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CHAPTER 1.0 - INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Title: Samuel L. Jones Hall Homeless Shelter Improvements

1.2 Lead Agency: City of Santa Rosa
Transportation & Public Works
69 Stony Circle
Santa Rosa, California 95401

1.3 Contact Person: Deziré Perez-Barbante
Assistant Engineer
phone: (707) 543-4203
e-mail: dperezbarbante@srcity.org

1.4 Project Applicant’s Name and Address: City of Santa Rosa
Transportation & Public Works
69 Stony Circle
Santa Rosa, California 95401
1.5 Project Applicant: City of Santa Rosa
1.6 Project Location: 4020 Finley Avenue
Santa Rosa, California
APN: 035-141-013
1.7 Zoning Designation: Pl (Public Institutional)

1.8 General Plan Land Use Designation: Low Density Open Space
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CHAPTER 2.0 - PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 Purpose

The purpose of this Initial Study/Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) is to
identify any potential environmental impacts from proposed improvements for the Samuel
L. Jones Hall Homeless Shelter (Project) in the City of Santa Rosa, California. Pursuant
to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines Section 15367, the City of
Santa Rosa is the Lead Agency in the preparation of this IS/MND and any additional
environmental documentation required for the Project. The City has discretionary
authority over the Project. The intended use of this document is to determine potential
environmental impacts resulting from implementation of the Project and to provide the
basis for input from public agencies, organizations, and interested members of the public.
The remainder of this section provides a brief description of the Project location and the
characteristics of the Project. Section 3 includes an environmental checklist giving an
overview of the potential impacts that may result from Project implementation.

2.2 Project Location and Current Use

The project site property is located at 4020 Finley Avenue in the southwestern
incorporated portion of the City of Santa Rosa, in Sonoma County, California (Figure 1
Location Map, Appendix A). The project site comprises an approximately 2.5-acre portion
of the greater parcel of land designated as Sonoma County Assessor’s Parcel Number
(APN) 035-141-013 (Figure 2 Site Map, Appendix A). General property features,
proposed site improvements, and approximate Project area boundaries are depicted on
the Master Site Plan Sheet Numbers C1.0 and C1.1 in Appendix B.

The project site is currently a City of Santa Rosa-owned facility critical to providing shelter
and services to persons experiencing homelessness, which operates for 24 hours a day,
seven days a week. The facility is operated by the Catholic Charities of the Diocese of
Santa Rosa and is known as the Samuel L. Jones Hall Homeless Shelter (Shelter). The
Shelter complex consists of the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building, measuring
approximately 17,638 square feet, and a tent-like structure manufactured by Sprung
Structures that is known as the “Annex”, measuring approximately 8,400 square feet. Per
a Santa Rosa City Council declaration in 2016 regarding the homeless shelter crisis, the
capacity of the Shelter increased to 213 total beds.

Approximately nine acres of the 11.23-acre greater property parcel, including native
grassland and seasonal wetland habitat supporting Sebastopol meadowfoam
(Limnanthes vinculans) and the California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense),
is protected under a Conservation Easement and is not a part of the Project discussed
herein. No development or other unauthorized activities are proposed within the
Conservation Easement area, known as the Samuel Jones Hall Habitat Preserve. The
Project as evaluated herein is limited to the approximately 2.5-acre portion of the greater
Parcel, hereinafter referred to as the “project site” or “Project” as shown on the Master
Site Plans in Appendix B.
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The project site property is currently accessed via an entrance driveway near the
northwestern portion of the Project area off Finley Avenue, and near the eastern middle
portion of the property off a privately owned asphalt driveway bordering the property to
the east.

2.3 Local and Regional Setting

The project site is located within the southwestern incorporated portion of the City of
Santa Rosa in an area containing rural residential properties, designated wildlife habitat,
and lands associated with the historic U.S Naval Auxiliary Air Station (NAAS). Land use
surrounding the project site is shown on the attached Figures 3 and 4 in Appendix A. The
property is bordered by Finley Avenue to the north, a privately owned asphalt driveway
to the east, and by lands held in a conservation easement to the south and west to
preserve and protect sensitive habitat.

