Three floorplans are proposed: Plan 1 (three-bedroom/2.5 bathroom); Plan 2 (three-
bedroom/three-bedroom); and Plan 3 (four-bedroom/three-bathroom). Each unit would include a
two-car garage and private driveway. The residences would be arranged around, and set back
approximately 33 feet from, the proposed Amadeo Circle. In accordance with zoning development
standards for the R3 district, each residence would be a maximum of 50 feet in height. The front
elevations of each unit are proposed to be constructed with various building materials, including
stucco; board and batten siding, James Hardie siding, or horizontal siding; stone or brick veneer;
and composition tile roofing, and would be painted a variety of colors.

Demolition, Grading, and Construction Details

Construction of the proposed project would include grading of the 8.99-acre project site, as well
as trenching for utility improvements. The project would also require demolition of all existing
structures on-site and the removal of 60 on-site trees. In addition, a total of 100 cubic yards of
soil would be exported during site preparation.

Discretionary Actions
The proposed project would require the following approvals from the City of Galt:

Certification of the EIR;

Approval of a General Plan Amendment from LDR to MHDR;
Approval of a Rezone from R1A to R3-PD;

Approval of a Tentative Subdivision Map; and

Approval of a Design Review.
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Figure 11
Offsite Utility Plan
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G. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

The following checklist contains the environmental checklist form presented in Appendix G of the
CEQA Guidelines. The checklist form is used to describe the impacts of the proposed project. A
discussion follows each environmental issue identified in the checklist. For this checklist, the
following designations are used:

Potentially Significant Impact: An impact that could be significant, and for which no mitigation
has been identified. If any potentially significant impacts are identified, an EIR must be prepared.

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: An impact that requires mitigation to
reduce the impact to a less-than-significant level.

Less-Than-Significant Impact: Any impact that would not be considered significant under CEQA
relative to existing standards.

No Impact: The project would not have any impact.
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) Less-Than-
I.  AESTHETICS. oot Somfeant Leshar o
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? [ L] [ R
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including,
but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and [ Ul [ 4
historic buildings within a State scenic highway?
c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the
existing visual character or quality of public views of
the site and its surroundings? (Public views are
those that are experienced from publicly accessible [ O % O
vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area,
would the project conflict with applicable zoning and
other regulations governing scenic quality?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare

which would adversely affect day or nighttime views [ Ul E L]
in the area?

Discussion

a,b.

Examples of typical scenic vistas include mountain ranges, ridgelines, or bodies of water
as viewed from a highway, public space, or other area designated for the express purpose
of viewing and sightseeing. In general, a project’s impact to a scenic vista would occur if
development of the project would substantially change or remove a scenic vista. According
to the City’s General Plan, scenic vistas are not located in the vicinity of the project site,
and, therefore, would not be affected by the proposed project.

According to the California Scenic Highway Mapping System, the project site is located
11.33 miles west of SR160, which is the nearest officially designated State Scenic
Highway to the project site.! Because the project site is not visible from SR 160, the
proposed project would not have the potential to damage scenic resources within a State
scenic highway. The proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista or substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees,
rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a State scenic highway. Therefore, no
impact would occur.

The project site is located within an urbanized area of the City. Therefore, the applicable
CEQA consideration is whether the project would conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations related to scenic quality.

The project site has been previously anticipated for residential development by the City’s
General Plan, and impacts related to degradation of visual character and quality were
analyzed in the General Plan EIR. While the project would require a General Plan
Amendment from LDR to MHDR and a Rezone from R1A to R3-PD, the proposed
development would be generally consistent with the type of development anticipated for
the site, as well as the existing residential development to the west and south of the site.
Following approval of the Rezone, the proposed project would comply with the adopted
Final Development Plan of the R3-PD zoning district for the project site, which would
include project-specific development standards.

1

California Department of Transportation. California Scenic Highway System Map. Available at:
https://caltrans.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.htm|?id=465dfd3d807c46cc8e8057116flaacaa.

Accessed August 2022.
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Furthermore, pursuant to Section 18.68.100 of the Development Code, the project would
undergo a Design Review. The purpose of Design Review is to establish procedures and
standards to promote excellence in site planning and building design, to encourage the
harmonious appearance of buildings and sites, to ensure that new and modified uses will
be compatible with existing and potential development of the surrounding area, to ensure
that projects comply with the design standards and intent of specific plans, and to produce
an environment of stable and desirable character. Thus, the Design Review process would
ensure that the proposed project would be consistent with design standards related to
scenic quality. In addition, the proposed project would include landscaping features at the
project site frontage, as well as oak woodland plantings, walkways, and bioretention
basins along the southern and western boundaries of the site, which would help screen
the proposed development from the adjacent existing residences.

Based on the above, the proposed project would not conflict with applicable zoning and
other regulations governing scenic quality, and a less-than-significant impact would
occur.

The only existing sources of light and glare on the project site are associated with the two
existing single-family residences, apartment building, and barn located on the northern
portion of the site. Therefore, redevelopment of the project site with 94 residences would
add new sources of light and glare to the site, where minimal sources currently exist. It is
anticipated that appropriate building materials, such as low-glare glass and low-glare
building glaze or finish, would be used in the construction of the proposed residences to
prevent light and glare from adversely affecting adjacent properties. The proposed project
is also anticipated to include street lights along Amadeo Circle and along the project site
frontage, as well as interior lights spilling from the windows of future residences. In
addition, the proposed project would generate vehicle trips which, in turn, would create
sources of light from vehicle headlights. As previously discussed, the project site is
surrounded by existing development, including similar land uses as the proposed project.
Light and glare associated with the proposed project would be expected to be similar to
that of the surrounding area.

Redevelopment on the project site would be subject to the City of Galt’s Design Review
process. The proposed project would also be required to implement all relevant goals and
policies of the City’s General Plan. Applicable General Plan goals and policies designed
to minimize impacts resulting from new sources of substantial light or glare include, but
are not limited to, the following:

o Policy CC-1.11: Outdoor Lighting. The City shall ensure that future development
includes provisions for the design of outdoor light fixtures to be directed/shielded
downward and screened to avoid nighttime spillover effects on adjacent land uses
and nighttime sky conditions.

¢ Policy CC-1.12: Reflective Materials. The City shall consider a range of building
materials to ensure that future building design reduces the impacts of daytime
glare.

Compliance with the aforementioned policies from the City’s General Plan and the Design
Review process would ensure that the light and glare created by the proposed project
would be consistent with the levels of light and glare currently emitted in the surrounding
area, and would not adversely affect the existing residences to the north, south, or west
of the site. Therefore, the proposed project would result in a less-than-significant impact
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related to creating a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect
day or nighttime views in the area.
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1. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST Potentially ﬁ;ﬁ,{l‘;ﬁt Less-Than- o
R ESO U RC ES . Significant ) \_Nlth_ Significant Impact
i Impact Mitigation Impact
Would the prOJect: Incorporated
a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland [ O % O
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California
Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a N 0 N %
Williamson Act contract?
c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of,
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public 0 0 0 %
Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?
d. Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest 0 0 0 %
land to non-forest use?
e. Involve other changes in the existing environment

which, due to their location or nature, could result in 0 0 % 0
conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Discussion

a,e.

Currently, the northern portion of the subject property is developed with two single-family
residences, a dingbat-style apartment building, a barn, and a groundwater pumphouse;
the remainder of the project site is undeveloped with fallow agricultural land and trees.
According to the California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program (FMMP), the northern portion of the project site is designated as
“Urban and Built Up Land,” while the remainder of the project site is designated “Farmland
of Local Importance.”? The project site and off-site improvement areas do not contain, and
are not located adjacent to, Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance.

The City of Galt General Plan does not identify farmland resources within the project area,
and the site is not designated, zoned, or used for farmland or other agricultural purposes.
However, due to the existing California Department of Conservation designations,
implementation of the proposed project would convert land designated as Farmland of
Local Importance to non-agricultural uses. In the hierarchy of farmland quality recognized
by the FMMP, Farmland of Local Importance is neither Prime Farmland, Farmland of
Statewide Importance, nor Unique Farmland. Farmland of Local Importance ranks below
these categories in terms of quality and importance and is not recognized in the CEQA
thresholds of significance with respect to farmland conversion.

While the project would require approval of a General Plan Amendment and Rezone, both
the existing and proposed land use and zoning designations allow for residential
development. Therefore, development of the project site with non-agricultural uses has
been previously analyzed in the General Plan EIR. While the General Plan EIR concluded
that impacts to agricultural land would be significant and unavoidable, because buildout

2

California Department of Conservation. California Important Farmland Finder. Available at:
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/. Accessed August 2022.
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of the General Plan would permanently convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, and
Farmland of Statewide Importance to non-agricultural uses, the Galt City Council adopted
Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations for the significant and
unavoidable impacts associated with the General Plan buildout. Therefore, impacts
associated with conversion of the project site have already been anticipated by the City.
As a result, the project’s impact would be less than significant related to the conversion
of Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland)
to a non-agricultural use.

The project site is currently zoned R1A and, thus, has been anticipated for development
with residential uses by the City. The project site is not zoned for agricultural use and is
not under a Williamson Act contract. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict
with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract, and no impact would
occur.

The project site is not considered forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section
12220[qg]), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), and is not
zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code section 51104[g]). As
noted above, the project site is currently zoned R1A. Therefore, the proposed project
would not conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or
timberland zoned Timberland Production, and the project would not otherwise result in the
loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Thus, no impact would
occur.
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Potentiall Significant Less-Than-
. Al R QUALITY Signifkl:an{ I wlitlh Significant | No i
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact mpac
Incorporated
a. C_onfllct_W|th or obstruct implementation of the applicable 0 0 ® 0
air quality plan?
b. Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-
. : : ] ] E Ul
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient
air quality standard?
c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 0 0 ® 0
concentrations?
d. Result in other emissions (such as those leading to

odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of [ ] x O
people?

Discussion

a,b.

The City of Galt is located within the boundaries of the Sacramento Valley Air Basin
(SVAB) and under the jurisdiction of the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management
District (SMAQMD). Federal and State ambient air quality standards (AAQS) have been
established for six common air pollutants, known as criteria pollutants, due to the potential
for pollutants to be detrimental to human health and the environment. The criteria
pollutants include particulate matter (PM), ground-level ozone, carbon monoxide (CO),
sulfur oxides, nitrogen oxides (NOx), and lead. At the federal level, Sacramento County is
designated as severe nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone AAQS, nonattainment for the
24-hour PM2s AAQS, and attainment or unclassified for all other criteria pollutant AAQS.
At the State level, the area is designated as a serious nonattainment area for the 1-hour
ozone AAQS, nonattainment for the 8-hour ozone AAQS, nonattainment for the 24-hour
PMjio, AAQS, and attainment or unclassified for all other State AAQS.

Due to the nonattainment designations, SMAQMD, along with the other air districts in the
SVAB region, is required to develop plans to attain the federal and State AAQS for ozone
and particulate matter. The attainment plans currently in effect for the SVAB are the 2013
Revisions to the Sacramento Regional 8-Hour Ozone Attainment and Reasonable Further
Progress Plan (2013 Ozone Attainment Plan), PM2s Implementation/Maintenance Plan
and Re-designation Request for Sacramento PM;s Nonattainment Area (PM2s
Implementation/Maintenance Plan), and the 1991 Air Quality Attainment Plan (AQAP),
including triennial reports. The air quality plans include emissions inventories to measure
the sources of air pollutants, to evaluate how well different control measures have worked,
and show how air pollution would be reduced. In addition, the plans include the estimated
future levels of pollution to ensure that the area would meet air quality goals.

Nearly all development projects in the Sacramento region have the potential to generate
air pollutants that may increase the difficulty of attaining federal and State AAQS. In order
to evaluate ozone and other criteria air pollutant emissions and support attainment goals
for those pollutants for which the area is designated nonattainment, SMAQMD has
developed the Guide to Air Quality Assessment in Sacramento County (SMAQMD CEQA
Guide), which includes recommended thresholds of significance, including mass emission
thresholds for construction-related and operational ozone precursors, as the area is under
nonattainment for ozone.®> The SMAQMD’s recommended thresholds of significance for
the ozone precursors reactive organic compounds (ROG) and NOx, which are expressed

3

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Guide to Air Quality Assessment in Sacramento
County. Revised April 2021.
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in pounds per day (Ibs/day) and tons per year (tons/yr), are presented in Table 1. As shown
in the table, SMAQMD has construction and operational thresholds of significance for
PMi1o and PM2s expressed in both Ibs/day and tons/yr. Because construction equipment
emits relatively low levels of ROG, and ROG emissions from other construction processes
(e.g., asphalt paving, architectural coatings) are typically regulated by SMAQMD,
SMAQMD has not adopted a construction emissions threshold for ROG.

Table 1
SMAQMD Thresholds of Significance
Pollutant Construction Thresholds | Operational Thresholds
ROG -- 65 Ibs/day
NOx 85 Ibs/day 65 Ibs/day
PMuo* 80 Ibs/day 80 Ibs/day
14.6 tons/yr 14.6 tons/yr
PMa.c* 82 Ibs/day 82 Ibs/day
' 15 tonsl/yr 15 tonsl/yr
*  The thresholds of significance for PM1o and PMzs presented above are only applicable if all feasible
best available control technology/best management practices (BACT/BMPs) are applied. If all feasible
BACT/BMPs are not applied, then the applicable threshold is zero. All feasible BACT/BMPs would be
applied to the proposed project.
Source: SMAQMD, SMAQMD CEQA Guide Revised April 2021.

In order to determine whether the proposed project would result in criteria pollutant
emissions in excess of the applicable thresholds of significance presented above, the
proposed project’s construction and operational emissions were quantified using the web-
based California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod) software version 2022.1 — a
statewide model designed to provide a uniform platform for government agencies, land
use planners, and environmental professionals to quantify air quality emissions, including
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, from land use projects. The model applies inherent
default values for various land uses, including construction data, trip generation rates,
vehicle mix, trip length, average speed, etc. However, where project-specific data is
available, such data should be input into the model.

The proposed project’s modeling assumed the following:

e Construction would begin in May 2024 and occur over approximately one and a
half years;

¢ Demolition would involve the removal of 12,000 sf of building material; and

e Site preparation would involve the export of 100 cubic yards of soil.

The proposed project’s estimated emissions associated with construction and operations
and the project’s contribution to cumulative air quality conditions are provided below. All
CalEEMod results are included as Appendix A to this Initial Study.

Construction Emissions

During construction of the proposed project, various types of equipment and vehicles
would temporarily operate on the project site. Construction exhaust emissions would be
generated from construction equipment, vegetation clearing and earth movement
activities, construction worker commutes, and construction material hauling for the entire
construction period. The aforementioned activities would involve the use of diesel- and
gasoline-powered equipment that would generate emissions of criteria pollutants. Project
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construction activities also represent sources of fugitive dust, which includes PM
emissions. As construction of the proposed project would generate air pollutant emissions
intermittently within the site and vicinity, until all construction has been completed,
construction is a potential concern because the project is in a non-attainment area for
ozone, PMyg, and PMzs.

To apply the construction thresholds presented in Table 1, projects must implement all
feasible SMAQMD BACTs and BMPs related to dust control. The control of fugitive dust
during construction is required by SMAQMD Rule 403, and enforced by SMAQMD staff.
The BMPs for dust control include the following:

o Water all exposed surfaces two times daily. Exposed surfaces include, but are not
limited to soil piles, graded areas, unpaved parking areas, staging areas, and
access roads;

e Cover or maintain at least two feet of free board space on haul trucks transporting
soil, sand, or other loose material on the site. Any haul trucks that would be
traveling along freeways or major roadways should be covered;

¢ Use wet power vacuum street sweepers to remove any visible trackout mud or dirt
onto adjacent public roads at least once a day. Use of dry power sweeping is
prohibited;

e Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour (mph);

¢ All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, parking lots to be paved should be completed
as soon as possible. In addition, building pads should be laid as soon as possible
after grading unless seeding or soil binders are used;

e Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing
the time of idling to 5 minutes [California Code of Regulations [CCR], Title 13,
sections 2449(d)(3) and 2485]. Provide clear signage that posts this requirement
for workers at the entrances to the site;

e Provide current certificate(s) of compliance for the California Air Resources
Board’s (CARB’s) In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets Regulation [CCR, Title
13, sections 2449 and 2449.1]. For more information contact CARB at 877-593-
6677, doors@arb.ca.gov, or www.arb.ca.gov/doors/compliance certl.html; and

e Maintain all construction equipment in proper working condition according to
manufacturer’'s specifications. The equipment must be checked by a certified
mechanic and determined to be running in proper condition before it is operated.

Compliance with the foregoing measures is required pursuant to Rule 403, and project
construction is assumed to include compliance with the foregoing measures. The foregoing
measures would also be incorporated into the project through Conditions of Approval.
Consequently, the project PM emissions are assessed in comparison to the thresholds
presented in Table 1 above.

According to the CalEEMod results, the proposed project would result in maximum
unmitigated construction criteria air pollutant emissions as shown in Table 2.

29
March 2023


http://www.arb.ca.gov/doors/compliance_cert1.html

Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project

Initial Study
Table 2
Maximum Unmitigated Construction Emissions
Proposed Project Threshold of Exceeds

Pollutant Emissions Significance Threshold?

NOx 36.1 Ibs/day 85 Ibs/day NO

PMio 21.5 Ibs/day and 0.29 tons/yr 80 Ibs/day and 14.6 tons/yr NO

PMz.s 11.6 Ibs/day and 0.16 tons/yr 82 Ibs/day and 14.6 tons/yr NO
Source: CalEEMod, February 2023 (see Appendix A).

As shown in the table, the project’s construction emissions would be below the applicable
SMAQMD thresholds of significance for NOx, PMio, and PMzs. In addition, the proposed
project would be required to comply with all SMAQMD rules and regulations for
construction, which would further reduce construction emissions of criteria pollutants to
levels lower than those presented in Table 2. Applicable rules and regulations would
include, but would not be limited to, the following:

Rule 403 related to Fugitive Dust;

Rule 404 Related to Particulate Matter;

Rule 407 related to Open Burning;

Rule 442 related to Architectural Coatings;

Rule 453 related to Cutback and Emulsified Asphalt Paving Materials; and
Rule 460 related to Adhesives and Sealants.

Thus, in accordance with SMAQMD guidance, the proposed project would be considered
to have a less-than-significant impact on air quality during construction.

Operational Emissions

Operational emissions of ROG, NOx, and PM would be generated by the proposed project
from both mobile and stationary sources. Day-to-day activities, such as the future vehicle
trips to and from the project site, would make up the majority of the mobile emissions.
Emissions would also occur from area sources, such as landscape maintenance
equipment exhaust.

According to the CalEEMod results, the estimated operational emissions for the project
are presented below in Table 3. It should be noted that the proposed project would not
involve installation or operation of any pieces of equipment that would require
implementation of SMAQMD’s BACTSs; therefore, the proposed project would be subject
to SMAQMD'’s mass emissions thresholds for PMip and PM_s.

Table 3
Maximum Unmitigated Operational Emissions
Operational Exceeds
Pollutant Project Emissions Threshold Threshold?
ROG 5.47 Ibs/day 65 |bs/day NO
NOx 45.6 Ibs/day 65 |bs/day NO
PMio 3.23 Ibs/day and 0.58 tons/yr | 80 Ibs/day and 14.6 tons/yr NO
PMz.s 0.69 Ibs/day and 0.12 tons/yr 82 Ibs/day and 15 tons/yr NO
Source: CalEEMod, February 2023 (see Appendix A).
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As Table 3 indicates, the project’s maximum unmitigated operational emissions would be
below the applicable thresholds of significance. Therefore, operations associated with the
proposed project would not substantially contribute to the SVAB’s non-attainment status
for ozone or PMi,, and a less-than-significant impact would occur associated with
operations,

Cumulative Emissions

A cumulative impact analysis considers a project over time in conjunction with other past,
present, and reasonably foreseeable future projects whose impacts might compound
those of the project being assessed. Due to the dispersive nature and regional sourcing
of air pollutants, air pollution is already largely a cumulative impact. The non-attainment
status of regional pollutants, including ozone and PM, is a result of past and present
development and, thus, cumulative impacts related to these pollutants could be
considered cumulatively significant.

Adopted SMAQMD rules and regulations, as well as the thresholds of significance, have
been developed with the intent to ensure continued attainment of AAQS, or to work
towards attainment of AAQS for which the area is currently designated non-attainment,
consistent with applicable air quality plans. As future attainment of AAQS is a function of
successful implementation of SMAQMD’s planning efforts, according to the SMAQMD
CEQA Guide, by exceeding the SMAQMD's project-level thresholds for construction or
operational emissions, a project could contribute to the region’s non-attainment status for
ozone and PM emissions and could be considered to conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the SMAQMD's air quality planning efforts.

As discussed above, the proposed project would result in construction and operational
emissions below all applicable SMAQMD thresholds of significance for criteria pollutants.
Therefore, the project would not be considered to result in a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment, and
impacts would be considered less than significant.

Conclusion

As discussed above, both construction-related and operational emissions resulting from
implementation of the proposed project would be below SMAQMD'’s applicable thresholds
of significance. Because the proposed project would result in emissions below the
applicable thresholds of significance during both construction and operations, the
proposed project would not violate an AAQS, contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation, or result in PM concentrations greater than the applicable
thresholds. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would result.

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to air pollution than others, due to the
types of population groups or activities involved. Heightened sensitivity may be caused by
health problems, proximity to the emissions source, and/or duration of exposure to air
pollutants. Children, pregnant women, the elderly, and those with existing health problems
are especially vulnerable to the effects of air pollution. Sensitive receptors are typically
defined as facilities where sensitive receptor population groups (i.e., children, the elderly,
the acutely ill, and the chronically ill) are likely to be located. Accordingly, land uses that
are typically considered to be sensitive receptors include residences, schools,
playgrounds, childcare centers, retirement homes, convalescent homes, hospitals, and
medical clinics. In the vicinity of the project site, sensitive land uses include existing single-
family residences located to the west and south of the project site; a pre-school located
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north of the project site; and a nursing home to the northwest of the project site. The
nearest receptors are located approximately 75 feet to the west of where project
construction would occur.

The major pollutant concentrations of concern are localized CO, toxic air contaminants
(TACs), and criteria pollutants, which are discussed in further detail below.

Localized CO Emissions

Localized concentrations of CO are related to the levels of traffic and congestion along
streets and at intersections. Pursuant to the SMAQMD CEQA Guide, emissions of CO are
generally of less concern than other criteria pollutants, as operational activities are not
likely to generate substantial quantities of CO, and the SVAB has been in attainment for
CO for multiple years.* The proposed project would not involve operational changes that
could result in long-term generation of CO. The use of construction equipment at the
project site would result in limited generation of CO; however, the total amount of CO
emitted by construction equipment would be minimal and would not have the potential to
result in health risks to any nearby receptors. Consequently, the proposed project would
result in a less-than-significant impact related to localized CO emissions.

TAC Emissions

Another category of environmental concern is TACs. The CARB’s Air Quality and Land
Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective (Handbook) provides recommended
setback distances for sensitive land uses from major sources of TACs, including, but not
limited to, freeways and high traffic roads, distribution centers, and rail yards.® The CARB
has identified diesel particulate matter (DPM) from diesel-fueled engines as a TAC; thus,
high volume freeways, stationary diesel engines, and facilities attracting heavy and
constant diesel vehicle traffic are identified as having the highest associated health risks
from DPM. Health risks associated with TACs are a function of both the concentration of
emissions and the duration of exposure, where the higher the concentration and/or the
longer the period of time that a sensitive receptor is exposed to pollutant concentrations
would correlate to a higher health risk.

The proposed project does not include any operations that would be considered a
substantial source of TACs. Accordingly, operations of the proposed project would not
expose sensitive receptors to excess concentrations of TACs.

Construction-related activities have the potential to generate concentrations of TACs,
specifically DPM, from on-road haul trucks and off-road equipment exhaust emissions.
However, construction would be temporary and would occur over a relatively short
duration in comparison to the operational lifetime of the proposed project. While
methodologies for conducting health risk assessments are associated with long-term
exposure periods (e.g., over a 30-year period or longer), construction activities associated
with the proposed project were estimated to occur over an approximately 1.5-year period.
Only portions of the site would be disturbed at a time throughout the construction period,
with operation of construction equipment occurring intermittently throughout the course of
a day rather than continuously at any one location on the project site. In addition, all
construction equipment and operation thereof would be regulated pursuant to the In-Use

4 Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Guide to Air Quality Assessment, Chapter 4:
Operational Criteria Air Pollutant and Precursor Emissions. October 2020.
5 California Air Resources Board. Air Quality and Land Use Handbook: A Community Health Perspective. April 2005.
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Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation. The In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation
includes emissions reducing requirements such as limitations on vehicle idling, disclosure,
reporting, and labeling requirements for existing vehicles, as well as standards relating to
fleet average emissions and the use of BACTs. Additionally, DPM is a highly dispersive
gas, and concentrations of DPM decline rapidly with distance.® Considering the nearest
sensitive receptors are located approximately 75 feet west of the site, construction activity
is anticipated to occur with sufficient separation from existing developments, which would
allow for the dispersion of construction-related DPM, prior to DPM emissions reaching any
nearby receptors. Furthermore, the prevailing wind direction in the project area is most
often from the west.” Therefore, any particulate emissions generated by construction of
the proposed project would primarily flow towards the east, away from the existing nearby
receptors. Thus, the likelihood that any one sensitive receptor would be exposed to high
concentrations of DPM for any extended period of time would be low, and the proposed
project would not expose any existing sensitive receptors to any new permanent or
substantial TAC emissions.

Impacts of the environment on a project (as opposed to impacts of a project on the
environment) are beyond the scope of required CEQA review.® While not a CEQA
consideration, it should be noted that the project site is located approximately 220 feet
west of UPRR tracks. The SMAQMD'’s Landscaping Guidance for Improving Air Quality
Near Roadways® recommends providing vegetative barriers to improve air quality on
projects sites adjacent to roadways, railroad tracks, and/or identified major sources of
TACs. The landscaping implemented on the eastern side of the project site shall be
required to comply with the SMAQMD'’s Landscaping Guidance for Improving Air Quality
Near Roadways as a condition of project approval.

Criteria Pollutant Emissions

Rulings from the California Supreme Court (including the Sierra Club v. County of Fresno
(2018) 6 Cal. 5" 502 case regarding the proposed Friant Ranch Project) have underscored
the need for analysis of potential health impacts resulting from the emission of criteria
pollutants during operations of proposed projects. Although analysis of project-level health
risks related to the emission of CO and TACs has long been practiced under CEQA, the
analysis of health impacts due to individual projects resulting from emissions of criteria
pollutants is a relatively new field. In October 2020, SMAQMD finalized the Guidance to
Address the Friant Ranch Ruling for CEQA Projects in the Sac Metro Air District
(Guidance) for the analysis of criteria emissions in areas within the SMAQMD’s

Ibid.

Weather  Spark. Average  Weather in  Galt California, United  States. Available at:
https://weatherspark.com/y/1131/Average-Weather-in-Galt-California-United-States-Year-Round. Accessed
August 2022.

“[TIhe purpose of an EIR is to identify the significant effects of a project on the environment, not the significant
effects of the environment on the project.” (Ballona Wetlands Land Trust v. Town of Los Angeles, (2011) 201
Cal.App.4th 455, 473 (Ballona).) The California Supreme Court recently held that “CEQA does not generally require
an agency to consider the effects of existing environmental conditions on a proposed project’'s future users or
residents. What CEQA does mandate... is an analysis of how a project might exacerbate existing environmental
hazards.” (California Building Industry Assn. v. Bay Area Air Quality Management Dist. (2015) 62 Cal.4th 369, 392;
see also Mission Bay Alliance v. Office of Community Investment & Infrastructure (2016) 6 Cal.App.5th 160, 197
[“identifying the effects on the project and its users of locating the project in a particular environmental setting is
neither consistent with CEQA's legislative purpose nor required by the CEQA statutes”], quoting Ballona, supra,
201 Cal.App.4th at p. 474.).

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Landscaping Guidance for Improving Air Quality Near
Roadways. May 2020.
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jurisdiction.® The Guidance represents SMAQMD's effort to develop a methodology that
provides a consistent, reliable, and meaningful analysis in response to the Supreme
Court’s direction on correlating health impacts to a project’s emissions.

The Guidance was prepared by conducting regional photochemical modeling, and relies
on the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’'s (USEPA's) Benefits Mapping and Analysis
Program (BenMAP) to assess health impacts from ozone and PM,s. SMAQMD has
prepared two tools that are intended for use in analyzing health risks from criteria
pollutants. Small projects with criteria pollutant emissions close to or below SMAQMD’s
adopted thresholds of significance may use the Minor Project Health Effect Screening
Tool, while larger projects with emissions between two and six times greater than
SMAQMD’s adopted thresholds may use the Strategic Area Project Health Screening
Tool. Considering the proposed project would result in emissions lower than the
SMAQMD'’s thresholds of significance (refer to Table 3), the proposed project would
gualify for use of the Minor Project Health Effects Screening Tool. It is important to note,
however, that the Minor Project Health Effects Screening Tool applies the assumption that
all small projects result in emissions of criteria pollutants equal to the SMAQMD thresholds
of significance. As shown in Table 3, the proposed project would result in operational
emissions well below the SMAQMD thresholds of significance and, thus, the health
impacts calculated for the proposed project using in the Minor Project Health Effects
Screening Tool are highly conservative. The project’'s actual health impacts associated
with criteria pollutant emissions would be expected to be much less than what is presented
herein based on the aforementioned SMAQMD tool. Results from the Minor Project Health
Effects Screening Tool are shown in Table 4.

As shown in the table, according to the Minor Project Health Effects Screening Tool, which
is based on the highly conservative assumption that the proposed project would emit
criteria pollutants at levels equal to the SMAQMD thresholds of significance, the proposed
project could result in 1.2 premature deaths per year due to the project’'s PM,s emissions
and 0.02 premature deaths per year due to the project’s ozone emissions. Such numbers
represent a very small increase over the background incidence of premature deaths due
to PM2s and ozone concentrations (0.0022 percent and 0.000048 percent, respectively).

In addition, according to the Minor Project Health Effects Screening Tool, PM2 s emissions
from the proposed project could result in 0.64 asthma-related emergency room visits, and
ozone emissions from the proposed project could result in 0.47 asthma-related emergency
room visits. Such numbers represent a minute increase over the background level of
asthma-related emergency room visits (0.0029 percent and 0.0039 percent, respectively).

As noted above, because the proposed project’'s emissions would be substantially below
the SMAQMD thresholds of significance, the project’s actual health impacts associated
with criteria pollutant emissions would be much lower than what is presented above.

10

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District. Guidance to Address the Friant Ranch Ruling for CEQA
Projects in the Sac Metro Air District. October 2020.
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Table 4
Health Effects from Proposed Project

Emergency Room Visits, Asthma

0-99

0.64

0.0029

18,419

Hospital Admissions, Asthma

0-64

0.041

0.0019

1,846

Hospital Admissions, All Cardiovascular

Hosiital Admissions, All Resiiratori 65-99 0.20 0.00081 19,644

(less Myocardial Infarctions) 65-99 0.10 0.00035 24,037
Acute Myocardial Infarction, Nonfatal 18-24 0.000050 0.0011 4
Acute Myocardial Infarction, Nonfatal 25-44 0.0045 0.0013 308
Acute Myocardial Infarction, Nonfatal 45-54 0.011 0.0013 741
Acute Myocardial Infarction, Nonfatal 55-64 0.018 0.0012 1,239

Acute Myocardial Infarction, Nonfatal

65-99

0.063

0.0011

5,052

Mortality, All Cause 30-99 0.0022 44,766

Mortality, Non-Accidental

0-99

0.020

Hospital Admissions, All Respiratory 0.00013
Emergency Room Visits, Asthma 0-17 0.19 0.0023 5,859
Emergency Room Visits, Asthma 18-99 0.28 0.0016 12,560

0.000048

30,386

1 Affected age ranges are shown. Other age ranges are available, but the endpoints and age ranges shown here are the ones used by the USEPA in their

Source: SMAQMD, Minor Project Health Effects Screening Tool Version 2. February 2023 (see Appendix A).

health assessments. The age ranges are consistent with the epidemiological study that is the basis of the health function.

Health effects are shown in terms of incidences of each health endpoint and how it compares to the base (2035 base year health effect incidences, or
“background health incidence”) values. Health effects are shown for the Reduced Sacramento 4-km Modeling Domain and the 5-Air-District Region.

The percent of background health incidence uses the mean incidence. The background health incidence is an estimate of the average number of people that
are affected by the health endpoint in a given population over a given period of time. In this case, the background incidence rates cover the 5-Air-District
Region (estimated 2035 population of 3,271,451 persons). Health incidence rates and other health data are typically collected by the government as well as
the World Health Organization. The background incidence rates used here are obtained from BenMAP.

The total number of health incidences across the 5-Air-District Region is calculated based on the modeling data. The information is presented to assist in
providing overall health context.

The technical specifications and map for the Reduced Sacramento 4-km Modeling Domain are included in Appendix A, Table A-1 and Appendix B, Figure B-
2 of the Guidance to Address the Friant Ranch Ruling for CEQA Projects in the Sac Metro Air District.
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Furthermore, the SMAQMD criteria pollutant thresholds of significance were established
with consideration given to the health-based AAQS, and are designed to aid SMAQMD in
achieving attainment of the AAQS. The thresholds of significance represent emissions
levels that would ensure that project-specific emissions would not inhibit attainment of
AAQS and, therefore, would not adversely affect public health. Considering that
implementation of the proposed project would not result in emissions of criteria pollutants
that would exceed the SMAQMD standards, the proposed project would not inhibit
attainment of AAQS and would not result in adverse health impacts related to the emission
of criteria pollutants.

The results of the Minor Project Health Effects Screening Tool have been presented for
informational purposes only. Overall, because the proposed project would be relatively
small compared to the regional growth and development that drives health impacts from
criteria pollutants, and the anticipated air quality emissions would fall below all applicable
thresholds of significance, potential health impacts related to criteria air pollutants would
be less than significant.

Conclusion

Based on the above discussion, the proposed project would not expose any sensitive
receptors to substantial concentrations of pollutants, including localized CO, TACs, or
criteria air pollutants during construction or operation. Therefore, the proposed project
would result in a less-than-significant impact related to the exposure of sensitive
receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations.

Pollutants of principal concern include emissions leading to odors, emission of dust, or
emissions considered to constitute air pollutants. Air pollutants have been discussed in
sections “a” through “c” above. Therefore, the following discussion focuses on emissions
of odors and dust.

Odors

While offensive odors rarely cause physical harm, they can be unpleasant, leading to
considerable annoyance and distress among the public and can generate citizen
complaints to local governments and air districts. Due to the subjective nature of odor
impacts, the number of variables that can influence the potential for an odor impact, and
the variety of odor sources, quantitative or formulaic methodologies to determine the
presence of a significant odor impact are difficult. Adverse effects of odors on residential
areas and other sensitive receptors warrant the closest scrutiny; but consideration should
also be given to other land use types where people congregate, such as recreational
facilities, worksites, and commercial areas. The potential for an odor impact is dependent
on a number of variables, including the nature of the odor source, distance between a
receptor and an odor source, and local meteorological conditions.

Examples of land uses that have the potential to generate considerable odors include, but
are not limited to, WWTPs, landfills, confined animal facilities, composting stations, food
manufacturing plants, refineries, and chemical plants. The proposed project would not
introduce any such land uses. Furthermore, residential uses are not typically associated
with odors and the proposed project would be consistent with typical residential uses. In
addition, the proposed project would be subject to all relevant regulations related to odors.
The SMAQMD regulates objectionable odors through Rule 402 (Nuisance), which
prohibits any person or source from emitting air contaminants that cause detriment,
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nuisance, or annoyance to a considerable number of persons or the public. Rule 402 is
enforced based on complaints. If complaints are received, the SMAQMD is required to
investigate the complaint, as well as determine and ensure a solution for the source of the
complaint, which could include operational modifications. Thus, although not anticipated,
if odor complaints are made after the proposed project is approved, the SMAQMD would
ensure that such odors are addressed and any potential odor effects reduced to less than
significant.

Dust

As noted previously, construction of the proposed project is required to comply with all
applicable SMAQMD rules and regulations, including, but not limited to, Rule 403 (Fugitive
Dust) and Rule 404 (Particulate Matter), and all applicable BACTs and BMPs.
Furthermore, all projects within Sacramento County are required to implement the
SMAQMD'’s Basic Construction Emission Control Practices (BCECP). Compliance with
SMAQMD rules and regulations and BCECP would help to ensure that dust is minimized
during project construction. Following project construction, vehicles operating within the
project site would be limited to paved areas of the site, which would not have the potential
to create substantial dust emissions. Thus, project operations would not include sources
of dust that could adversely affect a substantial number of people.

Conclusion

For the reasons discussed above, construction and operation of the proposed project
would not result in emissions, such as those leading to odors and/or dust, that would
adversely affect a substantial number of people, and a less-than-significant impact
would occur.
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Potentiall Significant Less-Than-
IV.  BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Sy St g Mo
Would the prOJect: Impact Mitigation Impact mpac

Incorporated
a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species identified
as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in 0 % 0 0
local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish
and Wildlife Service?
b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat
or other sensitive natural community identified in local or
regional plans, policies, and regulations or by the L] Ll Ul 2
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or US Fish and
Wildlife Service?
c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, 0 0 0 ®
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?
d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident
or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established 0 0 ® 0
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use
of wildlife nursery sites?
e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting

biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or L] 2 Ul Cl
ordinance?

f.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Conservation Community 0 0 *® 0

Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Discussion
a. The following discussion is based primarily on a Biological Review Memorandum (BRM)
prepared for the project by Madrone Ecological Consulting (Madrone) (see Appendix B).1!

Several species of plants and animals within the State of California have low populations,
limited distributions, or both. Such species may be considered “rare” and are vulnerable
to extirpation as the state’s human population grows and the habitats the species occupy
are converted to agricultural and urban uses. State and federal laws have provided the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) with a mechanism for conserving and protecting the diversity of plant and animal
species native to the state. A sizable number of native plants and animals have been
formally designated as threatened or endangered under state and federal endangered
species legislation. Others have been designated as “candidates” for such listing. Still
others have been designated as “species of special concern” by CDFW. The California
Native Plant Society (CNPS) has developed its own set of lists of native plants considered
rare, threatened, or endangered. Collectively, these plants and animals are referred to as
“special-status species.” Although CDFW Species of Special Concern generally do not
have special legal status, they are given special consideration under CEQA. Special-
status species include the following:

11 Madrone Ecological Consulting. Biological Review for the Lippi Ranch Property, City of Galt, Sacramento County,
CA. August 22, 2022.
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e Plant and wildlife species that have been formally listed as threatened or
endangered, or are candidates for such listing by the CDFW or National Marine
Fisheries (NMFS);

¢ Plant and wildlife species that have been listed as threatened or endangered or
are candidates for such listing by the CDFW;

o CDFW Species of Special Concern, which are species that face extirpation in
California if current population and habitat trends continue;

e CDFW Fully Protected Species; and

e Species on CNPS Lists 1 and 2, which are considered to be rare, threatened, or
endangered in California by the CNPS and CDFW.

In addition to regulations for special-status species, most birds in the U.S., including non-
status species, are protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918. Under the
MBTA, destroying active nests, eggs, and young is illegal. In addition, plant species on
CNPS Lists 1 and 2 are considered special-status plant species and are protected under
CEQA.

Madrone conducted a literature review in order to identify potential biological resource
constraints and assess the suitability of habitats on the project site to potentially support
State- and federally-protected species. Madrone’s literature review included a review of
the following databases:

e California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) query of Plant and Wildlife Species
on the project site and all areas within five miles of the project site;

o USFWS Information for Planning and Conservation (IpaC) query for the project
site;

e USFWS National Wetlands Inventory website; and

e Final South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) (February 2018)

In addition, Madrone conducted a reconnaissance-level field survey of the project site on
October 15, 2021 to identify on-site habitats, which could potentially support special-status
species, and to conduct an aquatic resources assessment. The site visit also included a
survey of potential nesting habitat and an assessment of general site conditions within the
project site.

Currently, the northern portion of the subject property is developed with two single-family
residences, a dingbat-style apartment building, a barn, and a groundwater pumphouse;
the remainder of the project site is undeveloped with fallow agricultural land and limited
trees. Wetlands, drainages, or ditches are not located on the project site. The project site
is generally bound by vacant land and UPRR tracks to the east; multi-family residences
and a pre-school to the north; a senior mobile home community to the west; and single-
family residences to the south.

The project site and the off-site improvement areas are located within the boundaries of
the SSHCP, which is intended to provide an effective framework to protect natural
resources in south Sacramento County, including special-status species. According to the
BRM, 10.19 acres of the project site are categorized as Cropland land types and 1.79
acres for the project site are categorized as Developed land cover types.
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Based on the results of the database review and field survey conducted as part of the
BRM, the potential for species covered by the SSHCP and other special-status species to
occur on the project site or off-site improvement areas are discussed in further detail
below. It should be noted that the off-site improvement areas associated with the
installation of water and sewer lines within 3" Street are paved.

Special-Status Plants

According to the BRM, the project site does not support wetlands or streams/creek and,
therefore, lacks suitable habitat for any special-status plant species that could potentially
occur in the surrounding area, including Ahart's dwarf rush, Bogg’s Lake hedge-hyssop,
dwarf downingia, Legenere, pincushion navarretia, and Sanford’s arrowhead.
Furthermore, the project site has been subject to prior disturbance associated with
agricultural uses. Therefore, construction activities associated with the proposed project
would not result in adverse effects to special-status plant species.

Special-Status Wildlife
The proposed project’s potential to result in adverse effects to special-status wildlife
species is discussed in further detail below.

Swainson’s Hawk

Swainson’s hawk is known to breed in stands with few trees in juniper-sage flats, riparian
areas, and in oak savannah. The species is also found in adjacent suitable foraging areas
such as grasslands. According to the BRM, the project site is modeled as habitat for
Swainson’s hawk. The existing trees occurring within the project site and along the
southern and western boundaries of the site present suitable nesting habitat for the
species. The existing agricultural uses on the project site provide suitable foraging habitat
for the species. Given that the project area includes suitable nesting and foraging habitat
for the Swainson’s hawk, development of the project site could result in a significant
adverse impact to the species. Pre-construction surveys and Avoidance and Minimization
Measures (AMMSs) for Swainson’s hawk are required by the SSHCP.

White-Tailed Kite

The white-tailed kite is identified by California Fish and Game Code 3511 as a fully
protected species. Potential nesting habitat for the white-tailed kite occurs within various
existing landscaping trees along the sidewalks which border the project site. The white-
tailed kite may also forage within the ruderal grasses growing on the project site. Potential
nesting trees would be removed as part of development. Therefore, mitigation would be
required in order to ensure that construction activities associated with the project would
not adversely impact potential white-tailed kite nesting and foraging habitat.

Nesting Raptors and Migratory Birds

The project site contains existing trees, including Valley oak, live oak, tree of heaven, and
almond, along the eastern, western, and southern perimeter of the project site and
clustered around the existing single-family residences, that could provide nesting habitat
for raptors and migratory birds protected by the MBTA. Such trees would be removed as
part of the proposed project. Construction activities that adversely affect the nesting
success of raptors and migratory birds (i.e., lead to the abandonment of active nests) or
result in mortality of individual birds constitute a violation of State and federal laws. Thus,
in the event that such species occur on-site during the breeding season, project
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construction activities could result in an adverse effect to species protected under the
MBTA.

Greater Sandhill Crane

Greater sandhill crane habitat includes open grasslands, marshes, and edges of lakes,
ponds and river banks. Wintering habitat includes a communal roost in shallow water. As
previously mentioned, the project site is located within the SSHCP-modeled foraging
habitat for greater sandhill crane. While Madrone did not detect the presence of the
species or typical roosting sites, the species could occupy the area prior to the start of
construction. Thus, in the absence of pre-construction surveys and other measures for
greater sandhill crane, a potentially significant impact could occur. Pre-construction
surveys and AMMs for greater sandhills cranes are required by the SSHCP.

Tricolored Blackbird

Tricolored blackbird is known to breed near fresh water in dense emergent vegetation,
near adjacent foraging habitat. According to the results of the field survey, the subject
property does not contain suitable foraging and nesting-foraging habitat for tricolored
blackbird. However, the project site is within SSHCP-modeled nesting foraging habitat for
the tricolored blackbird. Thus, tricolored blackbird could occupy the site or off-site
improvement areas prior to the start of construction. Thus, in the absence of pre-
construction surveys and other measures for tricolored blackbird, a potentially significant
impact could occur. Pre-construction surveys and AMMs for greater sandhills cranes are
required by the SSHCP.

Western Red Bat and Other Special-Status Bats

Western red bat is known to roost in trees or shrub foliage, as well as caves and vacant
structures. The trees located along the southern boundary of the project site are within the
SSHCP-modeled foraging habitat for western red bats. According to Madrone, the on-site
trees and existing buildings could be used by roosting bats and migratory birds. Thus, the
proposed project could result in a potential adverse impact to western red bat and other
special-status bat species. Pre-construction surveys and AMMs for western red bats are
required by the SSHCP.

Western Burrowing Owl

The project site and off-site improvement areas are located within the SSHCP-modeled
foraging habitat for western burrowing owl. Western burrowing owls were not observed
during Madrone’s field survey or during protocol level pre-construction surveys conducted
as part of the development of the adjacent site, and are unlikely to occur at the project
site. However, the project site is located within the SSHCP-modeled foraging habitat for
western burrowing owl, and, therefore, the species could occupy the project site prior to
the start of construction. The fallow fields at the project site lack suitable western burrowing
owl burrows and suitable habitat in the form of ground squirrel burrows were absent from
the project site; however, the UPRR grade could provide suitable cover for the species. In
addition, the nearest recorded observation of western burrowing owl is more than three
miles from the project site. However, the project site is within modeled breeding habitat
and, thus, any rodent control would be required to follow the guidelines described in
SSHCP AMM WBO-7. Based on the above, the absence of other measures for western
burrowing owl, a potentially significant impact could occur. AMMs for the western
burrowing owl are required by the SSHCP.
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Conclusion

Based on the above, special-status plants do not have the potential to occur on-site or at
the off-site improvement area and, thus, would not be impacted by the proposed
development. The project site provides potential habitat for Swainson’s hawk and white-
tailed kite, and contains suitable nesting trees for other raptors, western red bats, and
migratory birds protected by the MBTA. While habitat for western burrowing owl, tricolored
blackbird, and the greater sandhill crane were not encountered on-site, the project site is
within the SSHCP modeled habitat for the aforementioned species. Thus, construction
activities associated with the proposed project could have an adverse effect, either directly
or through habitat modifications, on species identified as special-status species in local or
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the CDFW or the USFWS, and a potentially
significant impact could result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measures, as adapted from the SSHCP, would
reduce the above potential impact to a less-than-significant level.

Obtain an SSHCP Permit

IV-1. Before the approval of grading and improvement plans and before any
groundbreaking activity associated with the project, the project applicant
shall ensure that authorization pursuant to SSHCP will be obtained. To
obtain such authorization, the SSHCP Permit Application shall include the
following components as identified in Chapter 10, Section 10.4.2, of the
SSHCP:

Applicant Information;

Project Description and Map;

Land Cover Type Map;

Wetland Delineation Map;

Modeled Species Habitat Map;

Description of How the Development Complies with the SSHCP
Avoidance and Minimization Measures outlined in Chapter 5,
Section 5.4, of the SSHCP;

¢ Proposed Mitigation; and

e Results of Covered Species (special-status species) Pre-
Construction Surveys.

Swainson’s Hawk

IV-2. Prior to and during all ground-disturbing activities, the project applicant
shall comply with SSHCP SWHA-1 (Swainson’s Hawk Surveys) and
SSHCP SWHA-2 (Swainson’s Hawk Pre-construction Surveys), and based
on the results of surveys conducted under those measures, comply with
SSHCP SWHA-3 (Swainson’s Hawk Nest Buffer) and SSHCP SWHA-4
(Swainson’s Hawk Nest Buffer Monitoring).

Covered Raptor Species, including White-Tailed Kite

IV-3. Prior to and during all ground-disturbing activities, the project applicant
shall comply with SSHCP AMMs RAPTOR-1 (Raptor Surveys) and
RAPTOR-2 (Raptor Pre-Construction Surveys), and based on the results
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of surveys conducted under those measures, comply with RAPTOR-3
(Raptor Nest/Roost Buffer), and RAPTOR-4 (Raptor Nest/Roost Buffer
Monitoring.

Nesting Raptors and Migratory Birds

IV-4.

A qualified biologist shall conduct a preconstruction nesting bird survey of
all areas associated with construction activities, and a 100-foot buffer
around these areas, within 14 days prior to commencement of construction
if construction occurs during the nesting season (February 1 through
August 31). These surveys can be conducted concurrently with surveys
required under 1V-3. The results of the preconstruction nesting bird survey
shall be submitted to the City of Galt. If nests are not found during the
survey, further measures shall not be required. If active nests are found, a
no-disturbance buffer around the nest shall be established. The buffer
distance shall be established by a qualified biologist in consultation with the
CDFW. The buffer shall be maintained until the fledglings are capable of
flight and become independent of the nest, to be determined by a qualified
biologist. Once the young are independent of the nest, no further measures
are necessary.

Greater Sandhill Crane

IV-5.

Prior to and during all ground-disturbing activities, the project applicant
shall comply with SSHCP GSC-1 (Greater Sandhill Crane Surveys) and
SSHCP GSC-2 (Greater Sandhill Crane Pre-construction Surveys), and
based on the results of surveys conducted under those measures, comply
with SSHCP GSC-3 (Greater Sandhill Crane Roosting Buffer), SSHCP
GSC-4 (Greater Sandhill Crane Visual Barrier), and SSHCP GSC-5
(Greater Sandhill Crane Roosting Buffer Monitoring).

Tricolored Blackbird

IV-6.

Prior to and during all ground-disturbing activities, the project applicant
shall comply with SSHCP TCB-1 (Tricolored Blackbird Surveys) and
SSHCP TCB-2 (Tricolored Blackbird Pre-construction Surveys), and based
on the results of surveys conducted under those measures, comply with
SSHCP TCB-3 (Tricolored Blackbird Nest Buffer) and SSHCP TCB-4
(Tricolored Blackbird Nest Buffer Monitoring)

Western Red Bat

IV-7.

Prior to and during all ground-disturbing activities, the project applicant
shall comply with SSHCP BAT-1 (Maternity Roost Surveys) and SSHCP
BAT-2 (Maternity Roost Pre-construction Surveys), and based on the
results of the surveys conducted under those measures, comply with
SSHCP BAT-3 (Maternity Roost Buffer) and SSHCP BAT-4 (Bat Eviction
Methods for Non-Maternity and Non-Hibernaculum Roosts).

Other Special-Status Bats

IV-8.

An approved biologist shall conduct a survey of trees on-site for other bat
species. Should bat species be observed, SSHCP BAT-4 shall be
implemented.
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Western Burrowing Owl

IV-9. Prior to and during all ground-disturbing activities, the project applicant
shall comply with SSHCP WBO-1 (Western Burrowing Owl Surveys) and
SSHCP WBO-7 (Rodent Control).

During the field survey conducted by Madrone, potentially jurisdictional habitats, riparian
habitat, federally protected wetlands, and other sensitive natural communities, as well as
aguatic features were not found on the project site. Wetlands or other aquatic features do
not exist within the off-site improvement areas associated with 3" Street, which is a paved
roadway. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on
riparian habitat, sensitive natural communities, or federally protected wetlands, and no
impact would occur.

The project site is located in an urbanized area and is generally bound by vacant land and
UPRR tracks to the east; multi-family residences and a pre-school to the north; a senior
mobile home community to the west; single-family residences to the south. The developed
nature of the surrounding area precludes the use of the project site as a migratory corridor.
Therefore, the project site and surrounding existing uses do not support any substantial
wildlife movement corridors or wildlife nursery sites. As such, the project would not
interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife
species or with established resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
wildlife nursery sites, and a less-than-significant impact would occur.

Of the 138 on-site trees, 60 would be removed as part of the proposed project. According
to the Arborist Report prepared for the project (see Appendix C), four oak trees slated for
removal are considered protected trees according to Section 18.52.060, The Cutting and
Removal of Heritage Oak and Public Trees, of the City’s Municipal Code.*? Therefore, the
proposed project would be required to comply with Section 18.52.060 by acquiring the
appropriate permits prior to tree removal. In addition, the proposed project would be
required to comply with General Plan Policy COS-3.2: Mature Tree and Woodland
Preservation, which indicates that the City of Galt will encourage retention of mature trees
and woodlands to the maximum extent possible. Without compliance with such
regulations, a potentially significant impact could occur related to conflicting with local
policies or ordinances protecting biological resources.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above impact to a
less-than-significant level.

IV-10. Prior to the removal of any protected trees, a tree removal permit shall be
obtained from the City of Galt, and the project applicant shall comply with
all of the conditions of the permit. If the project applicant determines that
one or more of the protected trees may be retained, a tree preservation
plan shall be prepared for the proposed project identifying all protection and
mitigation measures to be taken. The measures shall remain in place for
the duration of the construction activities at the project site. The tree

12

California Tree and Landscape Consulting, Inc. Arborist Report for Lippi Ranch Development Project, Galt, CA
Parcel Numbers 50-0247-006, 007, 011, & 150-0101-046. July 15, 2022.

44
March 2023



Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project
Initial Study

preservation plan shall be submitted to and approved by the City of Galt
Community Development Department.

The project site is located within the boundaries of the SSHCP, which establishes an
effective framework to protect natural resources in south Sacramento County, while
improving and streamlining the environmental permitting process for impacts on
endangered species, and provides guidance for the mitigation of impacts to covered
species. According to the BRM, the project site is located within the Urban Development
Area (UDA) of the SSHCP. Applicable AMMs for SSHCP-covered species known to occur
within the project region have been included in Mitigation Measures V-1 through V-9 of
this Initial Study. Additionally, the project applicant would be required to pay all applicable
development fees according to the project site’s land cover types. The current per-acre
fees for land cover types/habitats occurring on the site are as follows:

e Cropland: $17,759
e Developed: No Fee

Alternatively, a project may dedicate land in lieu of paying development fees. Given
implementation of Mitigation Measure V-1 through 1V-3 and Mitigation Measures V-5
through 1V-9 and payment of required fees, if applicable, the proposed project would not
conflict with the applicable provisions of the SSHCP and a less-than-significant impact
would occur related to conflicts with an adopted HCP, NCCP, or other approved local,
regional, or State HCP.
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a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance ® 0 0 0
of a historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance
of a unique archaeological resource pursuant to Section Ol 4 O [
15064.5?
c. Disturb any human remains, including those interred 0 ® 0 O

outside of dedicated cemeteries.

Discussion

The following is primarily based on a Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report
prepared for the proposed project by ECORP Consulting, Inc. (ECORP) (see Appendix D).

a.

The Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report consisted of a literature review
to identify any previously recorded cultural resources and a field survey, conducted on
September 29, 2022, of the entire project site. ECORP conducted research to obtain
archaeological, ethnographic, historical, and environmental information about the project
site and surrounding area. The literature review included online resources, historical maps
and aerials, and secondary sources that pertained to Sacramento County. On August 23,
2022, the North Central Information Center (NCIC) performed a records search of the
California Historic Resources Information System (CHRIS) for cultural resource site
records and survey reports within a 0.5-mile radius of the project site. The CHRIS search
determined that the project site has not been subject to any previous cultural studies;
however, 11 studies have been conducted within a 0.5-mile radius of the project site. While
previously documented pre-contact and historic archaeological sites, architectural
resources, or traditional cultural properties have not been recorded at the project site, 11
previously recorded historic archaeological resources have been recorded within a 0.5-
mile radius of the project site. However, the proposed project would not affect the
previously identified archaeological and cultural resources located off-site.

The Lippi Ranch property consists of a total of five buildings within the project site,
including two houses (main residence and ranch-style house), one dingbat-style
apartment building, and two ancillary buildings (barn and pumphouse). The main
residence was constructed in 1912 and the barn and pumphouse were constructed circa
1910, while the ranch-style residence and dingbat-style apartment building were
constructed in the 1960s.

In order to determine whether the aforementioned on-site structures are historically
significant, the structures would be required to undergo evaluation using the National
Register of Historic Places (NRHP) and the California Register of Historic Resources
(CRHR) eligibility criteria.

13

ECORP Consulting, Inc. Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report for Lippi Ranch, Sacramento County,
California. March 2023.
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The NRHP and CRHR eligibility criteria include the following:

(1)/(A) It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California
or the U.S,;

(2)/(B) It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or
national history;

(3)/(C) It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method
of construction, or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic
values; or

(4)/(D) It has vyielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the
prehistory or history of the local area, California, or the nation.

In addition, the resources must retain integrity. Integrity is evaluated with regard to the
retention of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.
The resource must be at least 50 years old, except in exceptional circumstances.

Based on the age of the structures, ECORP determined that the main residence, barn,
and pumphouse are potentially eligible for listing on the NRHP and/or the CRHR. In
addition, ECORP coordinated with the Galt Area Historical Society and determined that
the Lippi Ranch property may be eligible for listing on the NRHP as a farm/ranch property
under Criteria A at the local level of significance due to its association with the
development of irrigated agriculture and viticulture in the City of Galt.

Based on the above information, because the main residence, barn, and pumphouse are
eligible for listing in the NRHP and/or the CRHR, development of the proposed project
could cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to Section 15064.5 of the CEQA Guidelines. Therefore, a potentially significant
impact could occur.

Further analysis of the above impact will be included in the Cultural Resources chapter of
the Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project EIR.

As discussed above, portions of the Lippi Ranch property could be considered historic-
period cultural resources. However, on August 22, 2022, the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC) conducted a records search of the Sacred Lands File (SLF), which
indicated that archaeological and other cultural resources are not known to be present in
the project vicinity.

According to the Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, the project site is
underlain by Pleistocene-Holocene-age alluvium, lake, playa, and terrace deposits. Given
that the project area dates to the Holocene Epoch (11,700 years ago to the present) and
the project site is relatively partially developed, the Cultural Resources Inventory and
Evaluation Report determined that a low to moderate potential exists for buried resources
to occur within the project site. In addition, the results of the SLF record search indicated
that archaeological and other cultural resources are not known to be present in the project
vicinity. While the project site has been subject to ground disturbance associated with past
agricultural activities and development, unknown archaeological resources, including
human remains, have the potential to be uncovered during future ground-disturbing
construction and excavation activities at the subject property. If previously unknown
resources are encountered during construction activities, the proposed project could
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cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a unique archaeological
resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 and/or disturb human remains,
including those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries. Therefore, impacts could be
considered potentially significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce the above potential
impact to a less-than-significant level.

V-1.

Prior to grading permit issuance, the developer shall submit plans to the
City of Galt Community Development Department for review and approval
which indicate (via notation on the improvement plans) that if historic and/or
cultural resources are encountered during site grading or other work within
the project site or off-site improvement areas, all such work shall be halted
immediately within 100 feet and the developer shall immediately notify the
Community Development Department, representatives of the Wilton
Rancheria, and the appropriate Federal and State agencies of the
discovery. In such case, the developer shall be required, at their own
expense, to retain the services of a qualified archaeologist meeting the
Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualification Standards for
prehistoric and historic archaeologist, as well as Native American
Representatives and Monitors from traditionally and culturally affiliated
Native American Tribes, for the purpose of assessing the significance of
the find and recommending further evaluation and treatment as necessary,
which may include recording, protecting, reburial, or curating the discovery
as appropriate. The archaeologist shall be required to submit to the
Community Development Department for review and approval a report of
the findings and method of curation or protection of the resources. Further
grading or site work within the area of discovery shall not be allowed until
the preceding work has occurred.

If human remains, or remains that are potentially human, are found during
construction, a professional archeologist shall ensure reasonable
protection measures are taken to protect the discovery from disturbance,
all such work shall be halted immediately within 100 feet and the developer
shall immediately notify the Community Development Department,
representatives of the Wilton Rancheria, and the appropriate Federal and
State agencies of the discovery. The archaeologist shall notify the City of
Galt Community Development Department and the Sacramento County
Coroner (per §7050.5 of the State Health and Safety Code). The provisions
of §7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, §5097.98 of the
California Public Resources Code, and Assembly Bill 2641 will be
implemented. If the Coroner determines the remains are Native American
and not the result of a crime scene, then the Coroner will notify the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which then will designate a
Native American Most Likely Descendant (MLD) for the project (85097.98
of the Public Resources Code). The designhated MLD will have 48 hours
from the time access to the property is granted to make recommendations
concerning treatment of the remains. If the applicant does not agree with
the recommendations of the MLD, the NAHC can mediate (85097.94 of the
Public Resources Code). If an agreement is not reached, the qualified
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archaeologist or most likely descendent must rebury the remains where
they will not be further disturbed (85097.98 of the Public Resources Code).
This will also include either recording the site with the NAHC or the
appropriate Information Center, using an open space or conservation
zoning designation or easement, or recording a reinternment document
with the county in which the property is located (AB 2641). Work cannot
resume within the no-work radius until the Galt Community Development
Department, through consultation as appropriate, determines that the
treatment measures have been completed to their satisfaction.

49
March 2023



Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project

Initial Study
Less-Than-
Potentially Significant Less-Than-
VI - ENERGY Significant with Significant | No t
Would the prOJect: Impact Mitigation Impact mpac
Incorporated
a. Resultin potentially significant environmental impact due
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energy resources, during project construction or
operation?
b. Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable 0 O ® O

energy or energy efficiency?

Discussion

a,b.

The main forms of available energy supply are electricity, natural gas, and oil. A
description of the 2022 California Green Building Standards Code and the Building Energy
Efficiency Standards, with which the proposed project would be required to comply, as
well as discussions regarding the proposed project’'s potential effects related to energy
demand during construction and operations, are provided below.

California Green Building Standards Code

The 2022 California Green Building Standards Code, otherwise known as the CALGreen
Code (CCR Title 24, Part 11), is a portion of the California Building Standards Code
(CBSC), which became effective with the rest of the CBSC on January 1, 2023. * The
purpose of the CALGreen Code is to improve public health, safety, and general welfare
by enhancing the design and construction of buildings through the use of building concepts
having a reduced negative impact or positive environmental impact and encouraging
sustainable construction practices. The provisions of the code apply to the planning,
design, operation, construction, use, and occupancy of every newly constructed building
or structure throughout California. Requirements of the CALGreen Code include, but are
not limited to, the following measures:

¢ Compliance with relevant regulations related to future installation of electric vehicle
(EV) charging infrastructure in residential and non-residential structures;

¢ Indoor water use consumption is reduced through the establishment of maximum
fixture water use rates;

e OQutdoor landscaping must comply with the California Department of Water
Resources’ MWELO, or a local ordinance, whichever is more stringent, to reduce
outdoor water use;

¢ Diversion of 65 percent of construction and demolition waste from landfills;

¢ Incentives for installation of electric heat pumps, which use less energy than
traditional heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) systems and water
heaters;

¢ Required solar PV system and battery storage standards for certain buildings; and

¢ Mandatory use of low-pollutant emitting interior finish materials such as paints,
carpet, vinyl flooring, and particle board.

Building Energy Efficiency Standards

The 2022 Building Energy Efficiency Standards is a portion of the CBSC, which expands
upon energy-efficiency measures from the 2019 Building Energy Efficiency Standards,
went into effect starting January 1, 2023. The 2022 standards provide for additional

14 California Building Standards Commission. 2022 California Green Building Standards Code. 2023.

50
March 2023



Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project
Initial Study

efficiency improvements beyond the 2019 standards. The proposed project would be
subject to all relevant provisions of the most recent update of the CBSC, including the
Building Energy Efficiency Standards. Adherence to the most recent CALGreen Code and
Building Energy Efficiency Standards would ensure that the proposed structure would
consume energy efficiently.

Construction Energy Use

Construction of the proposed project would involve on-site energy demand and
consumption related to use of oil in the form of gasoline and diesel fuel for construction
worker vehicle trips, hauling and materials delivery truck trips, and operation of off-road
construction equipment. In addition, diesel-fueled portable generators may be necessary
to provide additional electricity demands for temporary on-site lighting, welding, and for
supplying energy to areas of the site where energy supply cannot be met via a hookup to
the existing electricity grid. Even during the most intense period of construction, due to the
different types of construction activities (e.g., site preparation, grading, building
construction), only portions of the project site and off-site improvement areas would be
disturbed at a time, with operation of construction equipment occurring at different
locations on the project site, rather than a single location. Project construction would not
involve the use of natural gas appliances or equipment.

All construction equipment and operation thereof would be regulated by the CARB’s In-
Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation. The In-Use Off-Road Diesel Vehicle Regulation
is intended to reduce emissions from in-use, off-road, heavy-duty diesel vehicles in
California by imposing limits on idling, requiring all vehicles to be reported to CARB,
restricting the addition of older vehicles into fleets, and requiring fleets to reduce emissions
by retiring, replacing, or repowering older engines, or installing exhaust retrofits. In
addition, as a means of reducing emissions, construction vehicles are required to become
cleaner through the use of renewable energy resources. The In-Use Off-Road Diesel
Vehicle Regulation would therefore help to improve fuel efficiency for equipment used in
construction of the proposed project. Technological innovations and more stringent
standards are being researched, such as multi-function equipment, hybrid equipment, or
other design changes, which could help to further reduce demand on oil and limit
emissions associated with construction.

Based on the above, the temporary increase in energy use occurring during construction
of the proposed project would not result in a significant increase in peak or base demands
or require additional capacity from local or regional energy supplies. In addition,
construction activities would be required to comply with all applicable regulations related
to energy conservation and fuel efficiency, which would help to reduce the temporary
increase in demand.

Operational Energy Use

Following implementation of the proposed project, SMUD and PG&E would provide
electricity and natural gas to the project site. Energy use associated with operation of the
proposed project would be typical of residential uses, requiring electricity and natural gas
for interior and exterior building lighting, HVAC, electronic equipment, refrigeration,
appliances, and more. Maintenance activities during operations, such as landscape
maintenance, would involve the use of electric or gas-powered equipment. In addition to
on-site energy use, the proposed project would result in transportation energy use
associated with vehicle trips generated by the proposed residential development.
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The proposed residential project would be subject to all relevant provisions of the most
recent update of the CBSC, including the Building Energy Efficiency Standards.
Adherence to the most recent CALGreen Code and the Building Energy Efficiency
Standards would ensure that the proposed structures would consume energy efficiently
through the incorporation of such features as efficient water heating systems, high
performance attics and walls, and high efficacy lighting. Required compliance with the
CBSC would ensure that the building energy use associated with the proposed project
would not be wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary. In addition, electricity supplied to the
project site by SMUD would comply with the State’s Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS),
which requires investor-owned utilities, electric service providers, and community choice
aggregators to increase procurement from eligible renewable energy resources to 33
percent of total procurement by 2020 and to 60 percent by 2030. Thus, a portion of the
energy consumed during operation of the proposed project would originate from
renewable sources.