The Project area is best characterized as a low density, semi-rural setting served by rural
roadways with drainage swales extending along both sides of the bordering roadways.
Land uses surrounding the Project area consist primarily of rural residential and planned
community properties, with some scattered commercial uses. Commercial uses include
retail and vacant commercial land, a convenience store at the corner of South Wright
Road and Finley Avenue, and clustered commercial and light industrial businesses to the
east along Corporate Center Parkway. The nearest public buildings are the Santa Rosa
Junior College (SRJC) Roseland Campus on Wright Road South to the northwest, and
the Wright Charter School campus on Price Avenue to the west. An aerial photograph is
attached to illustrate land use surrounding the Project location (Figure 1).

General Plan Land Use designations of surrounding lands include Low Density/Open
Space, Medium-Low Density Residential, Very Low Density Residential, and Medium
Density Residential. Farther to the east of the project site, along Corporate Center
Parkway, are lands designated Business Park and General Industry. A maijority of the
lands to the east of the project site, including the location of the former runways and
associated infrastructure of the historical NAAS, have a Planned Development zoning
designation.

Topography at the project site property is relatively flat with surface elevations ranging
from approximately 90 to 100 feet above mean sea level (msl). A drainage ditch lines
Finley Avenue and extends along the private driveway along the eastern boundary of the
project site. These roadside ditches accept road drainage and runoff from adjacent
properties. The nearest mapped surface water body to the project site is Gravenstein
Creek which is located approximately 525 feet to the southeast, which flows
southwesterly where it joins the Laguna de Santa Rosa approximately 2.5-miles to the
west. Gravenstein Creek appears to be ephemeral in nature and has minimal channel
development. According to the City of Santa Rosa GIS Web Portal the project site is not
located within a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) (Figure 5, Appendix A). Other
mapped surface waters in close proximity to the project site are Naval Creek
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approximately 0.4 miles to the south, and Roseland Creek that is located approximately
0.6 miles southeast of the project site which has been engineered for flood control.

2.4 Background and History

A review of historical documentation indicates that the project site was first developed for
rural residential and agricultural use beginning by at least the early 1940s. However,
consistent with regional development patterns, the project site was likely first developed
as part of greater area rural residential and agricultural uses in the early 1900s. The
project site use remained rural residential and agricultural through 1946, when the NAAS
was reportedly constructed at the project site and in the surrounding vicinity. As part of
this historical use, the project site property is reported to have contained buildings used
as barracks, which continued up until the end of the Korean War in 1952, when the
barracks buildings were razed. The project site appears to have remained generally
vacant land from 1952 through 1977, when the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building was
reportedly constructed for use as office space by the County and as an Army Reserve
Training Center. These uses are reported to have continued up through the mid- to late-
1990s, when they ceased, and the building remained vacant until approximately 2004,
when the City of Santa Rosa acquired the Project property to renovate the building for
use as a shelter to house persons experiencing homelessness and a multi-purpose
community facility. The project site property has been used as a homeless shelter facility
to the present day. Historical aerial photographs from 1942 to 2016 are included in the
attached Appendix A.

2.5 Land Use Designation and Zoning

Per the Santa Rosa General Plan Land Use Diagram (October 18, 2016), the project site
is designated Public/Institutional (PI1) (Figure 3). As defined in the Santa Rosa City Code,
Title 20 Zoning, Chapter 20-26.020, the Public Institutional Land Use designation is
defined as an area or cluster of governmental or semi-public facilities, such as hospitals,
utility facilities, government office centers, etc. The Pl zoning district is consistent with
and implements the Public/Institutional land use designation of the General Plan.

The project site property has a designated General Plan Land Use of “Low Density/Open
Space” which permits residential development at 2-8 units per acre, but also identifies
sites as areas with special environmental conditions or significance. The Samuel L. Jones
Hall site was specifically identified as an appropriate location for a homeless shelter by
the City of Santa Rosa General Plan. The General Plan allows homeless shelters in any
land use category with a Conditional Use Permit and the improvements proposed herein
will not increase the size or footprint of the existing Shelter. Further, the continued use
of the project site as a Shelter use is consistent with the General Plan Housing Element,
Figure 4-1, which designates this site as the Preferred Emergency Shelter Site and
encourages this continued use.

2.6 Project Elements

The Project proposes to enhance the current Shelter complex at the project site to
accommodate the recent increase in occupants and the quality of the community services
provided and is not an evaluation of any impacts resulting from this previously approved
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use that was determined to CEQA exempt. As such, the improvements proposed herein
are compared against the “baseline” property conditions, which are as an approved
Shelter complex and will not result in an increase in occupants at the property, or a
change in its use. Listed below are items that the Project proposes to include:

e An approximately 24-foot by 36-foot modular shower building. The restroom
facility has been sized to meet the needs for the maximum occupancy of the
Annex.

e An approximately 12-foot by 60-foot and 12-foot by 36-foot modular restroom
building. The shower facilities have been sized to meet the needs for the
maximum occupancy of the Annex.

e An approximately 12-foot by 12-foot modular shower building.

The shower and restroom facilities are proposed as shown on Sheet Number C1.1 in
Appendix B and have been sized to accommodate a men’s, women’s, and a separate all
gender single occupant facility.

As part of the Project, the City has agreed to accept an Irrevocable Offer of Dedication
from Bi-Lingual Broadcasting Foundation Inc. for a permanent easement (“Easement”)
for sewer, water and access overlying approximately 14,373 square feet of private
driveway bordering the eastern boundary of the project site, on the property known as
Sonoma County APN 035-141-014 (“KBBF Property”). The Easement provides the right
of immediate entry with continued possession and access for the purpose of laying down,
constructing, maintaining, operating, removing, replacing, and improving sewer and water
lines, access road, and appurtenant structures in, upon, over, under, across and through
that portion of the KBBF Property described and depicted on Exhibits ‘A’ and ‘B’ of the
referenced Irrevocable Offer of Dedication in Appendix A. The Easement consists of a
strip of land approximately 30 feet wide beginning at the northern side of Finley Avenue
and extends 479 feet in a southerly direction contiguous and parallel with the westerly
line of said private driveway.

Additional Project elements include, but are not limited to the following:

A concrete planter safety barrier between the parking stalls and the Annex.

A concrete block trash enclosure with covered roof.

A modular American with Disabilities Act (ADA) ramp.

A new dedicated entrance driveway near the northeastern portion of the

Project property provides access to the rear parking lot and Annex. Additional

parking spaces are also proposed for this area. The entrance driveway will be

designed such that it is sufficient for emergency vehicle ingress and egress.

e Additional asphalt parking and a driveway along the northern portion of the
Project area.

e Concrete sidewalks along Finley Avenue and the adjoining private driveway
and a sidewalk barricade.

e Concrete pathways along the northern side of the Samuel L. Jones Hall
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building.
e Crosswalk striping and bike lane marking.
e Curb and gutter improvements and lighting.
e Outdoor/picnic tables, benches, and a 20-foot by 21-foot polygon curved roof
arch shelter shade structure.
e Assorted landscape improvements such as ornamental planters, raised
planters, street trees and large and small shade trees, low water shrub
groundwater planting, bio-retention areas, and ornamental planting.
Concrete paving and stabilized decomposed granite surfacing.
Dog relief area and covered fenced/lockable dog kennels.
Additional bike parking.
Optional stand-by generator with sound attenuating enclosure.

Please refer to Sheets Numbers C1.0 through E1.1 for additional details, including
proposed curb and gutter and pedestrian and roadway improvements.

Circulation and Parking

The project site is situated near the southeast corner of the intersection of Finley Avenue
and South Wright Road. South Wright Road is a north-south oriented collector road and
represents the western City of Santa Rosa boundary in the vicinity of the project site. The
Project property is currently accessed via existing driveways on Finley Avenue near the
northwestern property extents, and off a private roadway bordering the property to the
east. As discussed, in addition to the entrance driveway at the northwestern portion of the
project property off Finley Avenue, access to the project site from the east will be
accommodated by a proposed entrance driveway near the northeastern portion of the
property, and via a permanent public utility and access easement over a portion of the
adjacent private driveway to the east pursuant to the Irrevocable Offer of Dedication
(Appendix A). Finley Avenue has a posted speed limit of 25 miles per hour (mph) and is
approximately 26 feet wide with one through lane in each direction (east bound and west
bound). The adjacent private driveway does not have a posted speed limit and is
approximately 30 feet wide with one unmarked through lane in each direction (north
bound and south bound).