The CARB prepared the 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality (2022
Scoping Plan),* which builds upon previous efforts to reduce GHG emissions and is
designed to continue to shift the California economy away from dependence on fossil
fuels. Appendix D of the 2022 Scoping Plan provides suggestions for prioritizing various
types of mitigation, such as on-site GHG-reducing design features and mitigation
measures. Appendix D includes the methods to reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT),
support building decarbonization, and provide access to shared mobility services or
transit, as well as EV charging. Appendix D provides further suggestions for prioritizing
other mitigation types, including non-local off-site mitigation, and voluntary offsets issued
by a recognized and reputable voluntary carbon registry. The regulation described above,
with which the proposed project must comply, would be consistent with the intention of the
2022 Scoping Plan and the recommended actions included in Appendix D of the 2022
Scoping Plan.

With regard to transportation energy use, the proposed project would comply with all
applicable regulations associated with vehicle efficiency and fuel economy. In addition, as
discussed in Section XVII, Transportation, of this Initial Study, the project site is not
anticipated to substantially increase VMT. Furthermore, the City of Galt and surrounding
areas provides residents with numerous public transportation options. Transit options
include Dial-A-Ride, Highway 99 Express, Delta Route, and other modes of public transit.
Transit would provide access to several grocery stores, restaurants, banks, and schools
within close proximity to the project site. The site’s access to public transit and proximity
to bicycle and pedestrian facilities, such as existing sidewalks along 3 Street, would
reduce VMT and, consequently, fuel consumption associated with the proposed single-
family residences.

Conclusion

Based on the above, construction and operation of the proposed project would not result
in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources or conflict with
or obstruct a State or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. Thus, a less-
than-significant impact would occur.

15 California Air Resources Board. 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality. November 16, 2022.
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Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Directly or indirectly cause 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 recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State 0 O % 0
Geologist for the area based on other substantial
evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.
i. Strong seismic ground shaking? [ [ 4 Ol
iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including
liquefaction? O = * O
iv.  Landslides? [ ] x Ol
b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? Ll ] ]
c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or
that would become unstable as a result of the project, 0 0 ® 0
and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1B
of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial [ ] O
direct or indirect risks to life or property?
e. Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of

septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems 0 0 0 ®
where sewers are not available for the disposal of

wastewater?

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological N % 0 0

resource or site or unigue geologic feature?

Discussion

ai-ii.

According to the City of Galt General Plan EIR, the City of Galt is not located within an
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone and is not located in the immediate vicinity of an
active fault.’® The nearest active fault is the Clayton-Marsh Creek-Greenville Fault, which
is located over 40 miles southwest of the project site. Thus, the potential for fault rupture
risk at the project site is relatively low.

An earthquake of moderate to high magnitude generated by the above fault could cause
considerable ground shaking at the project site. However, General Plan Policy SS-1.7
requires all new buildings to be properly engineered in accordance with the CBSC, which
includes engineering standards appropriate for the seismic area in which the project site
is located. Conformance with the design standards is verified by the City prior to the
issuance of building permits. Projects designed in accordance with the CBSC should be
able to: 1) resist minor earthquakes without damage; 2) resist moderate earthquakes
without structural damage, but with some non-structural damage; and 3) resist major
earthquakes without collapse, but with some structural, as well as non-structural damage.
Although conformance with the CBSC does not guarantee that substantial structural
damage would not occur in the event of a maximum magnitude earthquake, conformance
with the CBSC can reasonably be assumed to ensure structures would be survivable,
allowing occupants to safely evacuate in the event of a major earthquake.

16 City of Galt. City of Galt General Plan Policy Document. April 2009.
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Conformance with the CBSC design standards is enforced through building plan review
and approval by the City. Based on the above, the proposed project would not directly or
indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving rupture of a known earthquake fault or strong seismic ground shaking.
Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

The proposed project’'s potential effects related to liquefaction, subsidence/settlement,
landslides, and lateral spreading are discussed in detail below.

Liquefaction

Liguefaction is the temporary transformation of loose, saturated granular sediments from
a solid state to a liquefied state as a result of seismic ground shaking. In the process, the
soil undergoes transient loss of strength, which commonly causes ground displacement
or ground failure to occur. Because saturated soils are a necessary condition for
liquefaction, soil layers in areas where the groundwater table is near the surface have
higher liquefaction potential than those in which the water table is located at greater
depths. Additionally, loose unsaturated sandy soils have the potential to settle during
strong seismic shaking. Liquefaction can often result in subsidence or settlement.
According to the Geotechnical Engineering Report prepared for the project site by Wallace
& Kuhl Associates (see Appendix F), groundwater was recorded at the project site at
depths of 43.2 feet below the estimated average elevation of the project site. Given that
groundwater was not encountered near the surface, the project site would have a lower
potential for liquefaction.

The California Geological Survey has not evaluated the project site for liquefaction
hazards.'” The nearest known liquefaction zone is located approximately 20 miles
southwest of the project site. As part of the Geotechnical Engineering, Wallace & Kuhl
Associates conducted a U.S. Department of Agriculture’s Web Soil Survey for the project
site.'® According to the Web Soil Survey, the project site is underlain by Kimball soil series,
consisting of silt loam to depths of 24 inches, underlain by clay and sandy loam to a depth
of 60 inches. Silt loams do not represent the type of unconsolidated soil that is typically
subject to liquefaction. According to the Geotechnical Engineering Report, the potential
for soil liquefaction is low. Due to the low-likelihood that development within the project
site would be subject to risks from liquefaction, implementation of the proposed project
would not result in risks related to liquefaction, either seismically induced or otherwise.

Subsidence/Settlement

The General Plan EIR determined that subsidence in the City of Galt has occurred
primarily along the Delta within the City’s planning area. The City is considered a potential
subsidence area due to the underlying groundwater basin and the rates of groundwater
withdrawal that have occurred in the past. Although subsidence has the potential to occur
in the project area, the EIR concluded that with implementation of General Plan Policies
SS-2.1, SS-2.2, SS-2.3, and LU-1.9, impacts related to subsidence and settlement would
be reduced to a less-than-significant level. Such policies include limits on development
within unstable areas and requirements related to preparation of grading and erosion

17 California Department of Conservation. California Earthquake Hazards Zone Application. Available at:
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/EQZApp/app/. Accessed February 2022.

18 Wallace & Kuhl Associates. Preliminary Geotechnical Engineering Report, Lippi Ranch Property. November 18,
2021.
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control plans for new development projects. Given that the proposed project would comply
with the aforementioned policies, as well as General Plan Policy SS-1.7, requiring new
buildings be built in accordance with the CBSC, the potential for subsidence to pose a risk
to the proposed residential development would be relatively low. Given the proposed
project’s compliance with established standards in the General Plan, impacts related to
subsidence and settlement would be anticipated to be less than significant.

Landslides

Seismically-induced landslides are triggered by earthquake ground shaking. The risk of
landslide hazard is greatest in areas with steep, unstable slopes. According to the
Geotechnical Engineering Report, the topography of the project site is relatively flat.
Although the project site has not been evaluated by the California Geological Survey for
seismic landslide hazards,® given the flat topography of the project site, the proposed
project would not be subject to substantial landslide risks.

Lateral Spreading

Lateral spreading is horizontal/lateral ground movement of relatively flat-lying soil deposits
towards a free face such as an excavation, channel, or open body of water; typically,
lateral spreading is associated with liquefaction of one or more subsurface layers near the
bottom of the exposed slope. The project site does not contain any slopes and is not
located near any open faces that would be considered susceptible to lateral spreading. In
addition, as previously discussed, implementation of the proposed project would not result
in risks related to liquefaction. Based on the above, the potential for lateral spreading to
pose a risk to the proposed development is low.

Conclusion

Based on the above, the proposed project would not be subject to substantial risks related
to liquefaction, landslides, or lateral spreading. Compliance with City policies and standard
construction regulations included in the CBSC would ensure that the proposed project
would not directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving subsidence or settlement. Furthermore, the proposed
project would not be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site
subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

b. Issues related to erosion and degradation of water quality during construction are
discussed in further detail in Section X, Hydrology and Water Quality, of this Initial Study.
As noted therein, the proposed project would not result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

d. Expansive soils are those possessing clay particles that react to moisture changes by
shrinking or swelling. Expansive soils can also consist of silty to sandy clay. If structures
are underlain by expansive soils, foundation systems must be capable of tolerating or
resisting any potentially damaging soil movements, and building foundation areas must
be properly drained. According to the Geotechnical Engineering Report prepared for the
project site, the near-surface soils at the project site consist of low plastic clays, which
have a very low potential for expansion with increases in soil moisture content. Thus,

19 Ibid.
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potential on-site impacts related to expansive soils and direct or indirect risks to life or
property are less-than-significant.

The proposed project would connect to existing City sewer infrastructure. Thus, the
construction or operation of septic tanks or other alternative wastewater disposal systems
is not included as part of the project. Therefore, no impact regarding the capability of soil
to adequately support the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
would occur.

The City’s General Plan indicates that known paleontological resources could exist along
the major waterways, especially the Cosumnes River, and along the Dry Creek corridor.?°
Development allowed under the General Plan could result in the discovery and
disturbance of previously unknown or undiscovered paleontological resources. The City’s
General Plan EIR concluded that with implementation of Policy HRE-4.1 through HRE-
4.4, which require all new development projects to comply with procedures upon discovery
of unique paleontological resources, impacts related to disturbance of paleontological
resources would be less than significant. The City’s General Plan does not note the
existence of any unique geologic features within the City.

The proposed project does not contain any unique geologic features; however, previously
unknown paleontological resources could exist within the subject property or off-site
improvement areas due to the presence of the Dry Creek channel within five miles of the
project site. Thus, ground-disturbing activity, such as grading, trenching, or excavating
associated with implementation of the proposed project, could have the potential to disturb
or destroy such resources. Therefore, the proposed project could result in the direct or
indirect destruction of a unique paleontological resource, and a potentially significant
impact could occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above potential
impact to a less-than-significant level.

VII-1. Should construction or grading activities result in the discovery of unique
paleontological resources, all work within 100 feet of the discovery shall
cease. The Community Development Department shall be notified, and the
resources shall be examined by a qualified archaeologist, paleontologist,
or historian, at the developer's expense, for the purpose of recording,
protecting, or curating the discovery as appropriate. The archaeologist,
paleontologist, or historian shall submit to the Community Development
Department for review and approval a report of the findings and method of
curation or protection of the resources. Work may only resume in the area
of discovery when the preceding work has occurred.

20

City of Galt. City of Galt. City of Galt General Plan Existing Conditions Report [pg. 9-8]. November 2005.
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Would the pI’OjeCt. Impact Mitigation Impact p
Incorporated
a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the [ x ] [
environment?
b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of [ ® [ 0
greenhouse gasses?
a,b. Emissions of GHGs contributing to global climate change are attributable in large part to

human activities associated with the industrial/manufacturing, utility, transportation,
residential, and agricultural sectors. Therefore, the cumulative global emissions of GHGs
contributing to global climate change can be attributed to every nation, region, and city,
and virtually every individual on Earth. An individual project's GHG emissions are at a
micro-scale level relative to global emissions and effects to global climate change;
however, an individual project could result in a cumulatively considerable incremental
contribution to a significant cumulative macro-scale impact. As such, impacts related to
emissions of GHG are inherently considered cumulative impacts.

SMAQMD has adopted qualitative thresholds of significance for GHG emissions during
operations of projects. However, SMAQMD’s CEQA Guidelines note that where local
jurisdictions have adopted thresholds or guidance for analyzing GHG emissions, the local
thresholds should be used for the project analysis. The City of Galt has adopted a Climate
Action Plan (CAP), which provides a jurisdiction-wide approach to the analysis of GHG
emissions. The City’'s CAP includes Citywide measures intended to reduce emissions from
existing sources, as well as measures aimed at reducing emissions from future sources
related to development within the City.

The Galt CAP includes a sustainability checklist to be used in analyzing the consistency
of new development projects within the City of Galt with the City’s CAP. Accordingly, the
sustainability checklist has been completed for the proposed project and is summarized
below. Please refer to Appendix E for the full sustainability checklist.

The sustainability checklist requires that the project include bicycle, pedestrian, and/or
transit infrastructure, pursuant to CAP Transportation Measures 1 and 2. Consistent with
such measures, the project would include five-foot-wide sidewalks on both sides of
Amadeo Circle, provide a connection to the existing pedestrian infrastructure along 3"
Street, and include a paved trail with benches along the proposed project perimeter.
Consistent with CAP Transportation Measure 7, the project would include a traffic-calming
measure (the 3" Street roundabout), and consistent with CAP Transportation Measure 5
and the 2022 CALGreen standards, the proposed project would incorporate EV-ready
infrastructure. Consistent with Land Use Measure 3, the proposed project would include
urban tree planting and landscaping through the site, as shown in Figure 8 of this Initial
Study. Furthermore, the Galt CAP sustainability checklist requires outdoor electrical
outlets or infrastructure to support the use of all electric landscaping equipment. In the
case of the proposed project, outdoor electric outlets to support the use of electric
landscaping equipment would be included in front and rear yards. However, consistent
with CAP Transportation Measure 9, the project construction fleet would be required to
include a percentage of construction equipment meeting the U.S. EPA’s Tier 4 standards.
Because the construction fleet engine tiers are not known at this time, without the
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implementation of mitigation, a significant impact could occur related to conflict with
Section 1 of the Galt CAP sustainability checklist.

In accordance with Section 2, Sustainable Design Options, of the sustainability checklist,
the proposed project is required to meet at least two of the provided sustainable design
options. The proposed project complies with the sustainable design options by (1)
constituting an infill project, and (2) including sustainable design practices. The project site
is surrounded by multi-family residences and a pre-school to the north; a senior mobile
home community to the west; and single-family residences to the south. To the east, the
site is bound by vacant land and UPRR tracks. As such, the Lippi Ranch Subdivision
Project would qualify as an infill project. Pursuant to the CBSC and City’s Municipal Code,
the proposed project would include several sustainable design features, including the
following:

e Outdoor landscaping must reduce outdoor water use through compliance with the
California Department of Water Resources MWELO and landscape water
efficiency standards set forth in Chapter 18.52 of the Municipal Code;

65 percent of construction and demolition waste must be diverted from landfills;
Installation of high efficacy lighting and water heating systems;

Inclusion of high-performance attics and walls; and

Installation of on-site solar energy systems capable of producing 100 percent of
the on-site electricity demand.

With the inclusion of the above sustainable design practices and the project’s status as an
infill project, the proposed project would comply with the requirements in Section 2 of the
Galt CAP sustainability checklist.

Based on the above, because compliance with Section 1 of the Galt CAP sustainability
checklist cannot be ensured, the proposed project could generate GHG emissions that
would have a significant impact on the environment or conflict with an applicable plan,
policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of GHG. Therefore,
impacts would be considered potentially significant.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above potential
impact to a less-than-significant level.

VIII-1. Prior to the start of construction activities, the project applicant shall submit
a construction equipment inventory list to the City Engineer demonstrating
compliance with U.S. EPA Tier 4 engine requirements as outlined in the
City’'s Sustainability Checklist and CAP. The use of alternatively fueled
construction equipment, such as hybrid electric or natural gas-powered
equipment, would be acceptable, given that such technologies are
implemented to a level sufficient to achieve similar emission reductions as
would occur with the use of Tier 4 engines.
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MATERIALS. Significant “with Significant Impact
. Impact Mitigation Impact p
Would the project: Incorporated
a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment through the routine transport, use, or [ O 4 Ol
disposal of hazardous materials?

Create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and 0 ® 0 0
accident conditions involving the likely release of

hazardous materials into the environment?

Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or

acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within [ Ul 2 4 l
one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

Be located on a site which is included on a list of

hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, O Ol 2 [
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the

environment?

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 the project [ Ol Ol
result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people

residing or working in the project area?

Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an

adopted emergency response plan or emergency Ll  { ] ]
evacuation plan?

Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly,
to the risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?

Discussion

a.

A significant hazard to the public or the environment could result from the routine transport,
use, or disposal of hazardous materials. Future operations of the proposed residences on
the project site could involve the use of common household cleaning products, fertilizers,
and herbicides on-site, any of which could contain potentially hazardous chemicals;
however, such products would be expected to be used in accordance with label
instructions. Due to the regulations governing use of such products and the amount that
could reasonably be used on the site, routine use of such products would not represent a
substantial risk to public health or the environment. Therefore, the proposed project would
not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials, and a less-than-significant impact
would occur.

The following discussion provides an analysis of potential hazards related to the proposed
construction activities and the project’s potential to exacerbate any existing on-site
hazardous conditions. The analysis of existing on-site hazardous conditions is based on
a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) conducted for the proposed project by
Wallace Kuhl & Associates (see Appendix G).%

Construction Activities
Construction activities associated with the proposed project would involve the use of
heavy equipment, which would contain fuels and oils, and the use of other products such

21 Wallace Kuhl & Associates. Phase | Environmental Site Assessment, Lippi Ranch Property. October 15, 2021.
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as concrete, paints, and adhesives. Small quantities of potentially toxic substances (e.g.,
petroleum and other chemicals used to operate and maintain construction equipment)
would be used at the project site and transported to and from the site during construction.
However, the project contractor would be required to comply with all California Health and
Safety Codes and local City ordinances regulating the handling, storage, and
transportation of hazardous and toxic materials. Thus, construction of the proposed project
would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the likely release of hazardous
materials into the environment.

Existing On-Site Hazardous Conditions
A discussion of potential on-site hazardous conditions based on the Phase | ESA is
discussed below.

Contaminated Soils

As previously discussed in Section V, Cultural Resources, the project site has been
historically used for agricultural activities, such as the raising of irrigated crops and
orchards, since at least 1937. Past agricultural activities within the subject property may
have included the use of pesticides and arsenic. In addition, building maintenance may
have included the application of persistent pesticides (termiticides) around the foundation
of former and existing structures to prevent pest invasions. Contaminated soils can leach
toxic chemicals into nearby ground or surface waters, where these materials can be taken
up by plants and animals, contaminate a human drinking water supply, or volatilize and
contaminate the indoor air in overlying buildings.?? Accordingly, the Phase | ESA
determined that the potential exists for residual levels of persistent agricultural chemicals
to remain in the soil.

Septic Systems and/or Wells

Because the project site is currently developed with two residences, an apartment
building, and a barn, the potential exists for a well or septic field associated with the
residences to be uncovered during construction. Failing or older septic systems are likely
to discharge untreated wastewater, which contain pathogens, nutrients, and other harmful
substances directly into the groundwater or onto the ground and into surface waters.?® In
addition, wells carry the potential to be contaminated by both naturally occurring sources
and by human activities, with contaminants potentially released into the environment
through ground-disturbing construction activities in the event that on-site wells are
disrupted.?* Proper abandonment and removal of the facilities, if present, would be
required prior to construction. Thus, without proper abandonment, a significant impact
could occur.

22

23

24

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Contaminated Land. Available at: https://www.epa.gov/report-
environment/contaminated-
land#:~:text=Contaminated%20s0ils%20can%20leach%?20toxic,indoor%20air%20in%200verlying%20buildings.
Accessed: February 2023.

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Septic System Impacts on Water Sources. Available at:
https://www.epa.gov/septic/septic-system-impacts-water-sources. Accessed February 2023.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Overview of Water-related Diseases and Contaminants in Private
Wells. Available at: https://www.cdc.gov/healthywater/drinking/private/wells/diseases.html. Accessed February
2023.

60
March 2023


https://www.epa.gov/report-environment/contaminated-land#:%7E:text=Contaminated%20soils%20can%20leach%20toxic,indoor%20air%20in%20overlying%20buildings
https://www.epa.gov/report-environment/contaminated-land#:%7E:text=Contaminated%20soils%20can%20leach%20toxic,indoor%20air%20in%20overlying%20buildings
https://www.epa.gov/report-environment/contaminated-land#:%7E:text=Contaminated%20soils%20can%20leach%20toxic,indoor%20air%20in%20overlying%20buildings
https://www.epa.gov/septic/septic-system-impacts-water-sources
https://www.cdc.gov/healthywater/drinking/private/wells/diseases.html

Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project
Initial Study

Hazardous Building Materials

Asbestos is the name for a group of naturally occurring silicate minerals that are
considered to be “fibrous” and, through processing, can be separated into smaller and
smaller fibers. The fibers are strong, durable, chemical resistant, and resistant to heat and
fire. They are also long, thin, and flexible, such that they can be woven into cloth. Because
of the above qualities, asbestos was considered an ideal product and has been used in
thousands of consumer, industrial, maritime, automotive, scientific, and building products.
However, later discoveries found that, when inhaled, the material caused serious illness.

For buildings constructed prior to 1980, the Code of Federal Regulations (29 CFR
1926.1101) states that all thermal system insulation (boiler insulation, pipe lagging, and
related materials) and surface materials must be designated as “presumed asbestos-
containing material” unless proven otherwise through sampling in accordance with the
standards of the Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act. Because the existing on-
site structures were constructed between the 1910s and the 1960’s, the potential exists
that asbestos-containing materials were used in the construction of the residential
structures and the barn. Thus, the proposed project could potentially expose construction
workers to asbestos during demolition of the structures, and a significant impact could
occur.

Federal guidelines define lead-based paint (LBP) as any paint, varnish, stain, or other
applied coating that has one milligram of lead per square centimeter or greater. Lead is a
highly toxic material that may cause a range of serious illnesses, and in some cases death.
In buildings constructed after 1978, the presence of LBP is unlikely. Structures built prior
to 1978, and especially prior to the 1960s, are expected to contain LBP. Given that the
existing structures on the property were constructed before the phase-out of LBPs in the
1970s, the proposed project could potentially expose construction workers to LBP during
demolition of the structures. Thus, a significant impact could occur during demolition of
the on-site structures.

Furthermore, caulk containing polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) were commonly used in
building construction practices between 1950 and 1970 and, thus, may be presented in
the existing building. Finally, the existing structures may include items that contain
mercury, such as gas pressure regulators or thermostats. Therefore, demolition of the on-
site structures could present a potential hazard risk related to LBP, asbestos, PCB-
containing caulk, or mercury. However, it should be noted that the project site has not
been subject to past uses that would lead to site-specific lead contamination in soils and,
as a result, testing for lead in on-site soils is not warranted.

Conclusion

Based on the above, the potential exists for persistent pesticides and arsenic in on-site
soils, existing septic systems and/or water wells, asbestos-containing materials, LBPs,
and PCB-containing caulk or mercury associated with the existing structures to occur.
Therefore, the proposed project could create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the
likely release of hazardous materials into the environment, and a potentially significant
impact could occur.
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Mitigation Measure(s)

Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above potential
impact to a less-than-significant level.

IX-1.

IX-2.

IX-3.

IX-4.

Prior to initiation of construction activities on the proposed project site, the
project applicant shall complete an analysis of on-site soils to determine
whether substantial concentrations of organochloride pesticides, arsenic,
or other soil contaminants are present above the applicable direct exposure
Environmental Screening Levels (ESLS) set by the Regional Water Quality
Control Board, the residential screening levels set by the Department of
Toxic Substances Control's Human Health Risk Assessment Note 3, and/or
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s Regional Screening Levels for
Region 9. If contaminants are not detected above applicable ESLs/RSLs,
then further mitigation is not required. If contaminants are detected above
the applicable ESLs/RSLs, then the soils shall be remediated by off-hauling
to a licensed landfill facility. Such remediation activities shall be performed
by a licensed hazardous waste contractor (Class A) and contractor
personnel that have completed 40-hour OSHA hazardous training.
Impacted soils shall be managed in accordance with the recommendations
of applicable federal, State, and local standards, to the satisfaction of the
City of Galt and the Sacramento County Environmental Management
Department. The results of soil sampling and analysis, as well as
verification of proper remediation and disposal, shall be submitted to the
City of Galt Community Development Department for review and approval.

Prior to issuance of grading permits, the site shall be examined for existing
septic systems. If septic systems are not found, no further mitigation is
required. In the event of a discovery, the system shall be abandoned in
consultation with the Sacramento County Environmental Management
Department. The results of any surveys and proof of abandonment shall be
provided to the City Community Development Department and City
Engineer.

Prior to initiation of any ground disturbance activities, a survey shall be
performed to inspect the site for abandoned wells. If wells are not found,
no further mitigation is required. If any wells are found, the applicant shall
hire a licensed well contractor to obtain a well abandonment permit from
Sacramento County Environmental Management Department and properly
abandon the on-site wells to the satisfaction of the Sacramento County
Environmental Health Department. The results of any surveys and proof of
abandonment shall be provided to the City Community Development
Department and City Engineer.

Prior to issuance of a demolition permit by the City for any on-site
structures, the project applicant shall provide a site assessment that
determines whether any structures to be demolished contain lead-based
paint (LBP), asbestos, mercury, or polychlorinated biphenyl caulk.
Sampling shall be conducted in accordance with the California Department
of Toxic Substances Control's 2006 Interim Guidance Evaluation of School
Sites with Potential Contamination from Lead based Paint, Termiticides,
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and Electrical Transformers. |If structures do not contain the
aforementioned chemicals, further mitigation is not required; however, if
LBP is found, all loose and peeling paint shall be removed and disposed of
by a licensed and certified lead paint removal contractor, in accordance
with CARB recommendations and OSHA requirements. If asbestos is
found, all construction activities shall comply with all requirements and
regulations promulgated through the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) enforced by SMAQMD local district
Rule 902 Asbestos. The demolition contractor shall be informed that all
paint on the buildings shall be considered as containing lead and/or
asbestos. The contractor shall follow all work practice standards set forth
in the Asbestos National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants
(Asbestos NESHAP, 40 CFR, Part 61, Subpart M) regulations, as well as
Section V, Chapter 3 of the OSHA Technical Manual. Should mercury or
polychlorinated biphenyl caulk be detected, the removal, demolition, and
disposal of such chemicals shall be conducted in compliance with
California environmental regulations and policies. Work practice standards
generally include appropriate precautions to protect construction workers
and the surrounding community, and appropriate disposal methods for
construction waste containing lead paint or asbestos in accordance with
federal, State, and local regulations subject to approval by the City
Engineer.

The project site is located approximately 300 feet from Galt Head Start, 0.22-mile from
New Hope Christian Pre-School, 0.4-mile from Valley Oaks Elementary School, and 0.45-
mile from Fairsite Pre-School and Elementary School. Thus, the project site is located
within one-quarter mile of existing schools. As discussed under questions ‘a’ and ‘b’
above, with implementation of mitigation, development of the proposed project would not
result in any significant hazards related to the use, transport, disposal, or upset of
hazardous materials. Therefore, the proposed project would have a less-than-significant
impact with respect to emitting hazardous emissions or handling hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school.

The California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal EPA) has compiled a list of data
resources that provide information regarding the facilities or sites identified as meeting the
“Cortese List” requirements, pursuant to Government Code 65962.5. The components of
the Cortese List include the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Hazardous
Waste and Substances Site List,? the list of leaking underground storage tank (UST) sites
from the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB'’s) GeoTracker database,?® the
list of solid waste disposal sites identified by the SWRCB, and the list of active Cease and
Desist Orders (CDO) and Cleanup and Abatement Orders (CAO) from the SWRCB.?

25

26

27

Department of Toxic Substances Control. Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List (Cortese). Available at:
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/. Accessed February 2023.

State Water Resources Control Board. GeoTracker. Available at:
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/map/?myaddress=California&from=header&cqid=8858350455. Accessed
February 2023.

CalEPA. Cortese List Data Resources. Available at: https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/. Accessed
February 2023.

63
March 2023


https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/
https://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/map/?myaddress=California&from=header&cqid=8858350455
https://calepa.ca.gov/sitecleanup/corteselist/

Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project
Initial Study

According to the Phase | ESA, the project site and off-site improvement areas are not
included on the DTSC Hazardous Waste and Substances Site List, SWRCB'’s list of solid
waste disposal sites, list of leaking UST sites, or list of active CDO and CAO. Therefore,
the proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
related to being located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5, and a less-than-significant
impact would occur.

The nearest airport to the project site is the Lodi Airport, which is located approximately
3.7 miles southeast of the project site. As such, the project site is not located within two
miles of any public airports, and does not fall within an airport land use plan area.
Therefore, no impact would occur related to the project being located within an airport
land use plan or within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, thereby resulting
in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or working in the project area.

During construction of the proposed project, all construction equipment would be staged
on-site so as to prevent obstruction of local and regional travel routes in the City that could
be used as evacuation routes during emergency events. In addition, the project site is not
located along a major roadway.

Emergency vehicle access would be provided by the roundabout at the terminus of 3"
Street and a new driveway off of Freedom Boulevard/2™ Street, which would connect to
the northernmost residential alley in the northwestern corner of the site. The emergency
vehicle access road would be gated and would ensure adequate emergency vehicle
access to the project site. The new internal circulation system would ensure that the
proposed residences would not interfere with potential evacuation or response routes
used by emergency response teams during operations. Furthermore, the City of Galt's
Emergency Operations Plan, which is a multi-hazard functional plan, is in place to assist
emergency responders and other City staff assigned to a responsible role during a
disaster.

The project would also include off-site improvements to replace existing water and sanitary
sewer lines within 3 Street. The implementation of the utility line improvements would
directly influence the transportation network near the site during construction, and could
result in roadway or lane closures that adversely affect residents in the project area.

Based on the above, the project would not substantially alter the existing circulation
system in the surrounding area. However, without proper planning of construction
activities, construction traffic could interfere with existing roadway operations during the
construction phase, which could impair the implementation of or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Therefore, project
traffic related to construction activities could result in a significant impact.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above potential
impact to a less-than-significant level.

IX-5. Prior to initiation of construction activities, the project applicant shall
prepare a Construction Traffic Control Plan for review and approval by the
City Engineer. The plan shall include the following:
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A project staging plan to maximize on-site storage of construction
materials and equipment;

A set of comprehensive traffic control measures, including
scheduling of major truck trips and deliveries to avoid peak hours;
lane closure proceedings; signs, cones and other warning devices
for drivers; and designation of construction access routes;
Provisions for maintaining adequate emergency access to the
project site;

Permitted construction hours;

Designated locations for construction staging areas;

Identification of parking areas for construction employees, site
visitors, and inspectors, including on-site locations;

Provisions for street sweeping to remove construction-related
debris on public streets; and

Provisions to ensure that access to the preschool north of the
project site is provided during off-site construction activities on 3™

Street.

A copy of the Construction Traffic Control Plan shall be submitted to local
emergency response agencies, and the agencies shall be notified at least
14 days prior to the commencement of construction that would partially or

fully obstruct roadways.

Issues related to wildfire hazards are discussed in Section XX, Wildfire, of this Initial Study.
As noted therein, the project site is not located within or near a Very High Fire Hazard
Severity Zone.? In addition, the project site is bordered by UPRR tracks to the east,
residential development to the west and south, and other existing development to the
north. While the area to the east of the site, across the UPRR tracks, currently consists
primarily of agricultural land, the site is planned for residential development. Thus, the
potential for wildland fires to reach the project site would be limited. Based on the above,
the proposed project would not expose people or structures to the risk of loss, injury or
death involving wildland fires, and a less-than-significant impact would occur.

28

California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Sacramento County, Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones
in LRA. July 30, 2008. Available at: https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/divisions/wildfire-planning-engineering/wildland-

hazards-building-codes/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps/. Accessed August 2022.
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Discussion

a. The City of Galt has a Phase | National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
permit and is part of the Sacramento Stormwater Quality Partnership (SSQP). The City of
Galt is regulated by Order No. R5-2002-0206 NPDES No. CAS082597, “Waste Discharge
Requirements for County of Sacramento and the Cities Citrus Heights, Elk Grove, Folsom,
Galt and Sacramento Storm Water Discharges From Municipal Separate Storm Sewer
Systems Sacramento County” issued by the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board (CVRWQCB). However, the City of Galt Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System
(MS4) is noncontiguous with other MS4s and is surrounded by rural and agricultural areas
that are not subject to NPDES regulations.

The City of Galt participates in the County-wide Sacramento Stormwater Quality
Improvement Program (SQIP), which was established in 1990 to reduce the pollution
carried by stormwater into local creeks and rivers. The SQIP is based on the NPDES
municipal stormwater discharge permit. The comprehensive SQIP includes pollution
reduction activities for construction sites, industrial sites, illegal discharges and illicit
connections, new development, and municipal operations.

Grading and excavation during construction, as well as implementation of new structures
associated with the proposed project, would create the potential to degrade water quality
from increased sedimentation and increased discharge (increased flow and volume of
runoff) associated with stormwater runoff. During the early stages of construction
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activities, topsoil would be exposed due to grading of the site. After grading and prior to
overlaying the ground with impervious surfaces and structures, the potential exists for wind
and water erosion to discharge sediment and/or pollutants into stormwater runoff. The
discharge of sediment and/or pollutants into stormwater runoff could adversely affect the
water quality in the project area. The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)
adopted a statewide general NPDES permit for stormwater discharges associated with
construction activity. Dischargers whose projects disturb one or more acres of soil are
required to obtain coverage under the General Permit for Discharges of Storm Water
Associated with Construction Activity Construction General Permit Order 2009-0009-
DWQ. Construction activity subject to the General Permit includes clearing, grading and
disturbances to the ground such as stockpiling, or excavation. The proposed project would
include disturbance of approximately 8.99 acres, and, thus, is subject to the relevant
requirements within the aforementioned General Permit.