Parking is constrained at the project site and as discussed below; the addition of extra
parking spaces is included in the construction activities proposed for the project site. In
the summer of 2020, a large tent was constructed in the southern parking lot for additional
housing for persons experiencing homelessness due to the declared health emergency
COVID-19 and related emergency health protocols, but this resulted in the removal of
approximately 51 parking spaces. Currently, there are a combined 27 parking spaces
available in the northern parking lot, accessed from Finley Avenue, and the eastern
parking area, accessed from the adjacent private roadway. The Project includes the
installation of a net increase of nine new parking spaces, which includes two Americans
with Disability Act (ADA) compliant parking spaces, concrete wheel stops, striping and
ADA compliant paths leading to the network of proposed sidewalks and walking paths
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throughout the project site. Upon completion of the Project there will be 32 total parking
spaces.

The Project includes a new proposed two-way concrete entrance driveway near the
northeastern property boundary, just west of the intersection of Finley Avenue and the
private roadway to the east. Traffic entering the Project property will be directed via
pavement markings to ensure adequate and safe traffic circulation throughout the
property. New asphalt pavement for parking and on-site roadways is proposed along the
northern and eastern boundaries of the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building that will
provide improved circulation and additional parking.

Fire truck/emergency vehicle ingress and egress would be accessed via the adjacent
private roadway on the east side of the Project property and will incorporate a fire truck
turnaround area.

Please refer to Sheets C1.0, C1.1, E1.0, and E1.1 in Appendix B for complete details
regarding proposed parking and circulation improvements.

Pedestrian Facilities

Pedestrian walkways currently exist on both the north and south sides of Finley Avenue
with concrete parking blocks delineating the pedestrian area from the roadway. In
addition, an existing crosswalk is present near the northeastern extents of the Project
property, immediately west of the intersection of Finley and Leddy Avenues and is marked
on the roadway with accompanying signs. The pedestrian walkway to the east of the
private road is limited to the north side of Finley Avenue.

The Project includes proposed pedestrian facilities that include concrete sidewalks along
the southern side of Finley Avenue and along the western private driveway, a sidewalk
barricade at the intersection of Finley Avenue and the private driveway, crosswalk striping
near the northeastern entrance to the property, and appropriate pavement markings. In
addition, the Project includes concrete sidewalks around the perimeter of the original
Samuel L. Jones Hall building, including concrete walking paths connecting the
northwestern parking lot to the southeastern parking lot and Annex. Additional proposed
pedestrian facilities include pedestrian signal phases, curb ramps, curb extensions, and
various streetscape amenities, such as lighting and large street trees. Please refer to
Sheets C1.0, C1.1, E1.0, and E1.1 in Appendix B for complete details.

The existing and planned pedestrian facilities would effectively link the project site to the
surrounding sidewalk network and provide adequate connections for pedestrian access
to nearby services. Further, pedestrians can safely cross Finley Avenue at an existing
cross walk at the intersection with South Wright Road, and at a proposed crosswalk near
the northeastern portion of the Project property. A developed and signalized pedestrian
crossing is located just south of the intersection of Finley Avenue and South Wright Road
at the intersection of Price Avenue and South Wright Road.
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Bicycle Facilities

The Project will include bike lane markings along the southern side of Finley Avenue and
an 18-bike capacity metal rack as shown on Master Plan L1.02 in Appendix B. The Santa
Rosa General Plan (Figure 5-2) indicates that South Wright Road is a planned Class |l
bike lane. It should be noted that there are currently no bicycle lanes present south of
Sebastopol Road on South Wright Road. With that said, the Joe Rodota Trail, a Class |
shared-use path, is located approximately 2,500 feet north of the project site, and the
majority of Sebastopol Road includes a Class Il bicycle lane. Segments of Sebastopol
Road are mapped as planned Class Il bicycle lanes, according to the City of Santa Rosa’s
Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan, 2018. The existing facilities provide adequate bicycle
access, which would be greatly improved upon completion of the Project.