The proposed project would be required to implement all applicable goals, policies and
BMP's set forth by the above programs. Construction related to BMPs would likely include,
but are not limited to, installation of storm drain inlet protection, stabilization of construction
exits, and proper maintenance of material stockpiles. The project's compliance with the
requirements of the SWRCB, the SQIP, and the City of Galt’s Stormwater Management
Program would ensure that construction activities, and operation of the project, would not
result in degradation of downstream water quality. However, the proposed project’s
construction activities could result in an increase in erosion, and consequently affect water
guality. Compliance with the foregoing requirements is typically demonstrated through
implementation of a SWPPP. However, a SWPPP has not yet been prepared for the
project. Without preparation of a SWPPP, proper implementation of BMPs cannot be
ensured at this time, and the proposed project’s construction activities could result in an
increase in erosion, and consequently affect water quality. Therefore, a potentially
significant impact related to water quality and waste discharge requirements could result.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above potential
impact to a less-than-significant level.

X-1. Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the developer shall obtain and
comply with the NPDES general construction permit including the submittal
of a Notice of Intent (NOI) and associated fee to the SWRCB and the
preparation of a SWPPP that includes both construction stage and
permanent storm water pollution prevention practices, in conformance with
the SQIP, to be submitted to the City Engineer for review.

b,e. Water for the project site would be supplied by the City of Galt. According to the City’s
2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP),?° the City of Galt's groundwater is derived
from the Cosumnes Subbasin, which is part of the San Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin.
Despite growth within the City of Galt, on-going groundwater use, and the uncertainty of
overdraft conditions, monitoring groundwater levels within the City has shown little change
in depth to groundwater since 1961. The 2020 UWMP concludes that groundwater
resources within the City are anticipated to be sufficient at least through the year 2045.
Increases in demand for groundwater that occur with buildout of the City can be met
through continued pumping from existing wells and the construction of new wells as

29 City of Galt. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan Update. June 2021.
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needed.®® The proposed project is not anticipated to require construction of a new well,
and continued pumping from existing City of Galt wells is not anticipated to inhibit the use
of groundwater by the City.

Given that the project site represents a relatively small area compared to the size of the
groundwater basin, the site does not currently represent a substantial source of
groundwater recharge. In addition, the proposed landscaped areas within the project site,
including the proposed bioretention facilities throughout the site would continue to allow
stormwater runoff to percolate into underlying soils, thereby contributing to groundwater
recharge. Although the proposed project would require a General Plan Amendment to
amend the site’s current General Plan land use designation from LDR to MHDR, the
project site has been previously designated for urban development and the loss of
groundwater infiltration at the site due to development has been previously anticipated in
the General Plan EIR. Overall, the proposed project would result in a less-than-
significant impact with respect to substantially decreasing groundwater supplies or
interfering substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project would impede
sustainable groundwater management of the basin.

The northern portion of the project site is currently developed with two single-family
residences, a dingbat-style apartment building, a barn, and a groundwater pumphouse;
the remainder of the project site is undeveloped with fallow agricultural land and limited
trees. Implementation of the proposed project would involve development of 94 single-
family residences. Such development would increase the amount of impervious surfaces
within the project site from existing conditions. With implementation of the proposed
project, stormwater draining from impervious surfaces within the project site would be
captured by curb inlets and routed, by way of new storm drain manholes and 12-, 18-, to
24-inch storm drain lines within the project site, to five new bio-retention basins planted
with sod grass throughout the project site. Four bio-retention basins would be located
along the eastern boundary of the site and one bio-retention basin would be located in the
southwest corner of the project site. The bio-retention basins would be required to comply
with the City of Galt's Stormwater Management Program and all other applicable
standards and regulations. Treated runoff from the on-site bioretention basins would flow
to an existing 72-inch storm drain line located along the western boundary of the site. The
proposed project’'s compliance with the SQIP requirements and the City of Galt's
Stormwater Management Program would ensure that the proposed project would not
substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site, substantially increasing the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite, or
creating or contributing runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted
runoff. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur.

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate
Map that includes the subject property, the project site and off-site improvement areas are
located in an Area of Minimal Flood Hazard (Zone X).3! As such, the project would not
impede or redirect flood flows or expose people or structures to a significant loss, injury,
or death involving flooding. Therefore, the proposed project would result in a less-than-
significant impact.

30 City of Galt. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan Update. June 2021.
31 Federal Emergency Management Agency. Flood Insurance Rate Map 06067C0606J. Effective October 20, 2016.
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As discussed under question ‘civ’ above, the proposed development area and off-site
improvement areas are not located within a flood hazard zone. Tsunamis are defined as
sea waves created by undersea fault movement, whereas a seiche is a long-wavelength,
large-scale wave action set up in a closed body of water such as a lake or reservoir. The
project site is not located in proximity to a coastline and would not be potentially affected
by flooding risks associated with tsunamis. Seiches do not pose a risk to the proposed
project, as the project site is not located adjacent to a large closed body of water. Based
on the above, the proposed project would not pose a risk related to the release of
pollutants due to project inundation from flooding, tsunami, or seiche zones, and no
impact would occur.
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Discussion

A project risks dividing an established community if the project would introduce
infrastructure or alter land use so as to change the land use conditions in the surrounding
community, or isolate an existing land use. The proposed project would include
development of 94 single-family residences within the project site. The proposed project
would be consistent with the single-family subdivision to the south. Although the project
would include a General Plan Amendment from LDR to MHDR and a Rezone from R1A
to R3-PD, the project site has been previously anticipated for residential uses, and the
proposed project would not isolate an existing land use. In addition, the proposed project
would provide a connection to the existing terminus of 3 Street, and internal sidewalks
located on both side of the new Amadeo Circle would connect to the existing sidewalk on
the west side of 3 Street. Accordingly, the proposed project would provide improved
connectivity within the project area. As such, the proposed project would not physically
divide an established community, and a less-than-significant impact would occur.

The proposed project would require a General Plan Amendment to change the current
General Plan land use designation from LDR to MHDR and a Rezone to change the zoning
designation from R1A to R3-PD for the project site. While the project would require an
amendment to increase the intensity of residential uses anticipated for the site, the
proposed project would generally be consistent with surrounding residential development
to the west and south. Additionally, the proposed project would adhere to the General Plan
goals, policies, and objectives regarding land use and planning including, but not limited
to, Policy LU-1.7 and Policy LU-4.5. Policy LU-1.7 establishes the goal of designating land
for development with the needs of the community, while Policy LU-4.5 ensures standards
for MHDR developments. In addition, as discussed throughout this Initial Study, the
proposed project would not conflict with any City policies and regulations adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. For example, the proposed
project would comply with the City of Galt General Plan Noise Element. Additionally, as
discussed in Section 1V, Biological Resources, the proposed project would comply with
Section 18.52.060, The Cutting and Removal of Heritage Oak and Public Trees, of the
City’s Municipal Code.

Based on the above, the project would not cause a significant environmental impact due
to conflicts with a land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding
or mitigating an environmental effect. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would
occur.
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Discussion

a,b.

Buildout of the City’'s General Plan has been previously analyzed in the City’s General
Plan EIR. Impacts to mineral resources were determined to be less-than-significant during
the General Plan EIR scoping stage of the analysis, and further assessment was not
performed by the City of Galt. Although the proposed project would involve a General Plan
Amendment and Rezone, both the existing and proposed land use and zoning
designations would involve residential development, and, thus, would not result in any
changes to the analysis provided within the General Plan EIR related to mineral resources.
The City of Galt is within the Sacramento County’'s General Plan area, which analyzes
mineral resources within the County. According to the County’s General Plan, the mineral
zone closest to the project site is located near New Hope Road, approximately 3.8 miles
to the east.®? The project site itself is not known to contain mineral resources and the
construction of the proposed project would not result in the loss of any known mineral
resources. Furthermore, mineral extraction activity on the project site would not be
compatible with the existing uses within the site and in the vicinity. Therefore, no impact
to mineral resources would occur.

32

Sacramento County. County of Sacramento General Plan Conservation Element [pg. 15]. Amended September
26, 2017.
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Discussion

The following discussion is based on an Environmental Noise Assessment prepared by Saxelby
Acoustics (see Appendix H).33

a. The following sections present information regarding sensitive noise receptors in proximity
to the project site, the existing noise environment, and the potential for the proposed
project to result in noise impacts during project construction and operation. The following
terms are referenced in the sections below:

Decibel (dB): A unit of sound energy intensity. An A-weighted decibel (dBA) is a
decibel corrected for the variation in frequency response to the typical human ear
at commonly encountered noise levels. All references to decibels (dB) in this
analysis are A-weighted unless noted otherwise.

Average, or equivalent, sound level (Leg): The Leq corresponds to a steady-state A-
weighted sound level containing the same total energy as a time varying signal
over a given time period (usually one hour).

Day-Night Average Level (Lq4n): The average sound level over a 24-hour day, with
a +10 decibel weighing applied to noise occurring during nighttime (10:00 PM to
7:00 AM) hours.

Maximum Sound Level (Lmax): The maximum sound level over a given time-period.
Median Sound Level (Lso): The sound level exceeded 50 percent of the time over
a given time-period.

Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL): The 24-hour average noise level with
noise occurring during evening (7:00 PM to 10:00 PM) hours weighted by a factor
of three and nighttime hours weighted by a factor of ten prior to averaging.

Sensitive Noise Receptors

Some land uses are considered more sensitive to noise than others, and, thus, are
referred to as sensitive noise receptors. Land uses often associated with sensitive noise
receptors generally include residences, schools, libraries, hospitals and passive
recreational areas. Noise sensitive land uses are typically given special attention in order

33 Saxelby Acoustics. Environmental Noise Assessment, Lippi Ranch Subdivision, City of Galt, California. August 25,

2022.
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to achieve protection from excessive noise. In the vicinity of the project site, sensitive land
uses include existing single-family residences located to the west and south of the project
site; a pre-school located north of the project site; and a nursing home to the northwest of
the project site.

Existing Noise Environment
The existing noise environment in the project area is primarily defined by rail activity on
the adjacent UPRR tracks located 200 feet east of the project site.

To quantify the existing ambient noise environment in the project vicinity, Saxelby
Acoustics conducted two continuous (24-hour) noise level measurement at two different
locations within the project site. Noise measurement locations are shown in Figure 12,
and a summary of the noise level measurement survey results is provided in Table 5.

Table 5
Summary of Existing Background Noise Measurement Data
Average Measured Hourly Noise Levels (dBA)
Daytime Nighttime
CNEL/| (7 AM to 10 PM) (10 PM to 7 AM)

Site Date Ldn Leq Lso Lmax Leq Lso Lmax
08/05/22 72 68 42 84 66 37 76

LT-1 08/06/22 76 69 40 79 70 35 76
08/07/22 74 67 41 80 68 34 77

08/05/22 55 52 40 70 48 34 65

LT-2 08/06/22 57 51 41 68 51 33 65
08/07/22 60 50 41 67 55 34 65

Source: Saxelby Acoustics, 2022.

Standards of Significance

The City of Galt General Plan Noise Element establishes a noise level standard of 60 dB
as normally acceptable at residential land uses. Noise levels up to 70 dB are considered
conditionally acceptable for residential uses. The City of Galt considers the following
significance criteria for noise impacts:

o If the noise level resulting from project operations would exceed the “normally
acceptable” range for a given land use where the existing noise level exceeds the
normally acceptable range, a 3 dB La, Or greater increase due to a project is
considered significant; and

¢ If the noise level resulting from project operations would exceed the “normally
acceptable” range for a given land use where the existing noise level is within the
normally acceptable range, a 5 dB La, Or greater increase due to a project is
considered significant; and

¢ If the noise level resulting from project operations would be within the “normally
acceptable” range for a given land use, a 10 dB L4, Or greater increase due to a
project is considered significant.

In addition to General Plan standards noted above, Section 8.40.040 of the City’'s
Municipal Code outlines criteria for “non-transportation” or “locally regulated” noise
sources. The noise level performance standards for non-transportation noise in the City
of Galt are shown in Table 6.
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Figure 12
Noise Measurement Locations

Source: Saxelby Acoustics, 2022.
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Table 6
Noise Level Performance Standards for Residential Areas
Affected by Non-Transportation Noise

Noise Level Exterior Noise Level Standards, dBA
Descriptor Daytime (7 AM-10 PM) Nighttime (10 PM-7 AM)
HOUT'y Leq, dB 50 45

Maximum Level, dB 70 65

Source: City of Galt Municipal Code

Impact Analysis
The following sections provide an analysis of potential noise impacts associated with
construction and operation of the proposed project.

Construction Noise

During construction of the proposed project, heavy-duty equipment would be used for
grading, excavation, paving, and building construction, which would result in temporary
noise level increases. Noise levels would vary depending on the type of equipment used,
how the equipment is operated, and how well the equipment is maintained. In addition,
noise exposure at any single point outside the project site would vary depending on the
proximity of construction activities to that point. Standard construction equipment, such as
backhoes, dozers, and dump trucks would be used on-site.

Table 7 shows the predicted construction noise levels for development of the proposed
project. Based on the table, activities involved in typical construction would generate
maximum noise levels up to 90 dB at a distance of 50 feet. Construction activities would
be temporary in nature and are anticipated to occur during normal daytime hours.

Table 7
Construction Equipment Noise
Type of Equipment Maximum Level, dB at 50 feet
Auger Rill Rig 84
Backhoe 78
Compactor 83
Compressor (air) 78
Concrete Saw 90
Dozer 82
Dump Truck 76
Excavator 81
Generator 81
Jackhammer 89
Pneumatic Tools 85
Source: Federal Highway Administration, Roadway Construction Noise Model User’'s Guide,
January 2006.

Noise would also be generated during the construction phase by increased truck traffic on
area roadways. A project-generated noise source would be truck traffic associated with
transport of heavy materials and equipment to and from the construction site. Noise
increase from truck traffic related to the movement of material would be of short duration,
and would likely occur primarily during daytime hours.
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The City of Galt establishes permissible hours of construction in Section 8.40.060(E) and
(F) of the Municipal Code. The ordinance restricts noise-producing construction activities
to weekday hours between 6:00 AM and 8:00 PM Monday through Friday, and from 7:00
AM to 8:00 PM on Saturdays and Sundays. During the permissible hours, construction
activities are conditionally exempt from the standards established by Section 8.40.040(A)
of the City’s Municipal Code.

Although construction activities are temporary in nature and would likely occur during
normal daytime working hours, construction-related noise could result in sleep
interference at existing noise-sensitive land uses in the vicinity of the project if construction
activities do not adhere to the requirements of the City of Galt Noise Ordinance with
respect to hours of operation, muffling of internal combustion engines, and other factors
that affect construction noise generation and the associated effects on noise-sensitive
land uses. Therefore, impacts resulting in the generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of
standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance could be considered
significant.

Operational Noise
Noise generated during operations of the proposed project would be limited to residential
noise and traffic noise, as discussed in further detail below.

According to the Environmental Noise Assessment, operation of the proposed project
would include typical residential noise, which would be compatible with the adjacent
existing residential uses. The proposed project is not anticipated to contribute a
measurable operational noise level increase to the existing ambient noise environment at
any sensitive receptor locations. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur with
regard to on-site operational noise.

Operations associated with the proposed project would generate noise associated with
vehicle traffic on local roadways. A doubling in traffic volumes is required to increase traffic
noise levels by 3.0 dB, which is considered to be the threshold for a significant increase
in the City of Galt General Plan Noise Element. As discussed in Section XVII,
Transportation, of this Initial Study, the proposed 94-unit residential development would
generate approximately 71 trips during the AM peak hour and 94 trips during the PM peak
hour. However, based on the existing General Plan land use designation of the site,
buildout of the project site with up to 54 units and the associated traffic noise impacts, was
previously analyzed in the General Plan EIR. Buildout of the site with 54 units would be
expected to generate 41 AM peak hour trips and 54 PM peak hour trips. Thus, the
proposed project would result in a net increase of 40 residential units relative to what is
already anticipated for the site and previously analyzed. An additional 40 units beyond
what was anticipated by the City would generate 30 additional trips during the AM peak
hour and 40 additional trips during the PM peak hour. The proposed project would not
result in a doubling of peak hour vehicle trips and, thus a substantial increase in traffic
noise levels beyond what was analyzed in the General Plan EIR would not occur.
Therefore, traffic-related noise generated from buildout of the proposed project would
result in a less-than-significant impact.

76
March 2023



Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project
Initial Study

Railroad Noise at Proposed Sensitive Receptors

It should be noted that impacts of the environment on a project (as opposed to impacts of
a project on the environment) are beyond the scope of required CEQA review. “[T]he
purpose of an EIR is to identify the significant effects of a project on the environment, not
the significant effects of the environment on the project.” (Ballona Wetlands Land Trust v.
City of Los Angeles, (2011) 201 Cal.App.4th 455, 473 (Ballona).) The California Supreme
Court recently held that “CEQA does not generally require an agency to consider the
effects of existing environmental conditions on a proposed project’s future users or
residents. What CEQA does mandate... is an analysis of how a project might exacerbate
existing environmental hazards.” (California Building Industry Assn. v. Bay Area Air Quality
Management Dist. (2015) 62 Cal.4th 369, 392; see also Mission Bay Alliance v. Office of
Community Investment & Infrastructure (2016) 6 Cal.App.5th 160, 197 [“identifying the
effects on the project and its users of locating the project in a particular environmental
setting is neither consistent with CEQA's legislative purpose nor required by the CEQA
statutes”], quoting Ballona, supra, 201 Cal.App.4th at p. 474.).

Based on the above, for the purposes of the CEQA analysis, the relevant inquiry is not
whether residents at the proposed single-family homes would be exposed to pre-existing
environmental noise-related hazards, but instead whether project-generated noise could
exacerbate the pre-existing conditions. Although the analysis of a project’s existing noise
environment is not required for CEQA purposes, such analysis is included in this
document for compliance with applicable General Plan standards.

The western boundary of the site is 200 feet from the UPRR tracks. The 2030 General
Plan EIR states that freight trains pass through the City between 20 to 40 times per day,
and on-site railroad noise measurements performed by Saxelby Acoustics identified 19
train events near the project site in one 24-hour period. As shown in Figure 13, the
proposed project would be exposed to exterior noise levels of up to 67 dBA Leq at the
ground floor building facades closest to the UPRR railroad tracks and up to 72 dBA Leq at
the second floor. Residential uses are considered normally acceptable in ambient noise
environments up to 60 dBA Lq4n, and conditionally acceptable in noise environments up to
70 dBA L. Therefore, a noise level of 72 dBA Leq would be within the normally
unacceptable range.

In addition, the City of Galt requires interior noise levels at residential uses to be 45 dB Lan
or less. Standard construction practices would provide an exterior-to-interior noise level
reduction of 25 dBA. Therefore, where exterior noise levels are 70 dBA Leq Or less,
additional interior noise control measures are typically not required. Because the proposed
project’s exterior noise levels would be up to 72 dBA Leqat second floors, closest to the
UPRR tracks, the interior noise level at such second-floor locations would be up to 47 dBA
Leq after consideration of the 25 dB exterior-to-interior noise level reduction due to typical
building construction. Thus, noise levels at the second-floor of the proposed residential
uses would exceed the City of Galt's 45 dBA Leq for interior noise level standard.

In order to address the anticipated exceedance of on-site exterior and interior noise level
standards, the City would require the following condition of project approval, which would
reduce noise levels to below the applicable City noise level standards:
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Figure 13
Transportation Noise Contours (dBA Ladn)

Source: Saxelby Acoustics, 2022.
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o Prior to approval of project improvement plans, the plans for the proposed project
shall show that the first row lots to the UPRR tracks shall be shielded through the
use of a seven-foot-tall masonry sound wall subject to approval by the City
Engineer. The approximate location of the aforementioned barrier is shown on
Figure 5 of the Environmental Noise Assessment (see Appendix H). Other types
of barriers may be employed but shall be reviewed by an acoustical engineer prior
to being constructed. Sound wall heights are assumed to be relative to building
pad elevations and may achieve the required wall height through use of earthen
berm and wall combinations to achieve the total height. Additionally, second floor
windows of the first row of residences along the UPRR tracks shall have a
minimum STC rating of 38 for windows with a view of the UPRR tracks.
Alternatively, an interior noise analysis shall be prepared by a qualified acoustic
engineer outlining the measures required to meet the City’'s 45 dBA Lan interior
noise standard, especially at unshielded second floor facades along the UPRR
tracks. The facades that require additional interior measures are shown in Figure
6 of the Environmental Noise Assessment (see Appendix H).

Conclusion

Based on the above, operation of the proposed project would not result in the generation
of a substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in
excess of standards established in the City’'s General Plan and the Municipal Code.
However, construction noise could result in a significant impact, should activities not
adhere to the requirements of the City of Galt Noise Ordinance. Therefore, considering
the potential for construction noise to increase noise levels in the project area in excess
of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies, a potentially significant impact could occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measures would reduce the above potential
impact to a less-than-significant level.

XII-1. Construction activities shall comply with the City of Galt Noise Ordinance
and shall be limited to the hours set forth below:

Monday-Friday 6:00 AM to 8:00 PM
Saturday and Sunday 7:00 AM to 8:00 PM

The above criteria shall be included in the grading plan submitted by the
applicant/developer for review and approval of the Public Works
Department prior to issuance of grading permits. Exceptions to allow
expanded construction activities shall be reviewed on a case-by-case basis
as determined by the Chief Building Official and/or City Engineer.

XIlI-2. Construction activities shall adhere to the requirements of the City of Galt
with respect to hours of operation, muffling of internal combustion engines,
and other factors that affect construction noise generation and the
associated effects on noise-sensitive land uses. Prior to issuance of
grading permits, these criteria shall be included in the grading plan
submitted by the applicant/developer for the review and approval of the
Public Works Department.
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XII-3. During construction, the applicant/developer shall designate a disturbance

coordinator and conspicuously post the person’s number around the

project site and in adjacent public spaces. The disturbance coordinator will

receive all public complaints about construction noise disturbances and will

be responsible for determining the cause of the complaint, and implement

feasible measures to be taken to alleviate the problem. The disturbance

coordinator shall report all complaints and corrective measures taken to the
Community Development Director.

Similar to noise, vibration involves a source, a transmission path, and a receiver. However,
noise is generally considered to be pressure waves transmitted through air, whereas
vibration usually consists of the excitation of a structure or surface. As with noise, vibration
consists of an amplitude and frequency. A person’s perception to the vibration depends
on their individual sensitivity to vibration, as well as the amplitude and frequency of the
source and the response of the system which is vibrating.

Vibration is measured in terms of acceleration, velocity, or displacement. A common
practice is to monitor vibration in terms of peak particle velocities (PPV) in inches per
second (in/sec). Standards pertaining to perception as well as damage to structures have
been developed for vibration levels defined in terms of PPV. Human and structural
response to different vibration levels is influenced by a number of factors, including ground
type, distance between source and receptor, duration, and the number of perceived
vibration events. Table 8, which was developed by the California Department of
Transportation (Caltrans), shows the vibration levels that would normally be required to
result in damage to structures.

Table 8
Effects of Vibration on People and Buildings
PPV
mm/sec | in/sec Human Reaction Effect on Buildings
0.15to 0.006 to | Threshold of perception; Vibrations unlikely to cause damage
0.30 0.019 possibility of intrusion of any type
Recommended upper level of the
2.0 0.08 Vibrations readily perceptible vibration to which ruins and ancient
monuments should be subjected
Level at which continuous Virtually no risk of “architectural”
25 0.10 vibrations begin to annoy y o
damage to normal buildings
people
I . Threshold at which there is a risk of
Vibrations annoying to people “ . »
: o ) X architectural” damage to normal
in buildings (this agrees with . X
. dwelling - houses with plastered
the levels established for . )
5.0 0.20 . . walls and ceilings. Special types of
people standing on bridges and | .. . 2 :
! . finish such as lining of walls, flexible
subjected to relative short -
; L ceiling treatment, etc., would
periods of vibrations) L S : "
minimize “architectural” damage
Vibrations considered Vibrations at a greater level than
0.4 1to unpleasant by people subjected | normally expected from traffic, but
10to 15 O 6 to continuous vibrations and would cause “architectural” damage
‘ unacceptable to some people and possibly minor structural
walking on bridges damage

2002.

Source: Caltrans. Transportation Related Earthborne Vibrations. TAV-02-01-R9601. February 20,
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As shown in the table, the threshold for architectural damage to structures is 0.20 in/sec
PPV and continuous vibrations of 0.10 in/sec PPV, or greater, would likely cause
annoyance to sensitive receptors.

The primary vibration-generating activities associated with the proposed project would
occur during construction when activities such as grading, utilities placement, and paving
occur. Table 9 shows the typical vibration levels produced by construction equipment at
various distances. The most substantial source of groundborne vibrations associated with
project construction would be the use of vibratory compactors. Use of vibratory
compactors/rollers could be required during construction of the proposed roadways.

Table 9
Vibration Levels for Various Construction Equipment
Type of Equipment PPV at 25 feet (in/sec) PPV at 50 feet (in/sec)
Large Bulldozer 0.089 0.031
Loaded Trucks 0.076 0.027
Small Bulldozer 0.003 0.001
Auger/drill Rigs 0.089 0.031
Jackhammer 0.035 0.012
Vibratory Hammer 0.070 0.025
Vibratory Compactor/roller (less than %'.22%0& 26 feet) 0.074

Source: Saxelby Acoustics, 2022.

Based on Table 9, construction vibration levels anticipated for the project are less than the
0.2 in/sec threshold at distances of 26 feet or more. Sensitive receptors that could be
impacted by construction-related vibrations, especially vibratory compactors/rollers, are
located approximately 75 feet, or further, from the site boundaries.

Furthermore, the proposed project would only cause elevated vibration levels during
construction, as the proposed project would not involve any uses or operations that would
generate substantial groundborne vibration. Although noise and vibration associated with
the construction phases of the project would add to the vibration environment in the
immediate project vicinity, construction activities would be temporary in nature and are
anticipated to occur during normal daytime working hours, consistent with Section
8.40.060 of the City’s Municipal Code. Thus, construction vibrations are not anticipated to
exceed acceptable levels.

Based on the above, the proposed project would not expose people to or generate
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels in the vicinity of the project
in excess of standards established in the City’'s General Plan and the Municipal Code.
Therefore, a less-than-significant impact could occur.

The nearest airport to the site is Lodi Airport, which is located approximately 3.7 miles
southeast of the site. The site is not covered by an existing airport land use plan. Given
that the project site is not located within two miles of a public or private airport, the
proposed project would not expose people residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise levels associated with airports. Thus, ho impact would occur.

81
March 2023



Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project

Initial Study
) Le_ss—_'l_’han—
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Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an
area, either directly (for example, by proposing new
homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., through [ O ® O
projects in an undeveloped area or extension of major
infrastructure)?
b. Displace substantial numbers of existing people or
housing, necessitating the construction  of [ O ® O

a.

replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion

The proposed project would include the development of 94 single-family residential units
on 8.99 acres. Using the City of Galt average persons per household value for single-
family uses of 3.22, the proposed project’'s addition of 94 single-family residences would
result in approximately 303 new residents.®* In comparison, the General Plan EIR
analyzed buildout of the site pursuant to the existing General Plan land use designation,
which would involve an average density of six du/ac and approximately 174 new residents
(54 units x 3.22 = 173.8). While, the proposed project would exceed the maximum density
anticipated for the project site by the General Plan, an increase of 129 people would not
be considered a substantial increase in population growth.

In addition, based on the 2020 Census, the Department of Finance estimates the 2021
population of Galt to be approximately 25,239.% The increase in population associated
with the proposed project would constitute an approximately 1.2 percent increase in the
City’s total population. A 1.2 percent increase in population would not be considered
substantial growth. Furthermore, as discussed in Section XIX, Utilities and Service
Systems, of this Initial Study, adequate utility infrastructure would be available to support
the proposed project.

As a result, the project would have a less-than-significant impact with respect to
substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly or indirectly.

The proposed project would require demolition of two existing single-family residences, a
dingbat-style apartment building, a barn, and a groundwater pumphouse. However, the
removal of two residences and a small-scale apartment building would not be considered
to result in the displacement of a substantial number of existing people or housing. In
addition, although two residences would be removed from the City’s housing stock, the
proposed project would involve the construction of 94 new residences in the future. As
such, the proposed project would not displace substantial numbers of existing people or
housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere, and a less-
than-significant impact would occur.

34
35

City of Galt. City of Galt 2021-2021 Housing Element Existing Conditions Report [pg. 7-20]. May 2022.

California Department of Finance. E-5 Population and Housing Estimates for Cities, Counties, and the State,
January 2021-2022, with 2020 Benchmark. Available at:
https://dof.ca.gov/forecasting/demographics/estimates/estimates-e5-2010-2021/. Accessed August 2022.

82
March 2023


https://dof.ca.gov/forecasting/demographics/estimates/estimates-e5-2010-2021/

XV.

Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project
Initial Study

PUBLIC SERVICES.

Would the project result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of new or

physically altered governmental facilities, need for Nnew  pgentany  significant ~ Less-Than-

Less-Than-
No

or physically altered governmental facilities, the Significant - with Significant  mpact
construction of which could cause significant P Incorgorated P

environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

PoOoT®

Fire protection? Ol [ ® [
Police protection? Ul Ul ® ]
Schools? Ul Ll P 4 ]
Parks? Ol ] 4 [

O ] 4 ]

Other Public Facilities?

Discussion
a.

The proposed project would include development of 94 single-family residences. The
Cosumnes Community Services District Fire Department (CCSDFD) would provide fire
protection services to the proposed project. The CCSDFD operates eight fire stations to
serve the cities of Galt and Elk Grove, as well as areas of unincorporated Sacramento
County covering a total of approximately 157 square miles. The CCSDFD currently staffs
177 personnel which includes 175 full-time and two part-time employees. Two fire stations
are located in the City of Galt: Fire Station 45 at 229 5" Street and Fire Station 46 at 1050
Walnut Avenue. Fire Station 45 is located approximately 0.45-mile northeast of the project
site, and Fire Station 46 is located approximately 2.42 miles northeast.

The increase in the overall demand on fire protection services associated with buildout the
City of Galt has been previously anticipated by the City and analyzed in the Galt 2030
General Plan EIR. The General Plan EIR found that buildout of the General Plan would
increase the need for fire protection services and result in a significant and unavoidable
impact. The CCSDFPD 2022-2027 Strategic Plan details how the CCSDFPD will prioritize
services and establish timelines to meet the community’s needs. 3¢ Implementation of the
CCSDFPD Strategic Plan would ensure that the CCSDFD has adequate facilities and
operations capacity to support buildout of the General Plan.

Additionally, any development within the project site would be required to adhere to
Chapter 15.28, the Fire Code, of the City’'s Municipal Code, which requires that projects
install a fire sprinkler system and adhere to all fire protection codes established by the
CCSDFD. The above features would reduce the risk of fire at the project site, and, thus
reduce potential for the project to increase demand. In addition, the project applicant would
be required to pay all applicable fees, including a development impact fee and public
safety fee. The payment of fees would ensure that adequate fire protection services would
be available to serve the proposed project, and the proposed project would not require the
construction of new or physically altered fire or police protection facilities, the construction
of which could cause an environmental impact.

Furthermore, the project site was anticipated for residential development under the
existing LDR land use designation. While the proposed General Plan Amendment from
LDR to MHDR would increase the residential density at the project site, the proposed

36

Cosumnes Community Services Department. Fire Department Strategic Plan 2022-2027. Adopted 2022.
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project would not involve a substantially increased demand on fire services relative to what
was analyzed in the General Plan EIR. In addition, the project site is surrounded by
residential uses, which are already serviced by the CCSDFD. The City also requires, as a
condition of approval, that new development projects annex into a Community Facilities
District (CFD) for public facilities and services, which would further ensure that the
proposed project would not result in impacts associated with fire protection services.

Given that the project site has been anticipated for urban development, the increase in
fire protection services has been analyzed in the City’s General Plan EIR. Thus, the
proposed project would result in a less-than-significant impact.

b. The project site is located within the jurisdiction of the Galt Police Department (GPD). The
GPD employs 38 sworn officers and 16 civilian staff, as well as several volunteers. The
nearest GPD station to the project site is located at 455 Industrial Drive, approximately 1.2
miles northwest of the project site.

The Galt 2030 General Plan EIR determined that the increased cost to maintain equipment
and facilities and to train and equip personnel would be offset through the increased
revenue, and fees, generated by increased development. The applicant for the proposed
project would be required to pay all applicable fees, including a development impact fee
and public safety fee. Furthermore, the project site was anticipated for residential
development under the existing LDR land use designation. Despite the proposed General
Plan Amendment from LDR to MHDR, the proposed project would not involve a
substantially increased demand on police protection services relative to what was
analyzed in the General Plan EIR.

Given that the project site has been anticipated for urban development, the increase in
police protection services associated with buildout of the project site has been analyzed
in the City’s General Plan EIR. Furthermore, the City of Galt General Plan includes the
Public Facilities and Services Element to establish goals and policies for the City. The
General Plan ensures that emergency response equipment and personnel training are
adequate to follow the procedures contained within the City’'s Emergency Operations Plan.
In addition, as discussed above, the City requires, as a condition of approval, that new
development projects annex into a CFD for public facilities and services, which would
further ensure that the proposed project would not result in impacts associated with police
protection services. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in the need for new
or physically altered police protection facilities, the construction of which could cause an
environmental impact, and a less-than-significant impact would occur.

C. The project site is served by the Galt Joint Union Elementary School District (GJUESD)
which operates middle and elementary schools within the City, as well as the Galt Joint
Union High School District (GJUHSD) which operates the high schools. According to the
Galt 2030 General Plan Existing Conditions, Galt High School and GJUESD were
exceeding capacity; however, funding for school facilities is provided through State and
local revenue sources, and recent discussions with the GJUESD have indicated that the
existing schools in the project area are not at capacity.®” The proposed residences within
the project site would be anticipated to generate new students. As shown in Table 10, the
proposed project would generate approximately 81 total students.

87 GHD. East Galt Infill Annexation/Simmerhorn Ranch Project Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration. May
2020.
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Funding for new school construction is provided through State and local revenue sources.
Senate Bill (SB) 50 (Chapter 407, Statutes of 1998) governs the amount of fees that can
be levied against new development. Payment of fees authorized by the statute is deemed
“full and complete mitigation.” Such fees would be used in combination with State and
other funds to construct new schools. The project applicant would be required to pay
development impact fees in order to fund new facilities. The payment of development
impact fees would be sufficient to ensure adequate school capacity is provided and a less-
than-significant impact would occur.

Table 10
Proposed Project Student Generation
Students/Unit Number of
Grade Number of Units Rate! Students
K-5 94 0.48 45
6-8 94 0.17 16
9-12 94 0.21 20
Total 94 0.86 81
1 Source: School Facility Needs Analysis, September 2011.

Using an average persons per household value of 3.22 per residential unit, the proposed
project would generate a population of 303 persons. The 2030 Galt General Plan requires
five acres of parkland per 1,000 residents; therefore, the project would be required to
provide 1.52 acres of parkland. The applicant has not provided a parkland dedication as
part of the proposed project. Thus, the proposed project would be subject to compliance
with Section 18.64.080B of Galt's Municipal Code, which requires the applicant to pay a
fee in-lieu of land dedication or include parkland in the proposed development. Payment
of in-lieu fees would be considered sufficient to ensure that adequate public parkland is
provided for future residents, and a less-than-significant impact would occur.

The Galt 2030 General Plan anticipates increased demand for public facilities with growth
in the City of Galt. The project site is currently designated for residential uses.
Implementation of the proposed project would result in an increase in demand for public
and governmental facilities through the development of new residences. However, an
increase of 129 residents, in addition to the 174 residents already anticipated in the
General Plan EIR for the project site, would not be expected to result in the need for new
or physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service for any other
public services. Considering the existence of public and governmental facilities within the
City, the proposed project would not be anticipated to result in the need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service for any other public
services. Therefore, a less-than-significant impact would occur.
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XVI RECREATION Potentially Significant Less-Than- No
) X ) Significant with Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
a. Would the project increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational 0 0 ® 0
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of
the facility would occur or be accelerated?
b. Does the project include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities 0 0 % 0

which might have an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

Discussion

a,b.

As discussed in Section XIV, Population & Housing, the proposed project would include
94 single-family residences, housing approximately 303 persons. Thus, an increase in
demand on recreational facilities would occur. Section 18.64.080B of Galt's Municipal
Code requires developments that include subdivision of land to either dedicate parkland
or pay in-lieu fees. Using an average persons per household of 3.22 per residential unit,
the project population would be approximately 303 residents. As discussed in Section XV,
Public Services, the 2030 Galt General Plan requires five acres of parkland per 1,000
residents; therefore, the project would be required to dedicate at least 1.52 acres of
parkland. Because the proposed project would not include the dedication of parkland, the
project would be subject to the payment of in-lieu park fees, which would be used to fund
park facilities throughout the City. The payment of such fees would ensure that adequate
parkland be provided with the City, and existing recreational facilities would not experience
impacts due to increased population growth. Thus, the proposed project would result in a
less-than-significant impact related to recreational facilities.
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) Less-Than-
XVII. TRANSPORTATION. ggﬁ:ﬁgm S'Qwift'ﬁam L;Zilzgggt No
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated
a. Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation system, including transit, [ Ll ® ]
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?
b. Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 0 0 ® 0
15064.3, subdivision (b)?
c. Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or [ R O U
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
d. Result in inadequate emergency access? [ ® Ol U

a.

Discussion

LOS is still currently used by the City of Galt for purposes of determining consistency with
adopted General Plan goals and policies related to LOS. However, the law has changed
with respect to how transportation-related impacts may be addressed under CEQA.
Therefore, pursuant to SB 743, VMT is the most appropriate measure of transportation
impacts, and LOS is no longer used for determining significant impacts under CEQA.

Please refer to Question “b” for a discussion of VMT.

Project Trip Generation

In order to determine the potential impact on surrounding roadways by increased vehicle
trips associated with operation proposed project, the Institute of Traffic Engineer’s (ITE)
Trip Generation Handbook was used to estimate weekday AM, PM, and daily trip
generation forecasts for the proposed project. As shown in Table 11 below,
implementation of the proposed project would be expected to result in 71 trips occurring
during the AM peak hour and 94 trips occurring during the PM peak hour, with
approximately 895 daily trips.

Table 11
Weekday Project Trip Generation Rates and Estimates
Daily AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
Size Rate | Trips | Rate In Out | Total | Rate In Out | Total
94 units | 9.52 895 0.75 18 53 71 1.00 59 35 94
Source: Institute of Transportation Engineers, 2012.

Because the proposed project would require a General Plan Amendment from LDR to
MHDR, the project would generate traffic impacts beyond the type and intensity
anticipated by the City and analyzed in the General Plan EIR.*® The General Plan
anticipated buildout of the project site with up to 54 units, which would be expected to
result in 41 trips occurring during the AM peak hour and 54 trips occurring during the PM
peak hour, with approximately 514. An additional 40 units beyond what was anticipated
by the City would generate 30 additional trips during the AM peak hour and 40 additional
trips during the PM peak hour, with 383 additional daily total trips beyond what was
anticipated previously by the City. An increase of 70 combined AM and PM peak hour trips

38

City of Galt. Environmental Impact Report for the 2030 Galt General Plan, Circulation and Transportation [pg. 5-
12]. July 2008.
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would not substantially alter the analysis of cumulative traffic impacts presented in the
General Plan EIR for cumulative buildout of the City.

Pedestrian, Bicycle, and Transit Facilities
The following provides a discussion of the proposed project’'s potential impacts to
pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facilities.

Pedestrian and Bicycle Impacts

Pedestrian facilities are comprised of crosswalks, sidewalks, pedestrian signals, and off-
street paths, which provide safe and convenient routes for pedestrians to access
destinations such as institutions, businesses, public transportation, and recreation
facilities.

The proposed project would include construction of sidewalks on both sides of the
proposed internal circulation roadway. The proposed sidewalks within the project site
would also connect to the existing sidewalk located along the west side of 3™ Street. All
new sidewalks would be required to comply with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)
and would conform to the existing pedestrian network in the project vicinity. The proposed
sidewalks would also be consistent with General Plan Policy C-6.1, which requires that
the City establishes safe and interconnected pedestrian networks. In addition, while most
of the residential roadways surrounding the subject property do not include designated
bicycle lanes, the streets are of sufficient width and have slow speed limits, making the
roadways relatively bikeable. Amadeo Circle, which would be developed as part of the
project, would adhere to the applicable policies established by the General Plan, as well
as the City’s complete streets ordinance. As such, impacts related to pedestrian facilities
would not occur.

Bicycle Facilities

The City of Galt maintains three classes of commuter bikeways (Class I, Class II, and
Class Ill). The City’s Bicycle Transportation Plan proposes a humber of new Class |, I,
and lIl bikeways to create a citywide trail system. As shown in Figure 10 of the City’'s
Bicycle Transportation Plan, the nearest existing bikeway to the project site is a Class Il
bikeway along F Street.*® While the proposed residents would have access to the F Street
bikeway, existing bicycle facilities are not present along the roadways in the immediate
project vicinity. Furthermore, development of the proposed project would not preclude
construction of any planned bicycle facilities, and the proposed project would not result in
the creation of a conflict with any adopted programs, plans, ordinances, or policies
addressing bicycle facilities. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur related to
bicycle facilities.

Transit Services and Facilities

The City and County jointly plan, manage, and fund local transit service which is guided
by the regular update of the Short Range Transit Plan. The current contract transit
operator, Community Transportation Agency, Inc., in the City of Galt operates South
County Transit (SCT) Link. SCT provides fixed routes in the SR 99 and Delta area service,
as well as door-to-door Dial-A-Ride service in Galt. The nearest stop to the project site for
both the SR 99 and Delta routes is at Galt City Hall, which is approximately one mile
northeast of the project site. Given that the proposed project would follow all applicable

39 City of Galt. Bicycle Transportation Plan [pg. 41]. January 2011.
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policies established in the General Plan and the proposed project would not substantially
increase the number of average trips anticipated by the City, existing transit services and
facilities are anticipated to have sufficient capacity to accommodate potential transit users
associated with the proposed project. Thus, a less-than-significant impact would occur
related to transit services and facilities.

Conclusion

Given the above, adequate transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities would be
available for the proposed project and the project would not conflict with any existing or
planned transportation facilities in the project vicinity. Therefore, a less-than-significant
impact would occur.

b. Section 15064.3 of the CEQA Guidelines provides specific considerations for evaluating
a project's transportation impacts. Pursuant to Section 15064.3, analysis of VMT
attributable to a project is the most appropriate measure of transportation impacts.
However, the City has not yet established any standards or thresholds regarding VMT.

Pursuant to Section 15064.3(3), a lead agency may analyze a project’'s VMT qualitatively
based on the availability of transit, proximity to destinations, etc. While changes to driving
conditions that increase LOS times are an important consideration for traffic operations
and management, the method of analysis does not fully describe environmental effects
associated with fuel consumption, emissions, and public health. Section 15064.3(3)
changes the focus of transportation impact analysis in CEQA from measuring impact to
drivers to measuring the impact of driving.

While VMT thresholds have not yet been adopted by the City, Draft VMT Guidance has
been prepared for the City by GHD,*® which evaluates VMT and identifies recommended
thresholds of significance for different types of land uses within the City of Galt. In
accordance with the Governor's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) Technical
Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA (Technical Advisory), VMT per
capita is the recommended metric to evaluate CEQA-related transportation impacts for
residential land uses, with an impact threshold of 15 percent below the existing VMT levels
for residential land uses.* According to the Draft VMT Guidance, the existing average
residential VMT per capita for the City is 34.5. In accordance with the OPR Technical
Advisory and based on the recommended VMT thresholds, residential projects with a
residential VMT per capita of 15 percent below the baseline VMT per capita of 34.5 would
be anticipated to result in a less-than-significant VMT impact. Therefore, a residential
development project with a VMT per capita of 29.3 or less would be anticipated to result
in a less-than-significant VMT impact.

The Draft VMT Guidance includes a Residential VMT per Capita Screening Map, which
depicts areas within the City where residential projects would generate an average VMT
of 15 percent or less than the existing average VMT per capita. Residential projects
identified in the screening map are presumed to have a less-than-significant VMT impact
and do not require further VMT analysis. Based on the screening map, the project site is
located in an area determined to result in an average residential VMT per capita of 24.5,
which is 29 percent below the City’s existing average residential VMT per capita of 34.5

40 GHD. SB 743 — Draft Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) Guidance. April 28, 2022.
41 Governor's Office of Planning and Research. Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA.
December 2018.
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and exceeds OPR’s recommended impact threshold of 15 percent below the existing VMT
levels. As such, residential development on the project site is anticipated to result in a
less-than-significant VMT impact.

As mentioned previously, the project site is located in close proximity to alternative forms
of transportation, including bus routes. Access to multiple forms of public transportation
would ultimately encourage residents to use alternative means of transportation to and
from the project site and, as a result, reduce VMT associated with the proposed project.

Based on the above, the proposed project would not conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA
Guidelines Section 15064.3(b), and a less-than-significant impact would occur.

Primary site access would be provided by a landscaped roundabout located at the
terminus of 3" Street. Amadeo Circle would be constructed through the project site to
provide access to the residential units. The right-of-way for the new roadway within the
project site would be approximately 48 feet wide. Connected driveways would be attached
to each proposed residence and private garages would be located within each individual
residential unit. A total of 13 alleyways would be located between rows of residences and
would provide access to the private garages. The new Amadeo Circle would allow for
access to the alleyways and the associated garages. The proposed circulation
improvements would be subject to compliance with all applicable roadway design
standards. The proposed project would not alter the existing transportation network nor
increase hazards due to a geometrical design feature.

Construction traffic associated with the proposed project would include heavy-duty
vehicles which would share the area roadways with normal vehicle traffic, as well as
transport of construction materials, and daily construction employee trips to and from the
site. However, such heavy-duty truck traffic would only occur throughout the duration of
construction activities and would cease upon buildout of the proposed subdivision. In
addition to the construction of structures and the new Amadeo Circle, the project would
also include off-site improvements to replace existing water and sanitary sewer lines within
3" Street. The implementation of the utility line improvements would directly influence the
transportation network near the site during construction, and could result in roadway or
lane closures that adversely affect residents in the project area.

Emergency vehicle access would be provided by the roundabout at the terminus of 3"
Street and a new driveway off of Freedom Boulevard/2™ Street, which would connect to
the northernmost residential alley in the northwestern corner of the site. The emergency
vehicle access road would be gated and would not be accessible to the general public. In
addition, all interior drive aisles and parking stalls would comply with City design
standards, and, thus, on-site circulation would be expected to function acceptably for
emergency response vehicles. As such, the proposed on-site vehicle circulation would
allow for emergency vehicle access and would not impede current response times to the
project site.

Based on the above, the project would not substantially increase hazards due to a design
feature, or incompatible uses, or result in inadequate emergency access. However,
without proper planning of construction activities, construction traffic could interfere with
existing roadway operations during the construction phase, which could result in a risk to
public safety. Therefore, project traffic related to construction activities could result in a
significant impact.
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Mitigation Measure(s)
Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above potential

impact to a less-than-significant level.

XVII-1. Implement Mitigation Measure 1X-5.
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XVII1L.TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES.
Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in

the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in

Less-Than-

Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, Poentialy  ‘gojiean — Less-Than-

feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically —impact ~ WihMtigalion =y nce

Significant Significant

Impact
Incorporated

defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California
Native American Tribe, and that is:

a.

Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of

Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical N % 0 0
resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(K).

A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion

and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant

pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public

Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set ] ® Ol O
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section

5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of

the resource to a California Native American tribe.

Discussion

a,b.

As discussed in Section V, Cultural Resources, of this Initial Study, a Cultural Resources
Inventory and Evaluation Report was prepared for the proposed project by ECORP. As
part of the Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, ECORP determined that
the historic-period Lippi Ranch Property is eligible for listing under the CRHR and the
NRHP, or pursuant to Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k) or subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1.

While previously documented pre-contract and historic archaeological sites, architectural
resources, or traditional cultural properties have not been recorded at the project site, 11
previously recorded historic archaeological resources have been recorded within a 0.5-
mile radius of the project site. Based on the results of the CHRIS record search and
ECORP’s archival research, ECORP determined that a low to moderate potential exists
for buried archaeological site indicators to occur in the project site area. In addition,
ECORP conducted an intensive field survey of the project site on September 29, 2022
using 15-meter transects. The field survey did not indicate the presence of any tribal
cultural resources on-site. In addition, a records search of the NAHC SLF was conducted
for the proposed project. Based on the results of the NAHC SLF, the site does not contain
known tribal cultural resources.

In compliance with AB 52 (Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1), a project
notification letter was distributed to the chairpersons of the Wilton Rancheria, the Torres
Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indian Tribe, and the Buena Vista Rancheria of Me-Wuk Indians.
The Wilton Rancheria responded by email on August 19, 2022 with recommendations for
the evaluation and treatment of tribal cultural resources at the project site. The
recommendations are included herein. Further correspondence with Wilton Rancheria has
not been received to date. The City did not receive communications from the Torres-
Martinez Desert Cahuilla Indian Tribe or the Buena Vista Rancheria of Me-Wuk Indians
during the 30-dayresponse period.

Based on the history of disturbance at the project site as a result of past development and
agricultural uses, as well as the lack of identified tribal cultural resources at the site and
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within the off-site improvement areas, tribal cultural resources are not expected to occur
within the proposed improvement areas. Nevertheless, the possibility exists that
development of the proposed project could result in a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a tribal cultural resource if previously unknown tribal cultural resources are
uncovered during grading or other ground-disturbing activities. Thus, a potentially
significant impact to tribal cultural resources could occur.

Mitigation Measure(s)

Implementation of the following mitigation measure would reduce the above potential
impact to a less-than-significant level.

XVIII-1. Implement Mitigation Measures V-1 and V-2.
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Less-Than-
XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE Potentially Significant Less-Than-
SYSTEMS. Significant with Significant No Impact
. Impact Mitigation Impact
Would the project: Incorporated
a. Require or result in the relocation or construction of

new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or

storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 0 0 ® 0
telecommunications facilities, the construction or

relocation of which could cause significant

environmental effects?

Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the

project and reasonably foreseeable future O O *® 0
development during normal, dry, and multiple dry
years?

Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment

provider which serves or may serve the project that it

has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected [ l R ]
demand in addition to the provider's existing

commitments?

Generate solid waste in excess of State or local

standards, or in excess of the capacity of local 0 0 % 0
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of

solid waste reduction goals?

Comply with federal, state, and local management and

reduction statutes and regulations related to solid [ Ol ® O
waste?

Discussion

a-C.

Electricity, natural gas, telecommunications, water, and sanitary sewer services would be
provided to the project site by way of new connections to existing infrastructure in the
immediate project area. Brief discussions of water, sewer service, stormwater drainage,
electrical, natural gas, and telecommunications that would serve the proposed project are
included below.

Water

As previously mentioned under Section X, Hydrology and Water Quality, water service for
the proposed project would be provided by the City. The proposed project would include
construction of new eight-inch water lines throughout the project site, with connections to
the existing eight-inch water main north of the project boundary and the existing six- and
eight-inch water main in Freedom Boulevard/2™ Street. The existing six-inch water line
within 3™ Street from the northern boundary of the project site to F Street and the existing
four-inch water line from F Street to D Street would be replaced with a new 12-inch water
line. The new 12-inch water line would extend to the existing 12-inch water line at C Street.
On-site water would be routed to the new 12-inch water line within 3 Street.

According to the City’s 2020 UWMP, the City of Galt relies upon groundwater from the
Cosumnes Subbasin of the San Joaquin Valley Groundwater basin as the sole source of
domestic potable water for current and future water demand.*? The Cosumnes Subbasin
is managed through the south Basin Groundwater Management Plan, which was adopted
in 2011. According to the 2020 UWMP, the City has eight active wells to extract
groundwater from the Cosumnes Subbasin. The wells have capacities ranging from 600

42

City of Galt. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan Update. June 2021.
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to 1,900 gallons per minute (gpm) with a total capacity of approximately 10,400 gpm. The
depth to groundwater is approximately 80 feet to 100 feet with the wells drawing water at
depths ranging from 652 feet to 1,539 feet.

According to the 2020 UWMP, the estimated baseline average per capita per day (gpcd)
water demand between the years 2000 and 2009 was approximately 221 gallons per day
per capita. The 2020 water demand target for the City of Galt is approximately 177 gpcd.
According to the 2020 UWMP, the City can supply all of the water demands with
groundwater from the Cosumnes Subbasin through the year 2045. Furthermore, the City
is projected to have sufficient water supplies to meet projected water needs through 2045
during normal, dry, and multiple dry years. The UWMP notes that water usage could be
reduced by over 30 percent should conservation measures be necessary.

The projected supply available to the City of Galt assumes that new wells will be developed
in the future if warranted by demand, and would be adequate to serve a projected year
2045 population of 35,758.4% Given that the proposed project includes the development of
up to 94 single-family residences, the City of Galt’s estimated current local population of
25,239 would increase by 308 residents, assuming the City of Galt’s average household
size of 3.22 persons per household, for a total current population of 25,547. Such an
increase in population is well within the City of Galt’s anticipated population growth, and,
thus, within the City’s available water supply.

Wastewater

Sanitary sewer services would be provided to the project site by the City of Galt Utilities
Division, which is responsible for the operation and maintenance of the sewer system,
including the City’'s WWTP and 12 sewer lift stations. Sewer lift stations pump raw
wastewater that is collected throughout the City and pump raw wastewater to the City’s
WWTP, which is located approximately 3.7 miles northwest of the project site.

The City of Galt's current wastewater treatment collection system consists of
approximately 79 miles of sewer mains and trunk sewers. The wastewater is collected
through the sewer mains and trunk sewers, then conveyed to the City of Galt's WWTP,
which is located approximately 2.6 miles northwest of the project site. The WWTP has a
capacity of 3.0 million gallons per day (mgd) and is currently operating at 2.0 mgd.** Thus,
the WWTP has a remaining capacity of approximately 1.0 mgd.

The proposed project would include construction of new eight-inch sanitary sewer lines
and sanitary sewer manholes through the project site. The proposed project would also
include replacement of the existing six-inch sanitary sewer line within 3 Street from the
northern boundary of the project site to F Street with an eight-inch sanitary sewer line. On-
site sewage would be routed to the new eight-inch sewer line within 3™ Street. According
to the City of Galt Public Works Department, the average per capita flow is 100 gallons
per day (gpd).* Based on the average per capita flow rate, operation of the proposed
project would contribute a total wastewater generation of approximately 30,300 gpd, (100
gpd x 303 new residents) or 0.030 mgd. Therefore, the WWTP has adequate remaining

43
a4

45

City of Galt. 2020 Urban Water Management Plan Update [pg. 14]. June 2021.
City of Galt. Wastewater. Available at: https://www.cityofgalt.org/government/public-works-department/utilities-
division/wastewater. Accessed August 2022.
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capacity to accommodate the increase of wastewater flows associated with the proposed
project.

It should further be noted that, although the proposed project includes a General Plan
Amendment and Rezone to increase the density of the project site, buildout of the site with
residential development was anticipated in the City’'s General Plan. Thus, increased
wastewater flows associated with the project site have been generally anticipated within
the City’'s General Plan and wastewater related analyses, such as the City’s Sanitary
Sewer Management Plan and the City's WWTP Facilities Master Plan. Furthermore, the
General Plan EIR determined that impacts related to wastewater treatment capacity would
be less than significant.

Therefore, given the available capacity within the wastewater facility, the proposed project
would not result in inadequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition
to the existing commitments.

Stormwater

As discussed in Section X, Hydrology and Water Quality, stormwater draining off
impervious surfaces such as roofs, parking areas, and drive aisles within the project site
would be directed and treated at bioretention areas throughout the project site. The
bioretention basins would be designed to comply with Sacramento County standards for
hydromodification and stormwater quality. Furthermore, Mitigation Measure X-1 would
ensure that the project applicant comply with the NPDES general construction permit
requirements. Consequently, implementation of the proposed project would include
provision of adequate on-site infrastructure, and the existing off-site infrastructure would
be sufficient to meet the demand from the project. Additionally, because the site has been
anticipated for development by the City’s General Plan, impacts to stormwater systems
resulting from development of the site have been analyzed in the City’s General Plan EIR.
Therefore, the proposed project would not significantly increase stormwater flows into the
City’s existing system and sufficient water supply capacity would be available to serve the
project.

Electricity, Natural Gas, and Telecommunications

Electricity, natural gas, and telecommunications utilities would be provided by way of
connections to existing infrastructure located within the immediate project vicinity. SMUD
would provide electricity, PG&E would provide natural gas services, and AT&T and
Comcast/Xfinity would provide telecommunication services to the project site. The
proposed project would not require major upgrades to, or extension of, existing
infrastructure. Thus, impacts related to electricity, natural gas, and telecommunications
infrastructure would be less than significant.

Conclusion

Considering the above, sufficient utility infrastructure exists in the project vicinity to serve
the proposed project. Furthermore, increased demand for water, sewer, and other utilities
resulting from the proposed project can be accommodating by the City’s existing utility
capacity. Therefore, the project would result in a less-than-significant impact related to
the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or
stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could cause significant environmental effects.
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Solid waste, recyclable materials, and compostable material collection within the City of
Galt is operated by California Waste Recovery Systems (CWRS). CWRS is a private
franchise that can haul solid waste to any approved landfill facility in the area. The
Sacramento County Landfill located on Kiefer Boulevard has been recently expanded. The
Sacramento County Landfill covers 1,084 acres of land; 660 acres are permitted for
disposal. The site’s permit allows the landfill to receive a maximum of 10,815 tons of waste
per day. According to the California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery
(CalRecycle), the Sacramento County Landfill has a remaining capacity of 112,900,000
cubic yards out of a total permitted capacity of 117,400,000, or 96 percent remaining
capacity.*®

Because the proposed project would require a General Plan Amendment to change the
project site’s current General Plan land use designation from LDR to MHDR, construction
and operation of the proposed project would result in increased solid waste generation
beyond what has been previously anticipated for the site by the General Plan EIR. As
noted previously, the proposed project would accommodate an additional 129 residents
beyond what was analyzed for the project site in the General Plan, which would represent
an increase of 1.2 percent relative to the existing City population. Such a relatively minor
population increase would not substantially affect the available capacity of the Sacramento
County Landfill. In addition, the residential nature of the proposed project would not be
expected to generate substantial amounts of solid waste. Furthermore, the project would
be required to comply with all applicable provisions of Chapter 8.16, Garbage, of the City’'s
Municipal Code.

Therefore, the proposed project would not generate solid waste in excess of State or local
standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the
attainment of solid waste reduction goals and would comply with federal, State, and local
management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Therefore, a
less-than-significant impact would occur.

46

California Department of Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle). Facility/Site Summary Details:
Sacramento County Landfill (Kiefer) (34-AA-0001). Available at
https://www?2.calrecycle.ca.gov/SolidWaste/SiteActivity/Details/2070?sitelD=2507. Accessed October 2022.
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XX. WILDFIRE. Less-Than-
If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands g;gﬁi’f‘itf;r']{ Significant L;;f“g::; No Impact
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, Impact  Migation Impact
would the project: neorporate
a. Substantially impair an adopted emergency response 0 0 ® 0

plan or emergency evacuation plan?
b. Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project 0 0 ® 0
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire
or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
c. Require the installation or maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency
water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may O ] ® Ol
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the environment?
d. Expose people or structures to significant risks,
including downslope or downstream flooding or 0 0 ® 0
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage changes?

Discussion

a-d. According to the CAL FIRE Fire and Resource Assessment Program, the project site is
not located within or near a State responsibility area or lands classified as a Very High
Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ).%” The nearest VHFHSZ is approximately 7.12 miles
northeast of the project site. Therefore, the proposed project would not be subject to
substantial risks related to wildfires, and a less-than-significant impact would occur.

47 California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection. Sacramento County, Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones
in LRA. July 30, 2008. Available at: https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/divisions/wildfire-planning-engineering/wildland-
hazards-building-codes/fire-hazard-severity-zones-maps/. Accessed August 2022.
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Less-Than-
XX1. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF ggg;ltgrl]yt Significant L;ZEIQ:; No
SIGNIFICANCE. Impact Mitigation impact Impact

Incorporated
Does the project have the potential to substantially
degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a
fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 4 Ol ] O
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict
the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or
eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?
Does the project have impacts that are individually
limited, but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a
project are considerable when viewed in connection Ul ] R L]
with the effects of past projects, the effects of other
current projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?
Does the project have environmental effects which will
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, Ol ® [ U
either directly or indirectly?

Discussion
a.

As discussed in Section IV, Biological Resources, of this Initial Study, while a limited
potential exists for special-status wildlife to occur on-site and within the off-site
improvement areas, Mitigation Measures IV-1 through 1V-9 would ensure that any impacts
related to special-status species would be reduced to less-than-significant levels.

The project site or off-site improvement areas do not contain any known prehistoric
resources. Thus, implementation of the proposed project is not anticipated to have the
potential to result in impacts related to prehistoric resources. Nevertheless, Mitigation
Measures V-1 and V-2 would ensure that in the event that previously unknown
archaeological resources are discovered within the project site or off-site improvement
areas, such resources would be protected in compliance with the requirements of CEQA
and other State standards. However, as discussed in Section V, Cultural Resources, of
this Initial Study, the on-site Lippi Ranch property is potentially eligible for listing on the
NRHP and the CRHR. Thus, implementation of the proposed project could potentially
result in impacts related to historic resources.

Considering the above, the proposed project would not degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce or impact the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause
fish or wildlife populations to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant
or animal community, or reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered
plant or animal. However, as discussed in question “a” of Section V, Cultural Resources,
of this Initial Study, development of the proposed project has the potential to eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory. Thus, a
potentially significant impact could occur.

Further analysis of the above impact will be included in the Cultural Resources chapter of
the Lippi Ranch Subdivision Project EIR.
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As demonstrated in this Initial Study, all potential environmental impacts that could occur
as a result of project implementation, with the exception of impacts to cultural resources,
would result in no impact or a less-than-significant level through compliance with
applicable General Plan policies, Municipal Code Standards, and mitigation measures
included in this Initial Study, as well as other applicable local and State regulations. While
some cultural resources may have regional significance, the resources themselves are
site-specific, and impacts to them are project-specific. For example, impacts to a
subsurface archeological find at one project site would not generally be made worse by
impacts to a cultural resource at another site due to development of another project.
Rather, the resources and the effects upon them are generally independent. Thus, any
incremental effects associated with the proposed project would not be considerable
relative to the effects of all past, current, and probably future projects in the project area.

In addition, although buildout of the site was not anticipated for MHDR uses, development
of the site for residential uses has been anticipated, and development of MHDR uses is
typically located and compatible with the surrounding low- and medium-density housing
development adjacent to the project site. As such, the proposed project is within the realm
of what has been anticipated for the site by the City. For the aforementioned reasons,
when viewed in conjunction with other closely related past, present, or reasonably
foreseeable future projects, development of the proposed project would not result in a
cumulatively considerable contribution to cumulative impacts, and the project's
incremental contribution to cumulative impacts would be less than significant.

As described in this Initial Study, the proposed project would comply with all applicable
General Plan policies, Municipal Code standards, other applicable local and State
regulations, in addition to the mitigation measures included herein. In addition, as
discussed in Section IlI, Air Quality; Section VII, Geology and Soils; Section 1X, Hazards
and Hazardous Materials; and Section XllI, Noise, of this Initial Study, the proposed
project would not cause substantial effects to human beings, including effects related to
exposure to air pollutants, hazardous materials, noise, and transportation. Therefore, with
implementation of mitigation, the proposed project would result in a less-than-significant
impact.
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1. Basic Project Information

1.1. Basic Project Information

Project Name Lippi Ranch Project

Lead Agency City of Galt

Land Use Scale Project/site

Analysis Level for Defaults County

Windspeed (m/s) 3.00

Precipitation (days) 36.0

Location 38.24632375097323, -121.30611581610941
County Sacramento

City Galt

Air District Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD
Air Basin Sacramento Valley

TAZ 740

EDFzZ 13

Electric Utility Sacramento Municipal Utility District
Gas Utility Pacific Gas & Electric

1.2. Land Use Types

Land Use Subtype Building Area (sq ft) Landscape Area (sq |Special Landscape |Population Description
Area (sq ft)

Single Family Dwelling Unit 183,300 115,205

Housing

Other Asphalt 0.35 1000sqft 0.01 0.00 0.00 — — —
Surfaces
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Road Widening 0.10 Mile 0.05 0.00 0.00 — — —

1.3. User-Selected Emission Reduction Measures by Emissions Sector

No measures selected

2. Emissions Summary

2.1. Construction Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

unmit. 4.43 3.74 36.1 34.2 0.05 1.60 19.9 215 1.47 10.1 11.6 — 5,564 5,564 0.23 0.12 2.68 5,589

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

unmit. 181 3.72 12.9 16.4 0.03 0.53 0.49 1.02 0.49 0.12 0.61 — 3,245 3,245 0.13 0.08 0.07 3,272

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily
(Max)

Unmit. 1.22 2.59 8.58 11.6 0.02 0.35 1.23 1.58 0.32 0.56 0.88 — 2,316 2,316 0.09 0.06 0.78 2,336

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
(Max)

unmit. 0.22 0.47 157 211 <0.005 0.06 0.22 0.29 0.06 0.10 0.16 — 383 383 0.02 0.01 0.13 387

2.2. Construction Emissions by Year, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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Dalily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

2024 4.43 3.74 36.1 34.2 0.05 1.60 19.9 21.5 1.47 10.1 11.6 — 5,564 5,564 0.23 0.12 2.68 5,589
2025 1.72 3.65 12.0 16.8 0.03 0.46 0.49 0.95 0.43 0.12 0.54 — 3,283 3,283 0.13 0.08 2.53 3,312
2026 1.63 3.57 11.3 16.6 0.03 0.41 0.49 0.89 0.37 0.12 0.49 — 3,267 3,267 0.13 0.08 2.30 3,296
2027 1.56 3.52 10.8 16.4 0.03 0.36 0.49 0.85 0.33 0.12 0.45 — 3,253 3,253 0.13 0.08 2.08 3,281
Daily - — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

2024 1.81 3.72 12.9 16.4 0.03 0.53 0.49 1.02 0.49 0.12 0.61 —_ 3,245 3,245 0.13 0.08 0.07 3,272
2025 1.70 3.62 12.0 16.2 0.03 0.46 0.49 0.95 0.43 0.12 0.54 —_ 3,231 3,231 0.13 0.08 0.07 3,258
2026 1.61 3.56 11.4 16.0 0.03 0.41 0.49 0.89 0.37 0.12 0.49 —_ 3,217 3,217 0.13 0.08 0.06 3,244
2027 1.54 3.49 10.8 15.8 0.03 0.36 0.49 0.85 0.33 0.12 0.45 — 3,203 3,203 0.13 0.08 0.05 3,230
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

2024 1.10 1.63 8.21 9.35 0.01 0.35 1.23 1.58 0.32 0.56 0.88 — 1,742 1,742 0.07 0.04 0.48 1,756
2025 1.22 2.59 8.58 11.6 0.02 0.33 0.34 0.67 0.30 0.08 0.39 — 2,316 2,316 0.09 0.06 0.78 2,336
2026 1.15 2.54 8.11 11.4 0.02 0.29 0.34 0.63 0.27 0.08 0.35 — 2,305 2,305 0.09 0.06 0.71 2,325
2027 0.56 131 3.90 5.72 0.01 0.13 0.17 0.30 0.12 0.04 0.16 — 1,156 1,156 0.05 0.03 0.32 1,166
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
2024 0.20 0.30 1.50 171 <0.005 0.06 0.22 0.29 0.06 0.10 0.16 — 288 288 0.01 0.01 0.08 291
2025 0.22 0.47 1.57 211 <0.005 0.06 0.06 0.12 0.06 0.01 0.07 — 383 383 0.02 0.01 0.13 387
2026 0.21 0.46 1.48 2.09 <0.005 0.05 0.06 0.11 0.05 0.01 0.06 — 382 382 0.02 0.01 0.12 385
2027 0.10 0.24 0.71 1.04 <0.005 0.02 0.03 0.06 0.02 0.01 0.03 — 191 191 0.01 <0.005 0.05 193

2.4. Operations Emissions Compared Against Thresholds

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Unmit. 5.00

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Unmit. 4,12

Average —
Daily
(Max)

Unmit. 4.37

Annual —
(Max)

Unmit. 0.80

8.92

8.05

8.31

1.52

4.84

5.47

5.12

0.94

45.6

33.3

36.1

6.59

0.10

0.09

0.09

0.02

0.14

0.14

0.14

0.03

3.09

3.09

3.02

0.55

3.23

3.23

3.16

0.58

0.14

0.14

0.14

0.02

0.55

0.55

0.54

0.10

0.69

0.69

0.68

0.12

40.4

6.69

Lippi Ranch Project Detailed Report,

11,171

10,346

10,329

1,710

11,211

10,386

10,370

1,717

3.85

3.89

3.86

0.64

0.39

0.42

0.40

0.07

30.9

2.08

13.8

2.29

2.5. Operations Emissions by Sector, Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

2/7/12023

11,454

10,611

10,598

1,755

Daily, —

Summer

(Max)

Mobile  4.38 3.99 3.86 39.9 0.09 0.06 3.09 3.16 0.06 0.55 0.61 — 9,350 9,350 0.36 0.36 29.6
Area 0.51 4.87 0.05 5.32 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 0.00 14.3 14.3 <0.005 <0.005 —
Energy 0.11 0.05 0.93 0.40 0.01 0.08 — 0.08 0.08 — 0.08 — 1,797 1,797 0.13 0.01 —
Water — — — — — — — — — — — 7.08 8.88 16.0 0.02 0.02 —
Waste  — — — — — — — — — — — 333 0.00 333 3.33 0.00 —
Refrig. — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 1.31
Total 5.00 8.92 4.84 45.6 0.10 0.14 3.09 3.23 0.14 0.55 0.69 40.4 11,271 11,211  3.85 0.39 30.9
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Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Mobile
Area
Energy
Water
Waste
Refrig.
Total

Average
Daily

Mobile
Area
Energy
Water
Waste
Refrig.
Total
Annual
Mobile
Area
Energy
Water
Waste
Refrig.