Transit

Santa Rosa CityBus is the principal public transit service within Santa Rosa, as per the
Santa Rosa 2035 General Plan. Transit service centers operate from four transit hubs
within Santa Rosa: the Downtown Transit Mall, Southwest Community Park, Eastside
Transfer Station (Montgomery Village), and the Westside Transfer Station. The nearest
transit center to the Project is the Downtown Transit Mall, located approximately three
miles northeast of the project site. The nearest bus route to the project site is route 2B,
which operates on a regular 15-minute and 30-minute scheduling interval and includes a
bus stop (SR80147) near the intersection of Finley Avenue and South Wright Road in the
westbound direction, located approximately 300 feet west of the project site along Finley
Avenue. Other transit stops are located on South Wright Road (eastbound at SR80148),
Sebastopol Road (eastbound at SB80150), and on Fresno Road (westbound at
SR80146). The buses for this Route operate from 6:45 a.m. to 8:18 p.m. with
approximately 15-minute to 30-minute headways on weekdays and Saturday and from
10:15 a.m. to 5:33 p.m. with nearly 30-minute headways on Sunday. A two-hour transfer
policy allows unlimited transfers for two hours from the purchase of a ride. Riders can
transfer to the Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART), Golden Gate Transit or
Sonoma County Transit and receive a transfer credit using paper transfers or Clipper, the
Bay Area’s all-in-one transit card. As these stops are within a walkable distance of one-
quarter mile of the project site, the existing transit facilities provide adequate access for
Project residents and employees.

Landscaping and Lighting
The design intent of the landscaping proposed for the Project includes the following
priorities:

« Retain as many existing trees as possible.

e Use landscape elements such as bioswales and stormwater infiltration areas to
improve site drainage and minimize surface run-off of stormwater.

o Use of native planting and drought-resistant planting to mitigate water use and to
provide aesthetically pleasing outdoor gathering areas and shady areas for
outdoor gathering.

« Providing individual landscape features such as raised and ornamental planters
and shrub screening to provide interest and privacy throughout the property.
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« The installation of outdoor recreational areas with the installation of an overhead
shady structure with picnic table, surface mounted benches, and picnic tables.

e Painted asphalt and community asphalt painting area.

« Installation of a basketball court.

o Development of a community garden area.

o Development of a dog relief area and lockable dog kennels.

The Project includes accent planting along the community walking paths, adjoining

roadways, parking areas, and restroom and shower facilities. Low water use shrub and

groundwater planting will surround the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building, walking

paths and resident gathering areas, and concrete sidewalks along the adjacent roadways.

Bio-retention areas will also be landscaped with an appropriate plant palette and

landscaping will be primarily drought-resistant, aligning with Santa Rosa’s Water Efficient

Landscape Ordinance (WELO) design requirements. Additional details regarding

proposed landscaping elements are included on Master Plans L1.01, L1.02, and L1.03

included in Appendix B.

Proposed lighting would be provided around the perimeter of the buildings and community
gathering spaces, shower and restroom facilities, adjacent roadways, parking areas, and
along pathways. All proposed site lighting, parking area lighting, building, and pole
mounted lighting will be specified in compliance with the City’s lighting standards and be
downlit. Section 130.2(b), CGC Table 5.106.8, and Santa Rosa City Code 20-30.080(D).

Water Supply

The City of Santa Rosa is a retail water supplier to approximately 54,000 residential and
commercial accounts within the Santa Rosa service area and receives a vast majority of
its potable water supply from Sonoma Water under the Restructured Agreement for Water
Supply. Sonoma Water exercises a water right to divert up to 92 million gallons per day
from the Russian River, with a maximum annual diversion of 75,000 acre-feet per year
(AFY), subject to minimum flow thresholds and permit requirements overseen by the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and the State Water Resources
Control Board (SWRCB).

The Project will be connected to and served by the City of Santa Rosa water systems to
supply potable water for all on-site water needs, which includes construction activities,
indoor use, and outdoor irrigation use. The connection to the City of Santa Rosa water
system will occur via existing infrastructure on the project property (refer to Sheet C1.1 in
Appendix B).

It is noted that the project site property contains a water supply well that is located
southwest of the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building. EBA understands that the water
supply well is not in use. Available well construction details indicate that the well was
installed in 1969 to a depth of 66 feet below the ground surface (bgs). The well is reported
to contain a surface sanitary seal to a depth of 25 feet bgs, with a screened interval
present between 46 and 66 feet bgs.
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Wastewater

The Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant (WTP) services a population approximately
240,000 in the City of Santa Rosa and the surrounding area. The City of Santa Rosa
provides wastewater treatment services and infrastructure currently extends to the Project
site. The new restroom and shower facilities will be connected to municipal wastewater
infrastructure. Wastewater would be accommodated via the installation of sanitary sewer
laterals throughout the project site that would be connected to existing infrastructure near
the northeastern portion of the property (refer to Sheet C1.1 in Appendix B). Wastewater
generated by the Project would be conveyed to the Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant
for processing.

Solid Waste

The City of Santa Rosa currently contracts with Recology Sonoma Marin (Recology) to
provide waste collection services at the project site property. However, it should be noted
that the contract for solid waste collection services could change to another waste
collection contractor in the future. Individual receptacles are located appropriately
throughout the project site. Currently, when not in use, waste receptacles are located
south of the original Samuel L. Jones Hall in a dedicated, enclosed containment structure.
Recology collects both residential and commercial waste and delivers it to a transfer
station at 500 Meacham Road in Petaluma. The solid waste generated by the City of
Santa Rosa is then transferred to the Redwood Landfill in Marin County, Keller Canyon
Landfill in Contra Costa County, or Potrero Hills landfill in Solano County. Recology will
provide solid waste, recycling, and composting services to the Project. A new concrete
block trash enclosure with a covered roof will be installed near the eastern entrance
driveway to the Project property (refer to Sheet C1.1 in Appendix B).

Storm Drainage Infrastructure

The Project will include new storm drainage infrastructure and bioretention area to
accommodate the increases in impervious surfaces that will result from the proposed
improvements. The project site development plans utilized The Low Impact Development
(LID) Technical Design Manual as a set of guidelines for development in Santa Rosa. LID
Best Management Practices (BMPs) are small scale, permanent, and aim to capture,
treat, and infiltrate storm water runoff as close to the source as possible via at least 50%
vegetated cover in conjunction with standard erosion control measures. The LID requires
certain projects to incorporate sustainable LID strategies that encourage infiltration and
minimize the introduction of pollutants into downstream receiving waters. The City of
Santa Rosa has adopted the LID Manual to satisfy the requirement in their municipal
storm water permit. The Project is projected to create approximately 0.89 acres
(approximately 38,920 square feet) of new impervious surface which will require
implementation of stormwater BMPs at the property. Additionally, due to the size of the
construction at the project site (greater than one-acre) the Project will be required to file
a Notice of Intent (NOI) document for the State Water Resource Control Boards (SWRCB)
General Permit No. CAS000002 for Discharges of Storm Water Runoff Associated with
Construction Activity (Construction General Permit). The Construction General Permit
requires development and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP), by a qualified SWPPP developer (QSD), which includes BMPs for pollution
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prevention. Further, the City of Santa Rosa Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan
(SUSMP) requires post-construction BMPs for projects that create or replace 10,000
square feet or more of impervious surfaces. The City of Santa Rosa also requires
compliance with the LID Technical Design Manual, which includes strategies to capture
runoff and encourage infiltration on-site. Bio-retention swales are constructed design
features that function to filter and infiltrate on-site stormwater, effectively reducing
stormwater pollutants via naturally occurring and enhanced physical and biological
processes.

Existing stormwater runoff conditions generally sheet flow in a radial pattern, some of
which is directed to stormwater conveyance channels that line Finley Avenue and the
private driveway bordering the property to the east. The proposed improvements include
the addition of drop inlets that will connect to existing storm drain infrastructure at the
project site to convey stormwater off-site. In addition, storm water management planting
areas (bio-retention areas) are proposed that will encourage infiltration into the
subsurface, and include the installation of drop inlets that will be connected to existing
storm drain infrastructure. Please refer to the attached Sheets C1.0, C1.1, L1.01 and
L1.02 for proposed storm drainage infrastructure.