Total

4.01
0.00

0.11

4.12

3.92
0.35
0.11

4.37

0.71

0.06
0.02

0.80

3.61
4.39

0.05

8.05

3.53
4.72
0.05

8.31

0.64

0.86
0.01

1.52

4.54
0.00

0.93

5.47

4.16
0.04
0.93

5.12

0.76

0.01

0.17

0.94

32.9
0.00

0.40

33.3

32.1
3.64
0.40

36.1

5.85

0.67
0.07

6.59

0.08
0.00

0.01

0.09

0.08
< 0.005
0.01

0.09

0.02

< 0.005
< 0.005

0.02

0.06
0.00

0.08

0.14

0.06
< 0.005
0.08

0.14

0.01

< 0.005
0.01

0.03

3.09

3.02

3.02

0.55

3.16
0.00

0.08

3.23

3.09
< 0.005
0.08

3.16

0.56

< 0.005
0.01

0.58

0.06
0.00

0.08

0.14

0.06
<0.005
0.08

0.14

0.01
< 0.005
0.01

0.02
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0.55

0.54

0.54

0.10

0.61
0.00

0.08

0.69

0.60
< 0.005
0.08

0.68

0.11

< 0.005
0.01

0.12

0.00

7.08

33.3

40.4

0.00

7.08
33.3

40.4

0.00

1.17

5.52

6.69
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8,539
0.00
1,797
8.88

0.00

10,346

8,513
9.77
1,797
8.88
0.00

10,329
1,409
1.62
298
1.47

0.00

1,710

8,539
0.00
1,797
16.0

33.3

10,386

8,513
9.77
1,797
16.0
33.3

10,370
1,409
1.62
298
2.64

5.52

1,717

0.40
0.00
0.13
0.02

3.33

3.89

0.37
< 0.005
0.13
0.02
3.33

3.86

0.06
< 0.005
0.02
< 0.005
0.55

0.64

0.40
0.00
0.01
0.02

0.00

0.42

0.37
< 0.005
0.01
0.02
0.00

0.40
0.06
< 0.005
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00

0.07

0.77

131

2.08

12.5

1.31
13.8

2.07

0.22
2.29

8,669
0.00
1,803
21.2
117
131

10,611

8,646
10.5
1,803
21.2
117
1.31
10,598
1,431
1.74
298
3.51
19.3
0.22
1,755



Lippi Ranch Project Detailed Report, 2/7/2023

3. Construction Emissions Details

3.1. Linear, Drainage, Utilities, & Sub-Grade (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.37 1.14 9.93 134 0.02 0.39 — 0.39 0.36 — 0.36 — 1,971 1,971 0.08 0.02 — 1,978
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Average — — — — — —_ — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.04 0.03 0.27 0.37 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 54.0 54.0 <0.005 <0.0056 — 54.2
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.07 <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 — 8.94 8.94 <0.005 <0.005 — 8.97
Equipment
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Dust

From
Material
Movement

Onsite
truck

Offsite

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Worker
Vendor
Hauling

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Average
Daily

Worker
Vendor
Hauling
Annual

Worker
Vendor

Hauling

0.00

0.09
0.00
0.01

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.09
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.05
0.00
0.11

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

1.04
0.00
0.04

0.02
0.00
< 0.005
< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00
< 0.005

3.3. Demolition (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Locaon 106 [ron

Onsite

0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.16
0.00
0.01

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.16
0.00
0.02

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.04
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.04
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005
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0.00

179
0.00
57.2

4.47
0.00
1.57

0.74
0.00
0.26

0.00

179
0.00
57.2

4.47
0.00
1.57

0.74
0.00
0.26

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.01

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.01

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

<0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.73
0.00
0.12

0.01
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00
< 0.005

0.00

182
0.00
60.2

4.54
0.00
1.65

0.75
0.00
0.27

RoG PMIOE |PMI0D |PMIOT |PM2SE |PM2sD |Pw2sT |acoz |Necoz |cozr |cwe |Nzo  |R |coee |
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Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 3.12
Equipment

Demolitio —
n

Onsite 0.00
truck

Dalily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.17
Equipment

Demolitio —
n

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.03
Equipment

Demolitio —
n

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.07
Vendor 0.00

2.62

0.00

0.14

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.07
0.00

24.9

0.00

1.36

0.00

0.25

0.00

0.05
0.00

21.7

0.00

1.19

0.00

0.22

0.00

0.97
0.00

0.03

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

1.06

0.00

0.06

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.61

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.15
0.00

1.06

0.61

0.00

0.06

0.03

0.00

0.01

0.01

0.00

0.15
0.00

0.98

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00
0.00
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0.09

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.04
0.00

0.98

0.09

0.00

0.05

0.01

0.00

0.01

< 0.005

0.00

0.04
0.00

Lippi Ranch Project Detailed Report, 2/7/2023

0.00

188

0.00

311

0.00

174

0.00

0.00

188

0.00

311

0.00

174

0.00

0.14

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.03

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

<0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.71
0.00

3,437

0.00

188

0.00

31.2

0.00

176
0.00
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Hauling 0.07 0.02 0.98 0.36 0.01 0.01 0.13 0.14 0.01 0.04 0.04 — 522 522 0.05 0.08 1.09 550
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 8.67 8.67 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 8.79
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.06 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.0056 — 28.6 28.6 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 30.1
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.44 1.44 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.46
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 4.74 4.74 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 4.98

3.5. Site Preparation (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 4.34 3.65 36.0 32.9 0.05 1.60 — 1.60 1.47 — 1.47 — 5,296 5,296 0.21 0.04 — 5,314
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 19.7 19.7 — 10.1 10.1 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
Winter
(Max)
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Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.18
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.03
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movement

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.08
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.01

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Worker

Vendor 0.00

< 0.005

0.15

0.00

0.03

0.00

0.08
0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00

1.48

0.00

0.27

0.00

0.06
0.00
0.12

< 0.005
0.00

1.35

0.00

0.25

0.00

1.14
0.00
0.05

0.04
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00

0.07

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00

0.81

0.00

0.15

0.00

0.18

0.00
0.02

0.01
0.00

0.07

0.81

0.00

0.01

0.15

0.00

0.18

0.00
0.02

0.01
0.00

0.06

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005

0.00
0.00
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0.42

0.00

0.08

0.00

0.04

0.00
< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00

0.06

0.42

0.00

0.01

0.08

0.00

0.04

0.00
0.01

< 0.005
0.00
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218

0.00

36.0

0.00

203
0.00
65.6

7.59
0.00

218

0.00

36.0

0.00

203
0.00
65.6

7.59
0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.01

<0.005
0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.01

<0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.83
0.00
0.14

0.01
0.00

218

0.00

36.2

0.00

206
0.00
69.0

7.69
0.00
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Hauling <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 2.70 2.70 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 2.83
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 1.26 1.26 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 1.27
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.45 0.45 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.47

3.7. Grading (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 2.26 1.90 18.2 18.8 0.03 0.84 — 0.84 0.77 — 0.77 — 2,958 2,958 0.12 0.02 — 2,969
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 7.08 7.08 — 3.42 3.42 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movemen:

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.06 0.05 0.50 0.52 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 81.1 81.1 <0.005 <0.005 — 81.3
Equipment

Dust — — — — — — 0.19 0.19 — 0.09 0.09 — — — — — — —
From

Material

Movement
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Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Dust —
From
Material
Movemen:

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.07
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Worker < 0.005

Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00
Annual —

Worker < 0.005

Vendor 0.00

Hauling 0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.07
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.09

0.00

0.05
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.09

0.00

0.97
0.00
0.00

0.02
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.04

0.00

0.15
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.04

0.00

0.15
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
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0.00

0.02

0.00

0.04
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.02

0.00

0.04
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
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0.00

134

0.00

174
0.00
0.00

4.33
0.00

0.00

0.72
0.00

0.00

0.00

134

0.00

174
0.00
0.00

4.33
0.00

0.00

0.72
0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.71
0.00
0.00

0.01
0.00

0.00

< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

135

0.00

176
0.00
0.00

4.40
0.00

0.00

0.73
0.00

0.00
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3.9. Building Construction (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.44 1.20 11.2 13.1 0.02 0.50 — 0.50 0.46 — 0.46 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.44 1.20 11.2 13.1 0.02 0.50 — 0.50 0.46 — 0.46 — 2,398 2,398 0.10 0.02 — 2,406
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.50 0.42 3.93 4.59 0.01 0.17 — 0.17 0.16 — 0.16 — 840 840 0.03 0.01 — 843
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.09 0.08 0.72 0.84 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 139 139 0.01 <0.005 — 140
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _
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Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.16 0.15 0.11 2.20 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34 0.00 0.08 0.08 — 392 392 0.02 0.01 1.60 398
Vendor 0.03 0.01 0.56 0.20 <0.005 <0.005 0.08 0.08 <0.005 0.02 0.02 — 296 296 0.02 0.04 0.76 310
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.15 0.13 0.15 1.61 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34 0.00 0.08 0.08 — 348 348 0.01 0.01 0.04 352
Vendor  0.03 0.01 0.60 0.21 <0.005 <0.005 0.08 0.08 <0.005 0.02 0.02 — 296 296 0.02 0.04 0.02 310
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker  0.05 0.05 0.04 0.58 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.12 0.00 0.03 0.03 — 125 125 <0.005 <0.005 0.24 127
Vendor 0.01 <0.005 0.21 0.07 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.03 <0.005 0.01 0.01 — 104 104 0.01 0.02 0.11 109
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker  0.01 0.01 0.01 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 20.7 20.7 <0.005 <0.005 0.04 21.0
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.04 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 17.2 17.2 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 18.0
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.11. Building Construction (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)
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Off-Road 1.35
Equipment

Onsite 0.00
truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.35
Equipment

Onsite 0.00
truck

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.96
Equipment

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road 0.18
Equipment

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker 0.16
Vendor 0.03
Hauling 0.00

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Worker 0.14

1.13

0.00

1.13

0.00

0.80

0.00

0.15

0.00

0.14
0.01
0.00

0.13

10.4

0.00

10.4

0.00

7.46

0.00

1.36

0.00

0.10
0.53
0.00

0.13

13.0

0.00

13.0

0.00

9.31

0.00

1.70

0.00

2.04
0.20
0.00

1.50

0.02

0.00

0.02

0.00

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.43

0.00

0.43

0.00

0.31

0.00

0.06

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.34
0.08
0.00

0.34

0.43

0.00

0.43

0.00

0.31

0.00

0.06

0.00

0.34
0.08
0.00

0.34

0.40

0.00

0.40

0.00

0.28

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
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0.00

0.00

0.00

0.08
0.02
0.00

0.08

0.40

0.00

0.40

0.00

0.28

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.08
0.02
0.00

0.08
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2,398

0.00

2,398

0.00

1,713

0.00

284

0.00

384
291
0.00

341

2,398

0.00

2,398

0.00

1,713

0.00

284

0.00

384
291
0.00

341

0.10

0.00

0.10

0.00

0.07

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.01
0.02
0.00

0.01

0.02

0.00

0.02

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.04
0.00

0.01

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

1.48
0.76
0.00

0.04

2,406

0.00

2,406

0.00

1,719

0.00

285

0.00

390
305
0.00

345
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Vendor  0.03 0.01 0.56 0.20 <0.005 <0.005 0.08 0.08 <0.005 0.02 0.02 — 291 291 0.02 0.04 0.02 304
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker  0.10 0.09 0.08 1.10 0.00 0.00 0.24 0.24 0.00 0.06 0.06 — 250 250 <0.005 0.01 0.45 253
Vendor  0.02 0.01 0.40 0.14 <0.005 <0.005 0.05 0.06 <0.005 0.01 0.02 — 208 208 0.01 0.03 0.23 217
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker  0.02 0.02 0.01 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.04 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 41.4 41.4 <0.005 <0.005 0.08 42.0
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.07 0.03 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 34.4 34.4 <0.005 0.01 0.04 36.0
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.13. Building Construction (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.28 1.07 9.85 13.0 0.02 0.38 — 0.38 0.35 — 0.35 — 2,397 2,397 0.10 0.02 — 2,405
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.28 1.07 9.85 13.0 0.02 0.38 — 0.38 0.35 — 0.35 — 2,397 2,397 0.10 0.02 — 2,405
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck
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Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.91
Equipment
Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —
Off-Road 0.17
Equipment
Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —
Daily, —
Summer

(Max)

Worker 0.15
Vendor 0.03
Hauling 0.00
Daily, —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.13
Vendor 0.03
Hauling 0.00
Average —
Daily

Worker  0.09
Vendor 0.02
Hauling 0.00
Annual —
Worker  0.02

0.77

0.00

0.14

0.00

0.14
0.01

0.00

0.12
0.01
0.00

0.09
0.01
0.00

0.02

7.04

0.00

1.28

0.00

0.09
0.49

0.00

0.11
0.53
0.00

0.07
0.37
0.00

0.01

9.26

0.00

1.69

0.00

1.01
0.19

0.00

1.40
0.19
0.00

1.02
0.14
0.00

0.19

0.02

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.27

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.34
0.08

0.00

0.34
0.08
0.00

0.24
0.05
0.00

0.04

0.27

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.34
0.08

0.00

0.34
0.08
0.00

0.24
0.06
0.00

0.04

0.25

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.00
< 0.005

0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00
< 0.005
0.00

0.00

24162

0.00

0.00

0.08
0.02

0.00

0.08
0.02
0.00

0.06
0.01
0.00

0.01

0.25

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.08
0.02

0.00

0.08
0.02
0.00

0.06
0.02
0.00

0.01
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1,712

0.00

283

0.00

377
285

0.00

334
285
0.00

245
203
0.00

40.6

1,712

0.00

283

0.00

377
285

0.00

334
285
0.00

245
203
0.00

40.6

0.07

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.01
0.02

0.00

0.01
0.02
0.00

< 0.005
0.01
0.00

< 0.005

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.04

0.00

0.01
0.04
0.00

0.01
0.03
0.00

<0.005

0.00

0.00

1.35
0.69

0.00

0.03
0.02
0.00

0.42
0.21
0.00

0.07

1,718

0.00

284

0.00

382
299

0.00

339
298
0.00

249
213
0.00

41.2
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Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.07 0.02 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 33.7 33.7 <0.005 0.01 0.03 35.3
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.15. Building Construction (2027) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
Locaion [106Jros[Nox_[co[s02 [pwioe [owion [owior_Jewese [pu2sp Jpuzsr [scoz [nacoa Jooor Jows [veo [r oz

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 1.23 1.03 9.39 12.9 0.02 0.34 — 0.34 0.31 — 0.31 — 2,397 2,397 0.10 0.02 — 2,405
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 1.23 1.03 9.39 12.9 0.02 0.34 — 0.34 0.31 — 0.31 — 2,397 2,397 0.10 0.02 — 2,405
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Daily

Off-Road 0.44 0.37 3.36 4.63 0.01 0.12 — 0.12 0.11 — 0.11 — 858 858 0.03 0.01 — 861
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.08 0.07 0.61 0.85 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 142 142 0.01 <0.005 — 143
Equipment

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck
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Offsite  — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer

(Max)

Worker  0.13 0.13 0.09 1.80 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34 0.00 0.08 0.08 — 370 370 0.01 0.01 1.22 375
Vendor 0.03 0.01 0.46 0.18 <0.005 <0.005 0.08 0.08 <0.005 0.02 0.02 — 278 278 0.02 0.04 0.62 291
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter

(Max)

Worker  0.12 0.11 0.11 1.32 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.34 0.00 0.08 0.08 — 329 329 0.01 0.01 0.03 333
Vendor  0.03 0.01 0.49 0.19 <0.005 <0.005 0.08 0.08 <0.005 0.02 0.02 — 278 278 0.02 0.04 0.02 291
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Worker  0.04 0.04 0.04 0.48 0.00 0.00 0.12 0.12 0.00 0.03 0.03 — 121 121 <0.005 <0.005 0.19 122
Vendor 0.01 <0.005 0.17 0.07 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.03 <0.005 0.01 0.01 — 99.7 99.7 0.01 0.01 0.10 104
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Worker  0.01 0.01 0.01 0.09 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 20.0 20.0 <0.005 <0.005 0.03 20.3
Vendor <0.005 <0.005 0.03 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 — 16.5 16.5 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 17.3
Hauling 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.17. Paving (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (lb/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)
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Off-Road 1.01
Equipment

Paving —

Onsite 0.00
truck

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

Off-Road 0.01
Equipment

Paving —

Onsite 0.00
truck

Annual —

Off-Road < 0.005
Equipment

Paving —

Onsite 0.00
truck

Offsite —

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.07
Vendor 0.00
Hauling 0.00

Daily, —
Winter
(Max)

Average —
Daily

0.85

0.08

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005
0.00

0.07
0.00

0.00

7.81

0.00

0.04

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.05
0.00

0.00

10.0

0.00

0.05

0.00

0.01

0.00

0.97
0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.39

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.15
0.00

0.00

0.39

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.15
0.00

0.00

0.36

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

27162

0.04
0.00

0.00

0.36

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.04
0.00

0.00
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1,512

0.00

8.28

0.00

1.37

0.00

174
0.00

0.00

1,512

0.00

8.28

0.00

1.37

0.00

174
0.00

0.00

0.06

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.00

0.01

0.00

<0.005

0.00

< 0.005

0.00

0.01
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.71
0.00

0.00

1,517

0.00

8.31

0.00

1.38

0.00

176
0.00

0.00
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Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.87 0.87 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.88
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 0.14 0.14 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.15
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.19. Architectural Coating (2024) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.17 0.14 0.91 1.15 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 2.21 — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.17 0.14 0.91 1.15 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 2.21 — — — — — — — — — - _ — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck
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Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Off-Road 0.05 0.04 0.29 0.37 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 43.1 43.1 <0.005 <0.005 — 43.3
Equipment

Architect — 0.71 — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.01 0.01 0.05 0.07 <0.005 <0.006 — <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 — 7.14 7.14 <0.005 <0.0056 — 7.16
Equipment

Architect — 0.13 — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.03 0.03 0.02 0.44 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 78.4 78.4 <0.005 <0.005 0.32 79.6
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.03 0.03 0.03 0.32 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 69.6 69.6 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 70.4
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Daily

Worker  0.01 0.01 0.01 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 23.1 23.1 <0.005 <0.005 0.04 234
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Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 0.00 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.82 3.82 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 3.87
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.21. Architectural Coating (2025) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.15 0.13 0.88 1.14 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 2.21 — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.15 0.13 0.88 1.14 <0.005 0.03 — 0.03 0.03 — 0.03 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 2.21 — — — — — — — — — - — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck
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Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Off-Road 0.11 0.09 0.63 0.81 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 95.4 95.4 <0.005 <0.005 — 95.7
Equipment

Architect — 1.58 — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.02 0.02 0.12 0.15 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 15.8 15.8 <0.005 <0.005 — 15.8
Equipment

Architect — 0.29 — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.03 0.03 0.02 0.41 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 76.8 76.8 <0.005 <0.005 0.30 78.0
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.03 0.03 0.03 0.30 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 68.2 68.2 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 69.1
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Daily

Worker  0.02 0.02 0.02 0.22 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 50.0 50.0 <0.005 <0.005 0.09 50.7
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Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 8.28 8.28 <0.005 <0.005 0.02 8.39
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.23. Architectural Coating (2026) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.15 0.12 0.86 1.13 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 2.21 — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.15 0.12 0.86 1.13 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 2.21 — — — — — — — — — - — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck
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Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Off-Road 0.10 0.09 0.61 0.81 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 95.4 95.4 <0.005 <0.005 — 95.7
Equipment

Architect — 1.58 — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.02 0.02 0.11 0.15 <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 <0.005 — <0.005 — 15.8 15.8 <0.005 <0.005 — 15.8
Equipment

Architect — 0.29 — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.03 0.03 0.02 0.38 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 75.3 75.3 <0.005 <0.005 0.27 76.4
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.03 0.02 0.02 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 66.9 66.9 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 67.8
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Daily

Worker  0.02 0.02 0.01 0.20 0.00 0.00 0.05 0.05 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 49.0 49.0 <0.005 <0.005 0.08 49.7
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Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Worker <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 <0.005 <0.005 — 8.12 8.12 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 8.23
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3.25. Architectural Coating (2027) - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Onsite —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Off-Road 0.14 0.11 0.83 1.13 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 2.21 — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Off-Road 0.14 0.11 0.83 1.13 <0.005 0.02 — 0.02 0.02 — 0.02 — 134 134 0.01 <0.005 — 134
Equipment

Architect — 2.21 — — — — — — — — — - — — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck
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Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Daily

Off-Road 0.05 0.04 0.32 0.43 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 51.5 51.5 <0.005 <0.005 — 51.6
Equipment

Architect — 0.85 — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Annual — — — — — — — — — —_ _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Off-Road 0.01 0.01 0.06 0.08 <0.005 <0.006 — <0.005 <0.0056 — <0.005 — 8.52 8.52 <0.005 <0.0056 — 8.55
Equipment

Architect — 0.16 — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings

Onsite 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
truck

Offsite — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _
Summer
(Max)

Worker  0.03 0.03 0.02 0.36 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 74.0 74.0 <0.005 <0.005 0.24 75.0
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ —
Winter
(Max)

Worker  0.02 0.02 0.02 0.26 0.00 0.00 0.07 0.07 0.00 0.02 0.02 — 65.7 65.7 <0.005 <0.005 0.01 66.6
Vendor  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hauling  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Average — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Daily

Worker  0.01 0.01 0.01 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.03 0.00 0.01 0.01 — 26.0 26.0 <0.005 <0.005 0.04 26.3
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Vendor
Hauling
Annual

Worker
Vendor

Hauling

0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.02
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

< 0.005
0.00
0.00
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0.00
0.00

4.30
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

4.30
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

<0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
< 0.005
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.01
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

4.36
0.00
0.00

4. Operations Emissions Details

4.1. Mobile Emissions by Land Use
4.1.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Single 4.38 3.99 3.86 39.9 0.09 0.06 3.09 3.16 0.06 0.55 0.61 —
Family
Housing

9,350 9,350 0.36 0.36 29.6 9,497

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total 4.38 3.99 3.86 39.9 0.09 0.06 3.09 3.16 0.06 0.55 0.61 — 9,350 9,350 0.36 0.36 29.6 9,497

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Winter
(Max)

Single 4.01 3.61 4.54 32.9 0.08 0.06 3.09 3.16 0.06 0.55 0.61 —
Family
Housing

8,539 8,539 0.40 0.40 0.77 8,669
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Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt

Surfaces

Total 4.01 3.61 4.54 32.9 0.08 0.06 3.09 3.16 0.06 0.55 0.61 — 8,539 8,539 0.40 0.40 0.77 8,669
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Single 0.71 0.64 0.76 5.85 0.02 0.01 0.55 0.56 0.01 0.10 0.11 — 1,409 1,409 0.06 0.06 2.07 1,431
Family

Housing

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt

Surfaces

Total 0.71 0.64 0.76 5.85 0.02 0.01 0.55 0.56 0.01 0.10 0.11 — 1,409 1,409 0.06 0.06 2.07 1,431
4.2. Energy

4.2.1. Electricity Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Single — — — — — — — — — — — — 613 613 0.03 <0.005 — 614
Family
Housing

Other — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — 613 613 0.03 <0.005 — 614

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)
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Single —
Family
Housing

Other —
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total —
Annual —

Single —
Family
Housing

Other —
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total —
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613

0.00

613

101

0.00

101

613

0.00

613

101

0.00

101

0.03

0.00

0.03

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

<0.005

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

< 0.005

614

0.00

614

102

0.00

102

4.2.3. Natural Gas Emissions By Land Use - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Single 0.11 0.05 0.93 0.40 0.01 0.08 — 0.08 0.08 — 0.08 — 1,185 1,185 0.10 <0.005 — 1,188
Family
Housing

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Total 0.11 0.05 0.93 0.40 0.01 0.08 — 0.08 0.08 — 0.08 — 1,185 1,185 0.10 <0.005 — 1,188

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)
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Single 0.11 0.05 0.93 0.40 0.01 0.08 — 0.08 0.08 — 0.08 — 1,185 1,185 0.10 <0.005 — 1,188
Family
Housing

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total 0.11 0.05 0.93 0.40 0.01 0.08 — 0.08 0.08 — 0.08 — 1,185 1,185 0.10 <0.005 — 1,188
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Single 0.02 0.01 0.17 0.07 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 196 196 0.02 <0.005 — 197
Family
Housing

Other 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total 0.02 0.01 0.17 0.07 <0.005 0.01 — 0.01 0.01 — 0.01 — 196 196 0.02 <0.005 — 197

4.3. Area Emissions by Source
4.3.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Dalily, —
Summer
(Max)

Hearths 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00

Consum — 3.92 — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _
er
Products

Architect — 0.47 — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ _
ural
Coatings
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Landsca
pe
Equipme
Total

Daily,
Winter
(Max)

Hearths

Consum
er
Products

Architect
ural
Coatings

Total
Annual
Hearths

Consum
er
Products

Architect
ural
Coatings

Landsca
pe
Equipme
nt

Total

4.4. Water Emissions by Land Use

0.51

0.51

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.06

0.06

0.48

4.87

0.00
3.92

0.47

4.39

0.00
0.72

0.09

0.06

0.86

4.4.2. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

0.05

0.05

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.01

0.01

5.32

5.32

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.67

0.67

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

40/ 62

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
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14.3

14.3

0.00

0.00

0.00

1.62

1.62

14.3

14.3

0.00

0.00

0.00

1.62

1.62

< 0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

<0.005

< 0.005

0.00

0.00

0.00

< 0.005

< 0.005

154

154

0.00

0.00

0.00

1.74

1.74
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.
Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Single — — — — — — — — — — — 7.08 8.88 16.0 0.02 0.02 — 21.2
Family
Housing

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 7.08 8.88 16.0 0.02 0.02 — 21.2

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Single — — — — — — — — — — — 7.08 8.88 16.0 0.02 0.02 — 21.2
Family
Housing

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 7.08 8.88 16.0 0.02 0.02 — 21.2
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _

Single — — — — — — — — — — — 1.17 1.47 2.64 <0.005 <0.005 — 351
Family
Housing

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 1.17 1.47 2.64 <0.005 <0.005 — 3.51

4.5. Waste Emissions by Land Use

4.5.2. Unmitigated
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Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)
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Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Single — — — — — — — — — — — 333
Family
Housing

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total  — — — — — — — — — — — 33.3

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Single — — — — — — — — — — — 33.3
Family
Housing

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total — — — — — — — — — — — 33.3
Annual — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _

Single  — — — — — — — — — — — 5.52
Family
Housing

Other — — — — — — — — — — — 0.00
Asphalt
Surfaces

Total  — — — — — — — — — — — 5.52

4.6. Refrigerant Emissions by Land Use

42162

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

33.3

0.00

33.3

33.3

0.00

33.3

5.52

0.00

5.52

3.33

0.00

3.33

3.33

0.00

3.33

0.55

0.00

0.55

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

117

0.00

117

117

0.00

117

19.3

0.00

19.3
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4.6.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Single — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 131 131
Family
Housing

Total — —_ — — J— f— —_ —_ — — — — —_ —_ — — 1.31 1.31

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Winter
(Max)

Single — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 131 131
Family
Housing

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _

Single — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.22 0.22
Family
Housing

Total ~ — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — 0.22 0.22

4.7. Offroad Emissions By Equipment Type
4.7.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipme PMlOE PM10D |[PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2
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Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.8. Stationary Emissions By Equipment Type

4.8.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipme | TOG ROG IN[@) (0{0) S0O2 PM10E |PM10D |(PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 N20 CO2e
nt
Type

Daily, — —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.9. User Defined Emissions By Equipment Type
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4.9.1. Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Equipme | TOG ROG IN[@)% (e{0) SO2 PM10E |PM10D |(PM10T |PM2.5E |PM2.5D |PM2.5T |BCO2 NBCO2 |CO2T CH4 N20 CO2e
nt
Type

Daily,
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
Annual — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type
4.10.1. Soil Carbon Accumulation By Vegetation Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

n

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _ _ _
Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _
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Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.2. Above and Belowground Carbon Accumulation by Land Use Type - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Use

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Annual — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _

Total — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

4.10.3. Avoided and Sequestered Emissions by Species - Unmitigated

Criteria Pollutants (Ib/day for daily, ton/yr for annual) and GHGs (Ib/day for daily, MT/yr for annual)

Daily, —
Summer
(Max)

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _

Sequest — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — —
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _ _

Remove — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _
d
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Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _

Daily, — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —

Winter
(Max)

Avoided — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _ _
Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _ _

Sequest — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — —
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — - _ _ _ _ _ _

Remove — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — —
d

Subtotal — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _
Annual — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _
Avoided — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _
Subtotal — — —_ — — — — — — — _ _ — _ _ _ _ _

Sequest — — — — — — — — — — — — — — — _ _ _
ered

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — _ — _ _ _ _ _

Remove — — — — — — — — — — —_ — _ _ _ _ _ _
d

Subtotal — — — — — — — — — — — — _ — — _ _ _

5. Activity Data

5.1. Construction Schedule

Phase Type Start Date End Date Days Per Week Work Days per Phase Phase Description
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Utility Construction

Demolition

Site Preparation
Grading

Building Construction
Paving

Architectural Coating

Linear, Drainage, Utilities, & 6/20/2024

Sub-Grade
Demolition

Site Preparation
Grading

Building Construction
Paving

Architectural Coating

5.2. Off-Road Equipment

5.2.1. Unmitigated

Demolition

Demolition
Demolition
Site Preparation

Site Preparation

Grading
Grading
Grading
Grading

Building Construction
Building Construction

Building Construction

Concrete/Industrial
Saws

Excavators
Rubber Tired Dozers
Rubber Tired Dozers

Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Excavators
Graders
Rubber Tired Dozers

Tractors/Loaders/Backh
oes

Cranes
Forklifts

Generator Sets

Diesel

Diesel
Diesel
Diesel

Diesel

Diesel
Diesel
Diesel

Diesel

Diesel
Diesel

Diesel

5/1/2024
5/30/2024
6/20/2024
7/6/2024
71412024
7/20/2024

Average

Average
Average
Average

Average

Average
Average
Average

Average

Average
Average

Average

7/3/2024

5/29/2024
6/19/2024
7/3/2024
71212027
7/5/2024
7/16/2027

1.00

3.00
2.00
3.00
4.00

1.00
1.00
1.00
3.00

1.00
3.00
1.00
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5.00

5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00

8.00

8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00

8.00
8.00
8.00
8.00

7.00
8.00
8.00
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10.0

20.0
15.0
10.0
780
2.00
780

33.0

36.0
367
367
84.0

36.0
148
367
84.0

367
82.0
14.0

0.73

0.38
0.40
0.40
0.37

0.38
0.41
0.40
0.37

0.29
0.20
0.74
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Building Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 3.00 7.00 84.0 0.37
oes
Building Construction Welders Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 46.0 0.45
Paving Pavers Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 81.0 0.42
Paving Paving Equipment Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 89.0 0.36
Paving Rollers Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 36.0 0.38
Architectural Coating Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 6.00 37.0 0.48
Utility Construction Rough Terrain Forklifts  Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 96.0 0.40
Utility Construction Tractors/Loaders/Backh Diesel Average 2.00 8.00 84.0 0.37
oes
Utility Construction Signal Boards Electric Average 3.00 8.00 6.00 0.82
Utility Construction Air Compressors Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 37.0 0.48
Utility Construction Generator Sets Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 14.0 0.74
Utility Construction Concrete/Industrial Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 33.0 0.73
Saws
Utility Construction Paving Equipment Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 89.0 0.36
Utility Construction Trenchers Diesel Average 1.00 8.00 40.0 0.50

5.3. Construction Vehicles

5.3.1. Unmitigated

Trip Type One-Way Trips per Day Miles per Trip Vehicle Mix

Demolition

Demolition Worker 15.0 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Demolition Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Demolition Hauling 6.90 20.0 HHDT
Demolition Onsite truck — — HHDT

Site Preparation — — — —
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Site Preparation Worker 17.5 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Site Preparation Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Site Preparation Hauling 0.87 20.0 HHDT

Site Preparation Onsite truck — — HHDT

Grading — — — —

Grading Worker 15.0 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Grading Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Grading Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Grading Onsite truck — — HHDT

Building Construction — — — _

Building Construction Worker 33.8 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Building Construction Vendor 10.0 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Building Construction Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Building Construction Onsite truck — — HHDT

Paving — — — —

Paving Worker 15.0 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Paving Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Paving Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT

Paving Onsite truck — — HHDT

Architectural Coating — — — —

Architectural Coating Worker 6.77 14.3 LDA,LDT1,LDT2
Architectural Coating Vendor — 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
Architectural Coating Hauling 0.00 20.0 HHDT
Architectural Coating Onsite truck — — HHDT

Utility Construction — — — _
Utility Construction Worker 20.0 11.0 LDA,LDT1,LDT2

Utility Construction Vendor 0.00 8.80 HHDT,MHDT
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Utility Construction Hauling

Utility Construction Onsite truck

5.4. VVehicles

5.4.1. Construction Vehicle Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.5. Architectural Coatings

1.00

15.0
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HHDT
HHDT

Phase Name Residential Interior Area Coated |Residential Exterior Area Coated | Non-Residential Interior Area Non-Residential Exterior Area Parking Area Coated (sq ft)
(sq ft) (sq ft) Coated (sq ft) Coated (sq ft)

Architectural Coating 371,183

5.6. Dust Mitigation

5.6.1. Construction Earthmoving Activities

Material Imported (Cubic Yards) |Material Exported (Cubic Yards) |Acres Graded (acres) Material Demolished (Building Acres Paved (acres)
Square Footage)

123,728

0.00

0.00

Utility Construction

Demolition 0.00
Site Preparation —
Grading —
Paving 0.00

5.6.2. Construction Earthmoving Control Strategies

Non-applicable. No control strategies activated by user.