As previously mentioned, the tent structure was not an original part of the City’s planned
improvements. It was added as part of a variety of Citywide responses due to the declared
health emergency of COVID-19 and deemed as exempt from LID under section VI.D.2.b.ii
of California Regional Water Quality Control Board North Coast Region Order No. R1-
2015-0030 NPDES No.CA0025054 (MS4). Replacement or reworking of the tent
structure, which is not proposed in this contract, would be subject to the current MS4
regulations. As the Project is not removing or replacing the exempt tent structure, the
Project will not be accounting for the tent structure square footage in the LID design.

Site Preparation and Construction

This analysis assumes that upon construction commencement, the associated site
improvements would occur over an approximately 4- to 6-month construction period. A
schedule of activities has not yet been established. Construction work would be
conducted between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, and would be in
compliance with City of Santa Rosa, Construction Hours.

The project construction includes approximately 21,983 square feet of asphaltic concrete
for parking and circulation (roadways); approximately 16,940 square feet of concrete
pedestrian walking paths; approximately 18,173 square feet of landscaped pervious
areas; and approximately 4,180 square feet of bioretention areas.

Construction activities would include typical construction phases, such as site preparation
and grading, utility installation, surface restoration, erection of ancillary structures, such
as modular shower and restroom facilities, and paving and striping. Site grading would
result in the distribution of soil across the site to achieve generally level topography and
only two trees are proposed for removal. Cut and fill would balance across the site; no
import or export of soil is proposed. No pile driving, rock blasting, or crushing would occur
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during the construction phase. A variety of construction equipment would be employed
during Project construction, including excavators, backhoes, front end loaders, scrapers,
graders, concrete saws, jackhammers, rough terrain forklifts, rollers, asphalt road pavers,
compactors, air compressors, generator sets, and pneumatic tools. A variety of trucks
including cement mixers, haul trucks, and water trucks would also be required. To the
extent feasible, based on site constraints, construction and/or demolition materials,
equipment and trucks will not be staged on-site.

Employees, Schedule of Operations & Vehicular Travel

At peak operation, the estimated maximum number of full-time staff on-site is 23
employees, with 24-hours of operation, Monday through Sunday, for 365 days a year.
Employee staffing and working hours are listed below.

Overnight Shift (12am - 8am) - Four staff on duty.
Day Shift (8am - 4pm) - Five staff on duty.

Swing Shift (4pm -12am) - Five staff on duty.
Kitchen Operations - hours vary - 1 -2 staff on duty.
Program Manager - generally M-F day shift.

Per the City Council’s 2016 declaration of homeless shelter crisis, EBA understands that
the Shelter has a maximum capacity of 213 beds, with a maximum length of stay of 180
days. It is noted that visitors are not allowed at the Shelter, and occupants are allowed
to access the Shelter with personal vehicles subject to available parking.

The normal and existing operations of the Shelter generate approximately 48 employee
vehicle trips to the property each day (24 employee shifts arriving and departing from the
project site each day), an estimated 30 vehicle trips per month for incoming and outgoing
shipments by vendors and/or distributors, and a temporary increase in vehicle trips during
construction activities. The vehicle trips are roughly split between the morning peak
transportation period, the afternoon peak transportation period, and a low traffic period
for the night shift. In addition, the Shelter is currently in operation, and since the
improvements discussed herein would not alter the existing Shelter capacity or
operations, there would be no impact on current employee vehicle trips per day.

2.7 Required Permits and Approvals: Following approval of this Initial Study /Mitigated
Negative Declaration and the Project, the following discretionary permits and approvals
would be required for the Project:

Site Plan and Design Review, as required.

Grading Permits.

California Department of Fish and Wildlife.

U.S. Fish and Wildlife.

401 Permit and Construction General Permit from North Coast Regional Water
Quality Control Board.

e US Army Corps of Engineers.
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In addition, encroachment permits from the City of Santa Rosa would be required for any
work performed within the public right-of-way.