5.7. Construction Paving

0.00
100

0.00

0.05
0.00
22.5
10.0
0.00
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Single Family Housing 1.04 0%
Other Asphalt Surfaces 0.01 100%
Road Widening 0.05 100%

5.8. Construction Electricity Consumption and Emissions Factors

kWh per Year and Emission Factor (Ib/MWh)

2024 88.1 0.01 <0.005
2025 0.00 375 0.01 < 0.005
2026 0.00 375 0.01 < 0.005
2027 0.00 375 0.01 < 0.005

5.9. Operational Mobile Sources

5.9.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Trips/Weekday Trips/Saturday Trips/Sunday Trips/Year VMT/Weekday VMT/Saturday VMT/Sunday VMT/Year

Single Family 320,014 10,977 11,094 9,942 3,958,808
Housing

Other Asphalt 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Surfaces

5.10. Operational Area Sources
5.10.1. Hearths

5.10.1.1. Unmitigated

Hearth Type Unmitigated (number)

Single Family Housing —
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Wood Fireplaces
Gas Fireplaces

Propane Fireplaces

o o o o

Electric Fireplaces

©

No Fireplaces 4
Conventional Wood Stoves
Catalytic Wood Stoves

Non-Catalytic Wood Stoves

o o o o

Pellet Wood Stoves

5.10.2. Architectural Coatings

Residential Interior Area Coated (sq ft) | Residential Exterior Area Coated (sq ft) | Non-Residential Interior Area Coated Non-Residential Exterior Area Coated [Parking Area Coated (sq ft)
(sq ft) (sq ft)

371182.5 123,728 0.00 0.00

5.10.3. Landscape Equipment

Snow Days day/yr 0.00

Summer Days day/yr 250

5.11. Operational Energy Consumption
5.11.1. Unmitigated

Electricity (kWh/yr) and CO2 and CH4 and N20 and Natural Gas (kBTU/yr)

Single Family Housing 837,373 0.0129 0.0017 3,697,127

Other Asphalt Surfaces 0.00 267 0.0129 0.0017 0.00
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5.12. Operational Water and Wastewater Consumption

5.12.1. Unmitigated

Single Family Housing 3,314,346 1,966,547

Other Asphalt Surfaces 0.00 0.00

5.13. Operational Waste Generation

5.13.1. Unmitigated

Single Family Housing 22.1 0.00

Other Asphalt Surfaces 0.00 0.00

5.14. Operational Refrigeration and Air Conditioning Equipment

5.14.1. Unmitigated

Land Use Type Equipment Type Refrigerant Quantity (kg) Operations Leak Rate [Service Leak Rate

Single Family Housing  Average room A/C & R-410A 2,088 < 0.005 2.50 2.50 10.0
Other residential A/C
and heat pumps

Single Family Housing  Household refrigerators R-134a 1,430 0.12 0.60 0.00 1.00
and/or freezers

5.15. Operational Off-Road Equipment

5.15.1. Unmitigated
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5.16. Stationary Sources

5.16.1. Emergency Generators and Fire Pumps

Equipment Type Fuel Type Number per Day Hours per Day Load Factor

5.16.2. Process Boilers

Equipment Type Fuel Type Boiler Rating (MMBtu/hr) Daily Heat Input (MMBtu/day) Annual Heat Input (MMBtu/yr)

5.17. User Defined

Equipment Type Fuel Type

5.18. Vegetation
5.18.1. Land Use Change

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

Vegetation Land Use Type Vegetation Soil Type Initial Acres

5.18.1. Biomass Cover Type

5.18.1.1. Unmitigated

5.18.2. Sequestration
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5.18.2.1. Unmitigated

6. Climate Risk Detailed Report

6.1. Climate Risk Summary

Cal-Adapt midcentury 2040-2059 average projections for four hazards are reported below for your project location. These are under Representation Concentration Pathway (RCP) 8.5 which assumes GHG
emissions will continue to rise strongly through 2050 and then plateau around 2100.

Temperature and Extreme Heat 23.7 annual days of extreme heat

Extreme Precipitation 3.35 annual days with precipitation above 20 mm
Sea Level Rise 0.00 meters of inundation depth

Wildfire 0.00

annual hectares burned

Temperature and Extreme Heat data are for grid cell in which your project are located. The projection is based on the 98th historical percentile of daily maximum/minimum temperatures from observed
historical data (32 climate model ensemble from Cal-Adapt, 2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Extreme Precipitation data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The threshold of 20 mm is equivalent to about % an inch of rain, which would be light to moderate rainfall if received over a full
day or heavy rain if received over a period of 2 to 4 hours. Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

Sea Level Rise data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from Radke et al. (2017), as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider different
increments of sea level rise coupled with extreme storm events. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential inundation depth for the grid cell. The four simulations make
different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROCS). Each grid cell is 50 meters (m) by 50 m, or about 164 feet (ft) by 164 ft.

Wildfire data are for the grid cell in which your project are located. The projections are from UC Davis, as reported in Cal-Adapt (2040—-2059 average under RCP 8.5), and consider historical data of climate,
vegetation, population density, and large (> 400 ha) fire history. Users may select from four model simulations to view the range in potential wildfire probabilities for the grid cell. The four simulations make
different assumptions about expected rainfall and temperature are: Warmer/drier (HadGEM2-ES), Cooler/wetter (CNRM-CM5), Average conditions (CanESM2), Range of different rainfall and temperature
possibilities (MIROCS). Each grid cell is 6 kilometers (km) by 6 km, or 3.7 miles (mi) by 3.7 mi.

6.2. Initial Climate Risk Scores

Temperature and Extreme Heat

Extreme Precipitation N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sea Level Rise N/A N/A N/A N/A
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Wildfire N/A
Flooding N/A
Drought N/A
Snowpack Reduction N/A
Air Quality Degradation N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
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N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest

exposure.

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the

greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores do not include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.

6.3. Adjusted Climate Risk Scores

Temperature and Extreme Heat

Extreme Precipitation N/A
Sea Level Rise N/A
Wildfire N/A
Flooding N/A
Drought N/A
Snowpack Reduction N/A
Air Quality Degradation N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

The sensitivity score reflects the extent to which a project would be adversely affected by exposure to a climate hazard. Exposure is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the greatest

exposure.

The adaptive capacity of a project refers to its ability to manage and reduce vulnerabilities from projected climate hazards. Adaptive capacity is rated on a scale of 1 to 5, with a score of 5 representing the

greatest ability to adapt.

The overall vulnerability scores are calculated based on the potential impacts and adaptive capacity assessments for each hazard. Scores include implementation of climate risk reduction measures.

6.4. Climate Risk Reduction Measures

7. Health and Equity Details
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7.1. CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Scores
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The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.

Indicator

Exposure Indicators
AQ-Ozone

AQ-PM

AQ-DPM

Drinking Water

Lead Risk Housing
Pesticides

Toxic Releases

Traffic

Effect Indicators
CleanUp Sites
Groundwater

Haz Waste Facilities/Generators
Impaired Water Bodies
Solid Waste

Sensitive Population
Asthma
Cardio-vascular

Low Birth Weights
Socioeconomic Factor Indicators
Education

Housing

Linguistic

Poverty

Result for Project Census Tract

50.5
38.6
13.9
34.9
51.6
82.5
9.60
48.4

2.59
70.4
22.0
93.4
12.9

46.9
83.4

32.0

83.9
76.5
79.8

62.2
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Unemployment

7.2. Healthy Places Index Scores

41.8
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The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.

Economic
Above Poverty
Employed
Median HI
Education

Bachelor's or higher

High school enroliment

Preschool enroliment
Transportation

Auto Access

Active commuting
Social

2-parent households
Voting
Neighborhood
Alcohol availability
Park access

Retail density
Supermarket access
Tree canopy
Housing

Homeownership

14.60284871
26.40831515

16.52765302
100
39.0606955
62.47914795
66.93186193
81.43205441
64.87873733
86.34672142
2454767099
2.45091749
16.57898114
75.63197742

57.5003208
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Housing habitability

Low-inc homeowner severe housing cost burden

Low-inc renter severe housing cost burden

Uncrowded housing
Health Outcomes

Insured adults

Arthritis

Asthma ER Admissions
High Blood Pressure
Cancer (excluding skin)
Asthma

Coronary Heart Disease
Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease
Diagnosed Diabetes

Life Expectancy at Birth
Cognitively Disabled
Physically Disabled
Heart Attack ER Admissions
Mental Health Not Good
Chronic Kidney Disease
Obesity

Pedestrian Injuries
Physical Health Not Good
Stroke

Health Risk Behaviors
Binge Drinking

Current Smoker

27.78134223
18.76042602
13.20415758
19.18388297
27.4990376
0.0

57.4

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

0.0

6.9

46.5

27.7

35.2

0.0

0.0

0.0

19.6

0.0

0.0

0.0
0.0
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No Leisure Time for Physical Activity
Climate Change Exposures
Wildfire Risk

SLR Inundation Area

Children

Elderly

English Speaking

Foreign-born

Outdoor Workers

Climate Change Adaptive Capacity
Impervious Surface Cover

Traffic Density

Traffic Access

Other Indices

Hardship

Other Decision Support

2016 Voting

7.3. Overall Health & Equity Scores

0.0

0.0
0.0
37.8
30.4
11.2
65.7
3.2

81.8

39.7

23.0

89.4

67.0
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CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Score for Project Location (a)

Healthy Places Index Score for Project Location (b)

Project Located in a Designated Disadvantaged Community (Senate Bill 535)
Project Located in a Low-Income Community (Assembly Bill 1550)

Project Located in a Community Air Protection Program Community (Assembly Bill 617)

62.0
34.0
No
Yes

No

a: The maximum CalEnviroScreen score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects a higher pollution burden compared to other census tracts in the state.
b: The maximum Health Places Index score is 100. A high score (i.e., greater than 50) reflects healthier community conditions compared to other census tracts in the state.
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7.4. Health & Equity Measures

No Health & Equity Measures selected.
7.5. Evaluation Scorecard

Health & Equity Evaluation Scorecard not completed.

7.6. Health & Equity Custom Measures

No Health & Equity Custom Measures created.

8. User Changes to Default Data

Land Use Lot acreage adjusted to represent total acreage of project site. Landscaped area calculated based on
project-specific landscaping plan. Linear Road Widening land use included to account for off-site
utility lines.

Construction: Construction Phases Phase timing adjusted based on applicant provided information. Architectural coating assumed to

start two weeks after building construction and last for the same duration. Linear construction
assumed to occur during grading phase.

Construction: Off-Road Equipment Amount of equipment assumed for utility construction based on typical construction of linear utility
lines.
Construction: Trips and VMT Worker and vendor trpis/length for Linear, Drainage, Utilities, & Sub-Grade phase updated to be

consistent with typical linear utility construction assumptions.
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8421 Auburn Boulevard,
Suite 248
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

www.madroneeco.com
(916) 822-3230

August 22, 2022

Deanne Green

The True Life Companies

110 Blue Ravine Road, Suite 209
Folsom, CA 95630

Subject: Biological Review for the Lippi Ranch Property, City of Galt,
Sacramento County, CA

Dear Ms. Green:

At the request of The True Life Companies, Madrone Ecological Consulting (Madrone)
conducted a biological review of the approximately 9-acre Lippie Ranch Property and adjacent
potential improvement areas (Study Area). The property is located at 626 3™ Street in the City
of Galt, Sacramento County, California and is comprised of APN 150-0247-006, 007, 011, and
150-0101-046. The Study Area is within Section 34, Township 5 North, Range 6 East (MDB&M)
of the "Lodi North, California" 7.5-minute quadrangle (USGS 2015), at an approximate Latitude
38.24608 and Longitude -121.30561.

The Study Area consists of fallow agricultural land with a two homes, a garage, and barn in
the northwestern portion. The property is bounded by a railroad grade to the east, a mobile
home park to the west, a residential subdivision to the south, and commercial properties
to the north. The Study Area does not support any wetlands or drainages, and there were no
ditches identified around the perimeter of the site.

Methods
A Madrone biologist conducted a literature review in order to identify potential biological
resource constraints and assess the suitability of habitats on the site to support State- and
Federally- protected species. The literature review included a review of the following
databases:
e California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) (CNDDB 2022) Species query of Plant
and Wildlife Species in the Study Area and all areas within 5 miles of the Study Area;
e U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Planning and Conservation
(IPaC) (USFWS 2022) query for the Study Area;
e U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service. National Wetlands Inventory website. U.S.
Department of the Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service, Washington, D.C. (Updated
June 25, 2018 http://www.fws.gov/wetlands)
e The Final South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) (February 2018)

For the purposes of this review, special-status species is defined as those species that are:
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e Listed as threatened or endangered, or proposed or candidates for listing by the
USFWS or National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS);
e Listed as threatened or endangered and candidates for listing by CDFW;
e |dentified as Fully Protected Species or Species of Special Concern by CDFW; and
e Plant species considered to be rare, threatened, or endangered in California by the
- CNPS and CDFW [CRPR 1 and 2]:
- CRPR 1A: Plants presumed extinct.
- CRPR 1B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California and elsewhere.
- CRPR 2A: Plants extirpated in California, but common elsewhere.
- CRPR 2B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more
common elsewhere.

Madrone Senior Biologist Bonnie Peterson conducted a reconnaissance-level field survey of the Study Area on
15 October 2021, to assess the suitability of habitats onsite to support special-status species, and to conduct
an aquatic resources assessment. The site visit included a survey of potential nesting habitat and an assessment
of general site conditions within the Study Area, but should not be considered a comprehensive environmental
study.

Results

The Study Area is comprised primarily of regularly-disked, unvegetated fallow fields with trees along the
perimeter, and a developed portion with homes, barns, and landscaping in the northeast corner. The Study
Area provides suitable foraging habitat for the state-listed Swainson’s hawk (Buteo swainsoni), the fully-
protected white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus), and non-listed raptors, as well as suitable foraging habitat for
western burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia). There are suitable raptor nesting trees including Valley oak
(Quercus lobata), live oak (Quercus wislizeni), tree of heaven (Ailanthus altissima), and almond (Prunus sp.)
along the eastern, western, and southern perimeter and clustered around the homes. The fallow fields lack
suitable western burrowing owl burrows; however, the railroad grade provides suitable cover for western
burrowing owl. No burrowing owl were observed during the field visit or during protocol level pre-
construction surveys conducted as part of the development of the adjacent site, and are unlikely to occur.
Trees and existing buildings may also be used by roosting bats and migratory birds.

Because the Study Area does not support wetlands or streams/creeks, the site lacks suitable habitat for the
rare plants that could potentially occur in the area, including Ahart's dwarf rush (Juncus leiospermus var.
ahartii), Bogg's Lake hedge-hyssop (Gratiola heterosepala), dwarf downingia (Downingia pusilla), Legenere
(Legenere limosa), pincushion navarretia (Navarretia myersii), or Sanford's arrowhead (Sagittaria sanfordii)).

In order to develop the site, the City of Galt (City) will likely require participation in the South Sacramento
Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP). The Study Area is within the Urban Development Area (UDA) for the SSHCP.
Rather than requiring mitigation for individual species or their habitats, the SSHCP has a fee program that is
based on the land cover types present on the project site. SSHCP land cover types on the site consist of Cropland
(10.19 acres) and Developed (1.79 acre). The SSHCP originally mapped the trees along the southern boundary
of the Study Area as Mixed Riparian Woodland. While these are mostly native trees, primarily Valley oak and
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live oak, they are not associated with an aquatic feature and the landcover should be updated during the
environmental site assessment. The current (2019) development fee for the SSHCP for agricultural land, which
includes cropland, is $17,759 per acre.

The SSHCP application requires a wetland delineation, biological survey, plant survey, and cultural resources
report, if applicable. Since there are no aquatic resources on the site, the City may determine that a wetland
delineation is not necessary. Similarly, a plant survey may not be required based on the lack of suitable habitat
for the SSCHP-covered plant species. The City should be consulted during the project design phase to
determine if a cultural resources report is necessary.

The City will also require that development is in compliance with design and construction requirements and
SSCHP Avoidance and Minimization Measures (AMMSs). Based on the habitat identified, we assume that a
number of SSHCP biological measures would apply. A draft table of SSHCP Measures applicable to the
Study Area is included in Attachment A. These measures should be refined as informed by planning level
biological surveys.

We appreciate the opportunity to assist you with this review. If you have any questions or require further
assistance, please contact me at (916) 822-3230, or via email at gfodge@madroneeco.com.

Sincerely,

Ginger E. Fodge
Principal

Attachments
Attachment A. SSHCP Draft Avoidance and Minimization Measures
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SSHCP Draft Avoidance and Minimization Measures



Avoidance and Minimization Measure Applicable Compliance Action

to the

Project

(Yes, No,

Completed)
Condition 1. Avoid and Minimize Urban Development Impacts to Watershed Hydrology and Water Quality
LID-1 (Stormwater Quality): When the size of a project exceeds the thresholds Yes The Project will prepare and
established by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) (see the most implement a Storm Water Pollution
recent Stormwater Quality Design Manual for the Sacramento and South Placer Prevention Plan (SWPPP) per the
Regions, or future SWRCB-approved design manuals applicable to the Plan NPDES Construction General Permit.

Area), incorporate stormwater management into site design to satisfy the
requirements outlined in the most recent Stormwater Quality Design Manual for
the Sacramento and South Placer Regions. Stormwater management may
include groundwater recharge (LID-2) and natural site features (LID-3).

LID-2 (Groundwater Recharge): When siting SSHCP Preserves containing No Not applicable. Project does not
Riparian, Open Water, or Freshwater Marsh SSHCP land cover types, the contain SSHCP Preserves.
Implementing Entity will prioritize locations that are suitable for groundwater

recharge.

LID-3 (Natural Site Features): Incorporate preservation of a site’s natural aquatic Yes Completed during design phase.
features (such as creeks and streams) into project design to retain natural Project has been designed to avoid all
hydrologic patterns and to retain habitat that might be used by Covered Species. natural aquatic features.

Condition 2. Avoid and Minimize Urban Development Direct and Indirect Impacts to Existing Preserves and SSHCP Preserves
Note: This Condition only applies to projects with on-site preserves or projects that are adjacent to existing or planned preserves.

EDGE-1-10 No Not applicable. No existing preserve or
planned preserves are located adjacent
to the Project.

Condition 3. Implement Construction Best Management Practices
Condition 3 applies to all Covered Activities within the UDA

Lippi Ranch DRAFT Measures Attachment A
SSHCP Application August 2022



Avoidance and Minimization Measure

Applicable
to the
Project
(Yes, No,

Compliance Action

Completed)

implementing ground-disturbing Covered Activities will install temporary control
measures for sediment, stormwater, and pollutant runoff as required by the Plan
Permittee to protect water quality and species habitat. Silt fencing or other
appropriate sediment control device(s) will be installed downslope of any
Covered Activity that disturbs soils. Fiber rolls and seed mixtures used for
erosion control will be certified as free of viable noxious weed seed. As discussed
in Section 5.4.2, Covered Species Take Avoidance and Minimization Measures,
erosion controls installed in or adjacent to Plan Area modeled habitat for giant
garter snake (Thamnophis gigas), western pond turtle (Actinemys marmorata),
California tiger salamander (California tiger salamander), or western spadefoot
must be of appropriate design and materials that will not entrap the species
(e.g., not contain mesh netting). Regular monitoring and maintenance of the
project’s erosion control measures will be conducted until project completion to
ensure effective operation of erosion control measures.

BMP-1 (Construction Fencing): Orange construction fencing will be installed to Yes Fencing will be used as necessary until
ensure that ground disturbance does not extend beyond the allowed Plan Permittee (City of Galt)
construction footprint (i.e., the limit of project construction plus equipment determines Project is complete. As the
staging areas and access roads). Plan Permittees and Third-Party Project Project Area is bounded by existing
Proponents implementing ground-disturbing Covered Activities will mark the development to the north and west,
outer boundary of any Preserve Setback or Stream Setback adjacent to or within and railroad to the east, minimal

the Project Site with orange construction fencing prior to ground disturbance. fencing is anticipated.

This fencing will remain in place until project completion, as identified by the

Plan Permittee.

BMP-2 (Erosion Control): Plan Permittees and Third-Party Project Proponents Yes To be included in the site-specific

SWPPP.
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BMP-3 (Equipment Storage and Fueling): Plan Permittees and Third-Party Project | Yes To be included in the site specific
Proponents implementing ground-disturbing Covered Activities will ensure that SWPPP.

equipment storage and staging will occur in the development footprint only (not
sited in any existing on-site Preserve, planned on-site Preserve, Preserve Setback,
Stream Setback, or aquatic land cover type). Fuel storage and equipment fueling
will occur away from waterways, stream channels, stream banks, and other
environmentally sensitive areas within the development footprint. However,
certain equipment storage and fueling activities can be allowed on Preserves
within habitat reestablishment/establishment sites (refer to Section 5.2.7) if no
location outside of the site is available. If a Covered Activity results in a spill of
fuel, hydraulic fluid, lubricants, or other petroleum products, the spill will be
absorbed and waste disposed of in a manner to prevent pollutants from entering
a waterway, Preserve, Preserve Setback, or Stream Setback.

BMP-4 (Erodible Materials): Plan Permittees and Third-Party Project Proponents Yes To be included in the site specific
implementing Covered Activities must not deposit erodible materials into SWPPP.

waterways. Vegetation clippings, brush, loose soils, or other debris material will
not be stockpiled within stream channels or on adjacent banks. Erodible material
must be disposed of such that it cannot enter a waterway, Preserve, Preserve
Setback, Stream Setback, or aquatic land cover type. If water and sludge must be
pumped from a subdrain or other structure, the material will be conveyed to a
temporary settling basin to prevent sediment from entering a waterway.

BMP-5 (Dust Control): Plan Permittees and Third-Party Project Proponents Yes To be included in the site specific
implementing ground-disturbing Covered Activities will water active SWPPP.

construction sites regularly, if warranted, to avoid or minimize impacts from
construction dust on adjacent vegetation and wildlife habitats. No surface water
will be used from aquatic land covers; water will be obtained from a municipal
source or existing groundwater well

BMP-6 (Construction Lighting): Plan Permittees and Third-Party Project Yes Lighting will not be directed towards
Proponents implementing ground-disturbing Covered Activities will direct all habitats south of the Project Area.
temporary construction lighting (e.g., lighting used for security or nighttime
equipment maintenance) away from adjacent natural habitats, and particularly
Riparian and Wetland habitats and wildlife movement areas.

BMP-7 (Biological Monitor): If a Covered Activity includes ground disturbance Yes A biologist will be on site during initial
within Covered Species modeled habitat, an approved biologist will be on site ground disturbance and conducted
during the period of ground disturbance and may need to be on site during initial training of on-site staff.

other construction activities depending on the Covered Species affected. After
ground-disturbing project activities are complete, the approved biologist will
train an individual to act as the on-site construction monitor for the remainder of
construction, with the concurrence of the Permitting Agencies. The on-site
monitor will attend the training described in BMP-8. The approved biologist and
the on-site monitor will have oversight over implementation of Avoidance and
Minimization Measures, and will have the authority to stop activities if any of the
requirements associated with those measures are not met. If the monitor
requests that work be stopped, the Wildlife Agencies will be notified within one
working day by email. The approved biologist and/or on-site monitor will record
all observations of listed species on California Natural Diversity Database field
sheets and submit them to the California Department of Fish and Wildlife. The
approved biologist or on-site monitor will be the contact source for any
employee or contractor who might inadvertently kill or injure a Covered Species
or who finds a dead, injured or entrapped individual. The approved biologist and
on-site monitor's names and telephone numbers will be provided to the Wildlife
Lippi Ranch DRAFT Measures Attachment A
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specific measures for details on requirements for biological monitors.

Agencies prior to the initiation of ground-disturbing activities. Refer to species-

limits on paved roads and a 10-mile-per-hour speed limit on unpaved roads and
during travel in Project Areas. Construction crews will be given weekly tailgate
instruction to travel only on designated and marked existing, cross-country, and
project-only roads.

BMP-8 (Training of Construction Staff): A mandatory Worker Environmental Yes The Project will implement a worker
Awareness Program will be conducted by an approved biologist for all environmental awareness training
construction workers, including contractors, prior to the commencement of (WEAT) program and submit
construction activities. The training will include how to identify Covered Species documentation to the City upon
that might enter the construction site, relevant life history information and completion

habitats, SSHCP and statutory requirements and the consequences of non-

compliance, the boundaries of the construction area and permitted disturbance

zones, litter control training (SPECIES-2), and appropriate protocols if a Covered

Species is encountered. Supporting materials containing training information will

be prepared and distributed by the approved biologist. When necessary, training

and supporting materials will also be provided in Spanish. Upon completion of

training, construction personnel will sign a form stating that they attended the

training and understand all of the Avoidance and Minimization Measures.

Written documentation of the training must be submitted to the Implementing

Entity within 30 days of completion of the training, and the Implementing Entity

will provide this information to the Wildlife Agencies.

BMP-9 (Soil Compaction): After construction is complete, all temporarily Yes Temporarily disturbed areas will be
disturbed areas will be restored similar to pre-project conditions, including restored.

impacts relating to soil compaction, water infiltration capacity, and soil

hydrologic characteristics.

BMP-10 (Revegetation): Plan Permittees and Third-Party Project Proponents Yes No native habitats will be impacted
implementing ground-disturbing Covered Activities will revegetate any cut-and- and temporarily disturbed soils within
fill slopes with native or existing non-invasive, non-native plants (e.g., non-native the railroad easement will be
grasses) suitable for the altered soil conditions and in compliance with EDGE-2 revegetated as outlined in the site
and EDGE-8, if applicable. specific SWPPP.

BMP-11 (Speed Limit): Project-related vehicles will observe the posted speed Yes To be included in the WEAT and

implemented during construction.

Condition 4. Avoid and Minimize Impacts that May Result from Implementati
Note: This Condition only applies to projects that include road improvements.

on of Covered Transportation Projects

ROAD-1 through 3

No

Not applicable. Project includes
frontage improvements but does not
include new roads.

Condition 5. Avoid and Minimize Impacts that Result from Public Use of Low-
Note: This condition only applies to Projects that contain or are adjacent to planned or existing preserves

Impact Nature Trails in Preserves

NATURE- 1 through 5

No

Not applicable. Project does not
contain and is not adjacent to planned
or existing preserves.

Note: This Condition only applies if a project will re-establish or establish wetlands.

Condition 6. Avoid and Minimize Impacts When Re-Establishing or Establishing Wetlands

RE-ESTABLISHMENT/ESTABLISHMENT 1 through 3

No

Not applicable. Project will not re-
establish or establish wetlands.
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Condition 7. Avoid and Minimize Impacts to Streams and Creeks
Note: This Condition only applies if a stream is located within the project boundary.

STREAM-1 through STREAM-5 (Laguna Creek Wildlife Corridor): A 150-foot No Not applicable. Project Site does not
setback measured from the top of the bank on both sides of the stream will be contain and is not near any tributaries
applied to Laguna Creek within the Urban Development Area (minimum 300- to Elder Creek, Fry Creek, Geber Creek,
foot corridor width). If trails are located within the Laguna Creek Wildlife Morrison Creek, Central Paseo, or Sun
Corridor, the nearest edge of the trail will be located at least 80 feet from the top Creek.

of the bank.

Condition 8. Avoid and Minimize Impacts to Covered Species from Utility and Utility Maintenance Covered Activities

Note: AMMs associated with Condition 8 must be applied to all Covered Activities associated with construction and maintenance of
infrastructure projects.

UTILITY 1 through 4 No Not applicable. Project does not
include road improvements.
Condition 9. Avoid and Minimize Impacts that Might Result from Removing or Breaching Levees to Establish or Re-establish
Riparian Habitat.
LEVEE-1 (Preparation of Hydrologic Analysis) No Not applicable. Project will not breach
levees or establish riparian habitat.
Condition 10. Avoid and Minimize Impacts That Might Result from Potential Residual Contamination of Preserves and Related
Exposure of People to Such Hazardous Materials.

Note: Condition 10 only applies to existing and planned preserve sites.

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS-1 through 2 No Not applicable. Project does not
include existing or planned preserves.

Covered Species Take Avoidance and Minimization Measures
Note: These AMMs apply to all Projects that contain modeled species habitat.

SPECIES-1 (Litter Removal Program): A litter control program will be instituted Yes Training to be included in the WEAT
for the entire Project Site. All workers will ensure that their food scraps, paper and implemented during construction.
wrappers, food containers, cans, bottles, and other trash are deposited in
covered or closed trash containers. All garbage will be removed from the Project
Site at the end of each work day, and construction personnel will not feed or
otherwise attract wildlife to the area where construction activities are taking

place.

SPECIES-2 (No Pets in Construction Areas): To avoid harm and harassment of Yes Training to be included in the WEAT
native species, workers and visitors will not bring pets onto a Project Site. and implemented during construction.
SPECIES-3 (Take Report): If accidental injury or death of any Covered Species Yes Training to be included in the WEAT
occurs, workers will immediately inform the approved biologist or on-site and implemented during construction.

monitor and site supervisor. The approved biologist or on-site monitor will
phone the appropriate contact person at the Implementing Entity. The
Implementing Entity will immediately contact the Wildlife Agencies by telephone.
A memorandum will be provided to the Implementing Entity and Wildlife
Agencies within 1 working day of the incident. The report will provide the date
and location of the incident, number of individuals taken, the circumstances
resulting in the take, and any corrective measures taken to prevent additional
take.
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SPECIES-4 (Post-Construction Compliance Report): A post-construction
compliance report will be submitted to the SSHCP Implementing Entity within 30
calendar days of completion of construction activities or within 30 calendar days
of any break in construction activity that lasts more than 30 days. The report will
detail the construction start and completion dates, any information about
meeting or failing to meet species take Avoidance and Minimization Measures
(AMM), effectiveness of each AMM that was applied at the Project Site, and any
known project effects to Covered Species.

Yes

To be prepared following completion

of construction.

PLANT-1 (Rare Plant Surveys): If a Covered Activity Project Site contains modeled
habitat for Ahart's dwarf rush (Juncus leiospermus var. ahartii), Bogg's Lake
hedge-hyssop (Gratiola heterosepala), dwarf downingia (Downingia pusilla),
Legenere (Legenere limosa), pincushion navarretia (Navarretia myersii), or
Sanford's arrowhead (Sagittaria sanfordii), the Covered Activity Project Site will
be surveyed for the rare plant by an approved biologist and following the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) rare plant survey protocols
(CDFG 2009) or the most recent CDFW rare plant survey protocols. An approved
biologist will conduct the field surveys and will identify and map plant species
occurrences according to the protocols. See Chapter 10 for the process to
submit survey information to the Plan Permittee and the Permitting Agencies.

No

The Project Area does not contain
habitat for any of these species.

PLANT-2 (Rare Plant Protection): If a rare plant listed in AMM PLANT-1 is
detected within an area proposed to be disturbed by a Covered Activity or is
detected within 250 feet of the area proposed to be disturbed by a Covered
Activity, the Implementing Entity will assure one unprotected occurrence of the
species is protected within a SSHCP Preserve before any ground disturbance
occurs at the Project Site.

No

No suitable habitat in the Project Area.

ORCUTT-1 and ORCUTT-2 (Orcutt Grass Surveys and Protection)

No

Not applicable. Project is outside
range and does not contain modeled
or suitable habitat.

California Tiger Salamander

CTS-1 through 7

No

Not applicable. Suitable breeding
habitat for this species is absent from
the site and adjacent properties.

Western Spadefoot

WS-1 through 6

No

Not applicable. Project Site does not
contain modeled or suitable habitat.

Giant Garter Snake

GGS-1 through 8

No

Not applicable. Habitats required by
this species are absent from the site.
Additionally, the SSHCP does not
identify the site as supporting
modeled habitat for this species
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Western Pond Turtle

WPT-1through 9

No

Not applicable. Project Site does not
contain modeled or suitable habitat.

Tricolored Blackbird

TCB-1 (Tricolored Blackbird Surveys): If modeled habitat for tricolored blackbird
is present within a Covered Activity's project footprint or within 500 feet of a
project footprint, then an approved biologist will conduct a field investigation to
determine if existing or potential nesting or foraging sites are present within the
project footprint and adjacent areas within 500 feet of the project footprint.
Adjacent parcels under different land ownership will be surveyed only if access is
granted or if the parcels are visible from authorized areas. Within the Plan Area,
potential tricolor blackbird nest sites are often associated with freshwater marsh
and seasonal wetlands, or in thickets of willow, blackberry, wild rose, thistle, and
other thorny vegetation. Tricolored blackbirds are also known to nest in crops
associated with dairy farms. Foraging habitat is associated with annual
grasslands, wet and dry vernal pools and other seasonal wetlands, agricultural
fields (such as large tracts of alfalfa and pastures with continuous haying
schedules and recently tilled fields), cattle feedlots, and dairies. The Third-Party
Project Proponent will map all existing or potential nesting or foraging sites and
provide these maps to the Local Land Use Permittees and Implementing Entity.
Nesting sites must also be noted on plans that are submitted to a Local Land Use
Permittee. See Chapter 10 for the process to conduct and submit survey
information.

Yes

No suitable breeding or foraging
habitat is present on or directly
adjacent to the site; however the City
may require pre-construction surveys
based on refined HCP modeled habitat
following planning level surveys.

TCB-2 (Tricolored Blackbird Pre-Construction Surveys): Pre-construction surveys
will be required to determine if active nests are present within a project footprint
or within 500 feet of a project footprint if existing or potential nest sites were
found during design surveys and construction activities will occur during the
breeding season (March 1 through September 15). An approved biologist will
conduct pre-construction surveys within 30 days and within 3 days of ground-
disturbing activities, and within the proposed project footprint and 500 feet of
the proposed project footprint to determine the presence of nesting tricolored
blackbird. Pre-construction surveys will be conducted during the breeding
season (March 1 through August 31). Surveys conducted in February (to meet
pre-construction survey requirements for work starting in March) must be
conducted within 14 days and 3 days in advance of ground-disturbing activities.
If a nest is present, then TCB-3 and TCB-4 will be implemented. The approved
biologist will inform the Land Use Authority Permittee and the Implementing
Entity of species locations, and they in turn will notify the Wildlife Agencies.

Yes

The Project Site is within mapped
modeled habitat for this species, but
does not contain suitable habitat
constituents. Tricolored blackbird
surveys may be required as described.

TCB-3 (Tricolored Blackbird Nest Buffer): If active nests are found within the
project footprint or within 500 feet of any project related Covered Activity, the
Third-Party Project Proponent will establish a 500-foot temporary buffer around
the active nest until the young have fledged.

Yes

If active nests are found, a 500-foot
buffer will be implemented.
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blackbirds are present within the project footprint or within 500 feet of any
project-related Covered Activity, then an approved biologist experienced with
tricolored blackbird behavior will be retained by the Third-Party Project
Proponent to monitor the nest throughout the nesting season and to determine
when the young have fledged. The approved biologist will be on site daily while
construction-related activities are taking place near the disturbance buffer. Work
within the nest disturbance buffer will not be permitted. If the approved biologist
determines that tricolored blackbirds are exhibiting agitated behavior,
construction will cease until the buffer size is increased to a distance necessary
to result in no harm or harassment to the nesting tricolored blackbirds. If the
biologist determines that the colonies are at risk, a meeting with the Third-Party
Project Proponent, Implementing Entity, and Wildlife Agencies will be held to
determine the best course of action to avoid nest abandonment or take of
individuals. The approved biologist will also train construction personnel on the
required avoidance procedures, buffer zones, and protocols in the event that a
tricolored blackbird flies into an active construction zone (i.e., outside the buffer
zone).

TCB-4 (Tricolored Blackbird Nest Buffer Monitoring): If nesting tricolored

Yes

If active nests are found, nest
monitoring will be implemented as
required.

TCB-5 (Timing of Pesticide Use and Harvest Timing on Agricultural Preserves): On
SSHCP Agricultural Preserves, pesticides (including herbicides) will not be
applied from January 1 through July 15.

No

Not applicable. The Project Site does
not support any agricultural preserves.

Swainson’s Hawk

SWHA-1 (Swainson'’s Hawk Surveys): If modeled habitat for Swainson’s hawk
(Figure 3-25) is present within a Covered Activity's project footprint or within
0.25 mile of a project footprint, then an approved biologist will conduct a survey
to determine if existing or potential nesting sites are present within the project
footprint and adjacent areas within 0.25 mile of the project footprint. Adjacent
parcels under different land ownership will be surveyed only if access is granted
or if the parcels are visible from authorized areas. Nest sites are often associated
with Riparian land cover, but also include lone trees in fields, trees along
roadways, and trees around structures. Nest trees may include, but are not
limited to, Fremont’s cottonwood (Populus fremontii), oaks (Quercus spp.),
willows (Salix spp.), walnuts (Juglans spp.), eucalyptus (Eucalyptus spp.), pines
(Pinus spp.), and Deodar cedar (Cedrus deodara). The Third-Party Project
Proponent will map all existing and potential nesting sites and provide these
maps to the Local Land Use Permittees and Implementing Entity. Nesting sites
must also be noted on plans that are submitted to a Local Land Use Permittee.
See Chapter 10 for the process to conduct and submit survey information

Yes

The Project Site supports modeled
habitat for this species, so Swainson'’s
hawk surveys will be conducted as
described.

SWHA-2 (Swainson'’s Hawk Pre-Construction Surveys): Pre-construction surveys
will be required to determine if active nests are present within a project footprint
or within 0.25 mile of a project footprint if existing or potential nest sites were
found during initial surveys and construction activities will occur during the
breeding season (March 1 through September 15). An approved biologist will
conduct pre-construction surveys within 30 days and 3 days of ground-
disturbing activities to determine presence of nesting Swainson’s hawk. Pre-
construction surveys will be conducted during the breeding season (March 1
through September 15). If a nest is present, then SWHA-3 and SWHA-4 will be
implemented. The approved biologist will inform the Land Use Authority
Permittee and Implementing Entity of species locations, and they in turn will
notify the Wildlife Agencies.

Yes

Preconstruction survey will be
conducted 3-30 days prior to
construction.
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SWHA-3 (Swainson’s Hawk Nest Buffer): If active nests are found within the
project footprint or within 0.25 mile of any project-related Covered Activity, the
Third-Party Project Proponent will establish a 0.25-mile disturbance buffer
around the active nest until the young have fledged, with concurrence from the
Wildlife Agencies.

Yes

A 0.25-mile buffer will be established

around active nests if found.

SWHA-4 (Swainson'’s Hawk Nest Buffer Monitoring): If nesting Swainson'’s hawks
are present within the project footprint or within 0.25 mile of any project-related
Covered Activity, then an approved biologist experienced with Swainson's hawk
behavior will be retained by the Third-Party Project Proponent to monitor the
nest throughout the nesting season and to determine when the young have
fledged. The approved biologist will be on site daily while construction-related
activities are taking place within the buffer. Work within the temporary nest
disturbance buffer can occur with the written permission of the Implementing
Entity and Wildlife Agencies. If nesting Swainson'’s hawks begin to exhibit
agitated behavior, such as defensive flights at intruders, getting up from a
brooding position, or flying off the nest, the approved biologist will have the
authority to shut down construction activities. If agitated behavior is exhibited,
the biologist, Third-Party Project Proponent, Implementing Entity, and Wildlife
Agencies will meet to determine the best course of action to avoid nest
abandonment or take of individuals. The approved biologist will also train
construction personnel on the required avoidance procedures, buffer zones, and
protocols in the event that a Swainson’s hawk flies into an active construction
zone (i.e., outside the buffer zone).

Yes

If found, active nests will be monitored
to determine fledging.

Greater Sandhill Crane

GSC-1 (Greater Sandhill Crane Surveys): If modeled habitat for greater sandhill
crane (Figure 3-22) is present within a Covered Activity's project footprint or
within 0.5 mile of a project footprint, then an approved biologist will conduct a
field investigation to determine if existing or potential roosting sites are present
within the project footprint and adjacent areas within 0.5 mile of the project
footprint. Adjacent parcels under different land ownership will be surveyed only
if access is granted or if the parcels are visible from authorized areas. Roosting
sites within the Plan Area are often associated with flooded fields, seasonal
wetlands, and freshwater marsh. The Third-Party Project Proponent will map all
existing or potential roosting sites and provide these maps to the Local Land Use
Permittees and Implementing Entity. Roosting sites must also be noted on plans
that are submitted to a Local Land Use Permittee. See Chapter 10 for the process
to conduct and submit survey information.

Yes

SSHCP Modeled habitat is present in
the Project Area, however, the Project
does not provide typical roosting sites.

GSC-2 (Greater Sandhill Crane Pre-Construction Surveys): Pre-construction
surveys will be required to determine if active roosting sites are present within a
project footprint or within 0.5 mile of a project footprint if existing or potential
roosting sites were found during initial surveys and construction activities will
occur when wintering flocks are present within the Plan Area (September 1
through March 15). An approved biologist will conduct pre-construction surveys
within 15 days of ground disturbing activities, and within 0.5 mile of a project
footprint, to determine presence of roosting greater sandhill cranes.
Preconstruction surveys will be conducted September 1 through March 15, when
wintering flocks are present within the Plan Area. If birds are present, then GSC-
3, GSC-4, and GSC-5 will be implemented. The approved biologist will inform the
Land Use Authority Permittee and Implementing Entity of species locations, and
they in turn will notify the Wildlife Agencies.

Yes

No roosting sites were observed
during the initial site visit and habitats
in and adjacent to the Study Area do
not provide typical roosting habitat.
However, as the Project Area is within
HCP modeled habitat, a pre-
construction survey will be conducted
0-15 days prior to construction.
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GSC-3 (Greater Sandhill Crane Roosting Buffer): If active roosting sites are found

within the project footprint or within 0.5 mile of any project-related Covered
Activity, the Third-Party Project Proponent will establish a 0.5-mile temporary
roosting disturbance buffer around the roosting site until the cranes have left.

Completed)
Yes

If active roosting sites are found, a 0.5-

mile buffer will be established.

GSC-4 (Greater Sandhill Crane Visual Barrier): Greater sandhill cranes have low
tolerance for human disturbance, and such disturbance has caused cranes to
abandon foraging and roosting sites. Repeat disturbance affects their ability to
feed and store energy needed for survival. If project-related activities occur
within 0.5 mile of a known roosting site as identified by surveys conducted
during implementation of GSC-1 or GSC-2, a visual barrier will be constructed.

Yes

A visual barrier will be installed if work
must occur within a 0.5-mile buffer of
known roosting sites.

GSC-5 (Greater Sandhill Crane Roosting Buffer Monitoring): If roosting sites are
found within the project footprint or within 0.50 mile of any project-related
Covered Activity, an approved biologist experienced with greater sandhill crane
behavior will be retained by the Third-Party Project Proponent to monitor the
roosting site throughout the roosting season and to determine when the birds
have left. The approved biologist will be on site daily while construction-related
activities are taking place within the disturbance buffer. Work within the
temporary disturbance buffer can only occur with the written permission of the
Implementing Entity and Wildlife Agencies. If greater sandhill cranes are
abandoning their roosting and/or forage sites, the approved biologist will have
the authority to shut down construction activities. If roost abandonment occurs,
the approved biologist, Third-Party Project Proponent, Implementing Entity, and
Wildlife Agencies will meet to determine the best course of action to avoid harm
and harassment of individuals. The approved biologist will also train construction
personnel on the avoidance procedures, buffer zones, and protocols in the event
that greater sandhill cranes move into an active construction zone (i.e., outside
the buffer zone).

Yes

If found, active roosting sites will be
monitored as necessary.

Western Burrowing Owl

WBO-1 (Western Burrowing Owl Surveys): Surveys within modeled habitat are
required for both the breeding and non-breeding season. If the Project Site falls
within modeled habitat, an approved biologist will survey the Project Site and
map all burrows, noting any burrows that may be occupied. Occupied burrows
are often (but not always) indicated by tracks, feathers, egg shell fragments,
pellets, prey remains, and/or excrement. Surveying and mapping will be
conducted by the approved biologist while walking transects throughout the
entire Project Site plus all accessible areas within a 250-foot radius from the
Project Site. The centerline of these transects will be no more than 50 feet apart
and will vary in width to account for changes in terrain and vegetation that can
preclude complete visual coverage of the area. For example, in hilly terrain with
patches of tall grass, transects will be closer together, and in open areas with
little vegetation, they can be 50 feet apart. This methodology is consistent with
current survey protocols for this species (California Burrowing Owl Consortium
1993). Adjacent parcels under different land ownership will be surveyed only if
access is granted or if the parcels are visible from authorized areas. If suitable
habitat is identified during the initial survey, and if the project does not fully
avoid the habitat, pre-construction surveys will be required. Burrowing owl
habitat is fully avoided if project-related activities do not impinge on a 250-foot
buffer established by the approved biologist around suitable burrows. See
Chapter 10 for the process to conduct and submit survey information.

Yes

The site is within modeled habitat for
this species. However, suitable habitat
in the form of ground squirrel burrows
is currently absent from the site. And
no evidence of this species was
detected during the site visit. The
nearest recorded observation of this
species is more than three miles from
the site.
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Project
(Yes, No,
Completed)

Compliance Action

footprint or within 0.25 mile of any project related Covered Activity, the Third-
Party Project Proponent will establish a 0.25-mile temporary nest disturbance
buffer around the active nest until the young have fledged.

WBO-2 (Western Burrowing Owl Pre-Construction Surveys) No The site does not support suitable
nesting habitat for this species.

WBO-3 (Burrowing Owl Avoidance) No The site does not support suitable
nesting habitat for this species and the
area is not within modeled wintering
habitat for the species.

WBO-4 (Burrowing Owl Construction Monitoring) No The site does not support suitable
nesting habitat for this species and the
area is not within modeled wintering
habitat for the species.

WBO-5 (Burrowing Owl Passive Relocation) No The site does not support suitable
nesting habitat for this species and the
area is not within modeled wintering
habitat for the species.

WBO-6 (Burrowing Owl Timing of Maintenance Activities) No The Project Site is not adjacent to
existing or planned preserves, preserve
setbacks, or stream setback areas.

WBO-7 (Rodent Control): Rodent control will be allowed only in developed Yes The Project Site is within modeled

portions of a Covered Activity Project Site within western burrowing owl breeding habitat so any rodent control

modeled habitat. Where rodent control is allowed, the method of rodent control will follow the guidelines described in
will comply with the methods of rodent control discussed in the 4(d) Rule this measure.

published in the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's (2004) final listing rule for tiger

salamander.

Covered Raptor Species

RAPTOR-1 (Raptor Surveys): If modeled habitat for a covered raptor species Yes Because the Project Site and adjacent

(Figures 3-20, 3-23, 3-24, or 3-28) is present within a Covered Activity's project areas contain habitats that could be

footprint or within 0.25 mile of a project footprint, then an approved biologist used by covered raptor species,

will conduct a field investigation to determine if existing or potential nesting planning-level surveys will be

sites are present within the project footprint and adjacent areas within 0.25 mile conducted as described.

of the project footprint. Adjacent parcels under different land ownership will be

surveyed only if access is granted or if the parcels are visible from authorized

areas. The Third-Party Project Proponent will map all existing or potential nesting

sites and provide these maps to the Local Land Use Permittees and

Implementing Entity. Nesting sites must also be noted on plans that are

submitted to a Local Land Use Permittee. See Chapter 10 for the process to

conduct and submit survey information.

RAPTOR-2 (Raptor Pre-Construction Surveys): Pre-construction surveys will be Yes A pre-construction survey will be

required to determine if active nests are present with a project footprint or conducted 3-30 days prior to

within 0.25 mile of a project footprint if existing or potential nest sites are found construction.

during initial surveys and construction activities will occur during the raptor

breeding season. An approved biologist will conduct preconstruction surveys

within 30 days and 3 days of ground-disturbing activities within the proposed

project footprint and within 0.25 mile of the proposed project footprint to

determine presence of nesting covered raptor species. Pre-construction surveys

will be conducted during the raptor breeding season. If a nest is present, then

RAPTOR-3 and RAPTOR-4 will be implemented. The approved biologist will

inform the Land Use Authority Permittee and Implementing Entity of species

locations, and they in turn will notify the Wildlife Agencies.

RAPTOR-3 (Raptor Nest/Roost Buffer): If active nests are found within the project | Yes If active nests are found, a 0.25-mile

buffer will be established until young
have fledged.
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Avoidance and Minimization Measure

Applicable
to the

Project
(Yes, No,
Completed)

Compliance Action

Activities within the temporary nest disturbance buffer are determined to be
necessary during the nesting season, then an approved biologist experienced
with raptor behavior will be retained by the Third-Party Project Proponent to
monitor the nest throughout the nesting season and to determine when the
young have fledged. The approved biologist will be on site daily while
construction-related activities are taking place within the disturbance buffer.
Work within the temporary nest disturbance buffer can occur with the written
permission of the Implementing Entity and Wildlife Agencies. If nesting raptors
begin to exhibit agitated behavior, such as defensive flights at intruders, getting
up from a brooding position, or flying off the nest, the approved
biologist/monitor will have the authority to shut down construction activities. If
agitated behavior is exhibited, the biologist, Third-Party Project Proponent,
Implementing Entity, and Wildlife Agencies will meet to determine the best
course of action to avoid nest abandonment or take of individuals. The approved
biologist will also train construction personnel on the required avoidance
procedures, buffer zones, and protocols in the event that a covered raptor
species flies into an active construction zone (i.e., outside the buffer zone).

RAPTOR-4 (Raptor Nest/Roost Buffer Monitoring): If project-related Covered

Yes

Construction monitoring will be

implemented if active nests are
identified during pre-construction
surveys.

Western Red Bat

BAT-1 (Winter Hibernaculum Surveys): If modeled habitat (Figure 3-30) for
western red bat is present within 300 feet of a Covered Activity's project
footprint, then an approved biologist will conduct a field investigation of the
project footprint and adjacent areas within 300 feet of a project footprint to
determine if a potential winter hibernaculum is present, and to identify and map
potential hibernaculum sites. Adjacent parcels under different land ownership
will be surveyed only if access is granted or if the parcels are visible from
authorized areas. If potential hibernaculum sites are found, the Third-Party
Project Proponent will note their locations on project designs and will design the
project to avoid all areas within a 300-foot buffer around the potential
hibernaculum sites. Winter hibernaculum habitat is fully avoided if project-
related activities do not impinge on a 300-foot buffer established by the
approved biologist around an existing or potential winter hibernaculum site. See
Chapter 10 for the process to conduct and submit survey information.

Yes

Trees along the southern boundary are
modeled habitat.

BAT-2 (Winter Hibernaculum Pre-Construction Surveys): If the Third-Party Project
Proponent elects not to avoid potential winter hibernaculum sites within the
project footprint plus a 300-foot buffer, additional surveys are required. Prior to
any ground disturbance related to Covered Activities, an approved biologist will
conduct a pre-construction survey within 3 days of ground-disturbing activities
within the project footprint and 300 feet of the project footprint to determine
the presence of winter hibernaculum sites. Pre-construction surveys will be
conducted during the winter hibernaculum season (November 1 through March
31). If a winter hibernaculum is present, then BAT-3 and BAT-4 will be
implemented. The approved biologist will inform the Land Use Authority
Permittee and Implementing Entity of species locations, and they in turn will
notify the Wildlife Agencies

Yes

If construction will take place in the
winter and the applicant chooses not
to avoid potential hibernacula, this
survey will be implemented as
described.

BAT-3 (Winter Hibernaculum Buffer): If active winter hibernaculum sites are
found within the project footprint or within 300 feet of the project footprint, the
Third-Party Project Proponent will establish a 300-foot temporary disturbance
buffer around the active winter hibernaculum site until bats have vacated the
hibernaculum and the Implementing Entity and Wildlife Agencies concur

Yes

If winter hibernacula are found, a
buffer will be implemented as
required.
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Avoidance and Minimization Measure Applicable Compliance Action

to the

Project

(Yes, No,

Completed)
BAT-4 (Bat Eviction Methods): An approved biologist will determine if non- Yes If potential roosts are located during
maternity and non-hibernaculum day and night roosts are present on the Project preconstruction surveys and roosts
Site. If necessary, an approved biologist will use safe eviction methods to remove must be evacuated, this measure will
bats if direct impacts to non-maternity and non-hibernaculum day and night be implemented as described.

roosts cannot be avoided. If a winter hibernaculum site is present, Covered
Activities will not occur until the hibernaculum is vacated, or, if necessary, safely
evicted using methods acceptable to the Wildlife Agencies.
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California Tree and Landscape Consulting, Inc.
Tree and Landscape Consulting

July 15, 2022

Aidan Barry

TTLC Galt — Lippi Ranch, LLC

110 Blue Ravine Road, Suite 209

Folsom, CA 95630

c/o Jim McDonough, jmcdonough@thetruelifecompanies.com

RE: ARBORIST REPORT FOR LIPPI RANCH DEVELOPMENT PROJECT, GALT,
CA, PARCEL NUMBERS 50-0247-006, 007, 011 & 150-0101-046

Dear Mr. Barry,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide arborist consulting services for the trees growing on the
property and adjacent properties growing into the property for the Lippi Ranch project in Galt,
CA.

You contacted our office on June 11, 2022 requesting an arborists assessment of the trees and an
arborist report for the Lippi Ranch project in Galt. The site plan for the project was provided. A
proposal was provided and approved. The inspection was performed on Tuesday, June 14, 2022.

The assignment was to inventory the trees growing on the property and adjacent properties that
grow into the subject property and may be impacted by any development activities. After the
preliminary report was completed, the site design was adjusted and shared on July 11, 2022, and
this report is provided for the revised design.

Project Summary: The Lippi Ranch project proposes 94 home sites, 5 water quality basins, and
open space around the south, west, and north sides of the project to retain as many trees as
possible around the perimeter. The project proposes removing 4 protected oak trees in the
interior area of the project.

# trees | # protected trees # protected Protected Proposed # total
trees removed Diameter mitigation trees
inches removed removed

138 70 4 83 inches tbd 60; 10
dead, 25
Poor, 25
Fair, 4
protected
oaks

Observations: The site was visited on Tuesday, June 14, 2022, at approximately 9:00 am. ISA
Certified Arborist Tyler Thompson, #WE-12751A and Gordon Mann, #WE0151AM, performed

359 Nevada Street, Suite 201, Auburn, CA 95603 Office: 530-745-4086 Direct: (650) 740-3461 www.CalTLC.com
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the inspections. All the trees were inspected and the protected oaks were included in the report.
There were 138 total trees inspected on the property, including 70 native oak trees, 66 were of
protected size.

The City of Galt Municipal Code Title 12.28 protects native oak trees with a diameter at breast
height (dbh) of six inches or greater, or 8 inches or greater aggregated for multi-trunked trees.
“Tree means any oak tree or public tree. Oak tree” includes, but is not limited to any of the
following: Valley Oak, Quercus lobata, Interior Live Oak, Quercus wislizenii, Blue Oak,
Quercus douglasii, or Oracle Oak, Quercus morehus, having at least one trunk of six inches
diameter measured four feet above the ground, or multi-trunks with an aggregate diameter of
eight inches or more, measured at four feet above the ground. “Public Tree” is any tree with half
or more of its trunk or branches on or above public land.

All trees on the property and adjacent properties that have branches extending into the subject
property were inspected and tagged or given tree numbers if off-site or undersized trees. Some
trees on adjacent properties behind fences private property the tags were nailed to the fence and
the diameters estimated from viewing over the fence. The aerial images show the trees
approximate locations and numbers for reference.

The tools used in the inspection were a diameter tape, probe, mallet, camera, and hammer. The
diameter was measured with a diameter tape at 4.5 feet above grade or the appropriate height to
measure the reasonable diameter when trunk and growth conditions do not allow a correct
measurement at 4.5 feet. The height of the diameter measurement is listed.

The tree condition was assessed by a combination of health and structure. Health was considered
based on leaf size, color, density, live and dead branches, trunk flare and trunk condition.
Structure was assessed based on branch structure, branch attachments, decay or cavities, end
weights, branch leverage, and branch structure. The tree condition rating scale is:

5 Excellent Found to have none to few defects or decay, and high vigor, mitigation required

4 Good Found to have few defects or decay, above average vigor, mitigation required

3 Fair Found to have mitigatable defects, limited decay, average vigor, mitigation required
2 Poor Found to have significant defects, decay, lower vigor, no mitigation

1  Very poor Found to have significant defects, decay, low declining vigor, no mitigation

0 Dead Found to be dead, no mitigation

The tree observation data and comments are shown in the attached Lippi Ranch Galt Tree List.

Other testing or examination: No additional testing or examination was requested at the time of
the inspection or found necessary.

Discussion: The proposed site is 8.992 acres. Ninety-four lots are proposed for the development.
Most of the trees along the west and south property lines are being retained. The protected oaks
on the east side of the north property line are proposed for retention. An open space with a path
are provided along the north, west, and south property line that creates the space for the trees to
be protected from the proposed home construction.

There are 4 protected oaks in the center of the parcel proposed for removal. The four trees are in
Fair condition and total 83 diameter inches.
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The intent of the project is to retain as many of the larger oak trees around the property line as
possible while developing the interior of the site. 4 protected oaks are proposed for removal, tree
numbers 1503 (29), 1509 (77), 1516 (18”), and 1517 (29”), for a total of 83 proposed removal
inches.

The proposed landscaping plan was not provided to calculate the final mitigation. The plan
provided does show the typical private street section and Lot C section and trees are shown in
these section details. With 94 sites, there should be enough room to plant the needed trees for
mitigation whether the trees are #15 counting as 1 inch, or 24-inch box trees counting for 2
inches, or 36-inch boxed trees counting for 3 inches.

Tree Protection: The existing trees on the site and adjacent properties that are proposed to be
retained should be protected prior to site work beginning and during the construction phases
including landscaping. Protective fencing should extend as far to the edge of the drip line of the
trees as possible. Fencing along the outside edge of the construction area would protect all those
trees along the fence lines as shown in the open space areas on the proposed plan. Careful
installation of the proposed concrete sidewalk around the perimeter of the property will be
necessary, or possibly an alternative material such as interlocking pavers that will have less
impact to adjacent trees, and will be able to be maintained if roots from adjacent trees grow and
raise the walkway.

Sturdy fencing will be put in place over the soil around the trees to protect the roots and soil
from compaction. For the trees on adjacent properties that have canopy extending into the project
area some pruning maybe necessary for site or structure clearance. The root systems of the trees
from the setback to the property line fences should be protected with fencing as close to the edge
of the setback as possible. The tree protection fencing should have appropriate signage
delineating the protected tree area, and no work should be performed in that area without prior
City approval.

The protective fence shall not be moved or removed unless written approval is given by the City.
If there 1s approved work to be performed within the protective fence area, the fence should only
be opened for work in the approved protected area, and then closed securely after the approved
work is performed. There will be no storage of equipment of materials within the protected fence
areas.

If work is approved in the protected fencing, the placement of 4-inch thick wood chip mulch
over the soil will protect the soil from compaction by workers during the work process. The
work area can have the mulch moved over to perform any approved work. After the work area is
completed, the mulch should be spread to cover all the soil within the fenced area. If equipment
is needed to be used in the tree protection area, steel plates should be placed over the 4-inch deep
mulch on the travel route or work areas to protect against compaction.

If trees that are to be retained are found to have conflicts with the proposed work by roots or
branches extending or encroaching into the work area, root pruning and branch pruning shall be
performed prior to the construction work. Root pruning shall be performed at the edge of the
proposed work closest to the tree prior to any excavation to avoid ripping or tearing roots beyond
the edge of the work area. The roots at the edge of the work area shall be carefully excavated

Page 3 of 33



Lippi Ranch Galt, CA Development Project Arborist Report July 15,2022

without pulling or tearing, and cut cleanly with a sharp tool appropriate for the size root to be
cut. After the root is severed, it can be excavated from the work area without further damage to
the tree.

Tree pruning shall be performed by a qualified arborist following specifications written in
accordance with ANSI A300 Tree Management Standards Part 1 Pruning and the ISA Best
Management Practices for Pruning. The pruning objective shall be to provide the necessary
clearance and reduce risk while retaining as much of the foliar crown as possible. The pruning
system shall be a natural system or a modified natural system when clearance needs may alter the
natural appearance of that portion of the crown. The smallest diameter pruning cuts possible to
achieve the necessary clearance or risk reduction shall be made starting in the outer portion of
the crown at the branch tips and working inward using reduction cuts and branch removal cuts
not to exceed the smallest diameter possible or defined. If specific trees need to be pruned, more
clearly written specifications for branch diameter size and location of the pruning in the crown
can be provided. Live branches in the interior of the crown should only be pruned if broken or
rubbing another branch. Dead branches can be removed anywhere in the crown.

Conclusion: There were 138 trees included in the current inspection. Ten trees were on adjacent
properties with canopies extending into the subject property. There are 70 protected trees. There
are 60 trees proposed for removal. 10 are dead, 2 are undersized, 4 are protected oaks, and the
remainder are unprotected species. The total diameter inches proposed for removal is 83. There
are locations planned for tree planting in the project. The mitigation will need to be finalized for
the number of inches to be planted in the project or a mitigation fee to be paid.

The project proposes retaining as many trees around the perimeter of the property on the north,
west and south sides as possible. Proper tree protection will be required to protect and retain
those trees.

Please contact me at 650-740-3461, or gordon@mannandtrees.com, if you have any questions
about this report or any other services we provide.

Sincerely,

bt

Gordon Mann

Consulting Arborist and Urban Forester
Registered Consulting Arborist #480

ISA Certified Arborist and Municipal Specialist #WE-0151AM
CaUFC Certified Urban Forester #127

ISA Qualified Tree Risk Assessor

California Tree and Landscape Consulting, Inc.
1243 High Street

Auburn, CA 95603

650-740-3461

www.caltlc.com

Attachments:
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Appendix 1 Aerial Images

Appendix 2 Lippi Ranch Galt Tree List
Appendix 3 Tree Pruning

Appendix 4 Root Pruning

Appendix 5 Tree Protection
Assumptions and Limitations

Resume for Gordon Mann

Certificate of Performance

Aerial Images

Total project area with tree numbers in approximate locations
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Northwest property area with tree numbers in approximate locations

Northeast property area with tree numbers in approximate locations
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North middle property area with tree numbers in approximate locations

Middle property area with tree numbers in approximate locations
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South middle property area with tree numbers in approximate locations

Southwest property area with tree numbers in approximate locations

Page 8 of 33



Lippi Ranch Galt, CA Development Project Arborist Report July 15,2022

Southeast property area with tree numbers in approximate locations

Southwest property area with tree numbers in approximate locations
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Conceptual Site plan
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Yellow lines show tree protection fencing for the property
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Appendix 2 Tree List
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Appendix 3 Tree Pruning
The tree pruning should be performed to specifications written in accordance with ANSI A300
Tree Management Standards Part 1 Pruning and ISA Best Management Practices for Pruning,
with the objective to reduce risk, improve tree structure, provide necessary clearance, and retain
as large a foliar canopy as possible. The system will be a natural system or a modified natural
system with crown shape variances for necessary clearance.

Prune branches that do not meet necessary clearance and to reduce the risk of branch failure.
Pruning should be performed to remove branches and foliage in the outer 25% of the crown
working towards the center for final cuts. Focus pruning on removing branches using branch
removal cuts and reduction cuts, reducing end weights, pruning the smallest diameter branches
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possible to achieve the clearance, setting a maximum size branch diameter to be cut. Remove
dead branches to a specified diameter such as 1”. Retain interior branches and as much foliage as
possible targeting a maximum of 15% total foliage removal, less if possible, to accomplish the
clearance required. A couple trees extending over the property from adjacent properties may
need up to 20% foliage removal to accomplish clearance.

Appendix 4 Root Pruning
For trees to be retained, roots shall be pruned before the area the roots are growing in is
excavated and