2.8 California Native Tribal Consultation

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
Project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code § 21080.3.17?

O No x Yes

Date Consultation Offered: May 25, 2022

If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of
significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality,
etc.?

0 No x Yes (Inadvertent Discovery Protocol)

NOTE: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments,
lead agencies, and project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review,
identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the
potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See Public
Resources Code section 21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from the
California Native American Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public
Resources Code section 5097.96 and the California Historical Resources Information
System administered by the California Office of Historic Preservation. Please also note
that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to
confidentiality.
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CHAPTER 3.0 —-ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY

AFFECTED AND DETERMINATION

3.1 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected: The environmental factors checked
below would be potentially affected by this Project, involving at least one impact that is a
"Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation is Incorporated" as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

[0 Aesthetics x Greenhouse Gas Emissions [ Public Services

O Agricultural and Forestry Resources x Hazards and Hazardous Materials [0 Recreation

x Air Quality x Hydrology/Water Quality O Transportation

x Biological Resources O Land Use Planning x Tribal Cultural Resources

x Cultural Resources [0 Mineral Resources O Utility/Service Systems

O Energy x Noise O Wildfire

O Geology/Soils O Population/Housing x Mandatory Findings of Significance

3.2 Determination: On the basis of this initial evaluation:

O

O

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

| 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 project proponent. 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" impact 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 or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

Monet Sheikhali, Environmental Planner Date
City of Santa Rosa
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CHAPTER 4.0 - ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS

4.1 Aesthetics:

Less Than

. AESTHETICS. Except as provided in Public Resources Code | potentially | significant | Less Than

Section 21099, would the project: S e |'meoraocstion | oo | No mpact
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited
to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state X

scenic highway?

¢) Innon-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 a

publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized X
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 X

adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

SETTING:

The project site is located within the City of Santa Rosa’s (City) Urban Growth Boundary! (UGB), in the
southwestern incorporated portion of the City. Land surrounding the project site is predominantly characterized
by residential and planned community (vacant, undeveloped) uses. Other minor uses include commercial, open
space, public buildings, and industrial uses. Rural single-family housing comprises the majority of the residential
uses. Commercial uses include retail and vacant commercial land while public buildings include two school
campuses, one of which is no longer open. Industrial uses include a major manufacturing facility, vacant former
industrial lands, and an automotive repair facility. Residential properties are located north of the project site,
across Finley Avenue, and west of the project site, across South Wright Road. Immediately to the south of the
project site are parcels of undeveloped land zoned as Single-Family Residential (R-1); and east of the project
site are vacant parcels associated with the Former Santa Rosa Naval Auxiliary Air Station (NAAS), which are
zoned Planned Development (PD) and dedicated for conservation.

A majority of the overall project site parcel consists of lands that are protected as part of the Samuel Jones Hall
Habitat Preserve (Preserve). The Preserve lands are subject to a deed restriction prohibiting any development
to ensure permanent protection and proper management of seasonal wetland and upland grassland habitat to
support sensitive plant and animal species. The Preserve is held under a Conservation Agreement with the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and managed to support known populations of the California
Tiger Salamander (Abystoma californiense) and Sebastopol meadowfoam (Limnanthes vinculans). The
northeastern portion of the Project parcel is developed with the Samuel L. Jones Hall homeless shelter facility
(Shelter). The Shelter facility consists of the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building, measuring approximately
17,638 square feet, and a tent-like structure known as the “Annex”, measuring approximately 8,400 square feet.
Additional components of the Shelter facility include asphalt parking areas and ancillary homeless community
facilities, which are the subject of this assessment. The primary entrance to the project site is a paved driveway
off Finley Avenue from the north, and a paved entrance driveway off a privately owned roadway which borders
the property to the east. Historically, the project site was part of the greater area-wide NAAS complex and
contained two structures located in the southeastern corner of the project site that were used by the NAAS as
barracks. These structures were reportedly razed in the 1970s following decommissioning of the NAAS facility.
The original Samuel L. Jones Hall building was reportedly constructed in 1977 and remains in its original footprint
in the northeastern portion of the project site. The building was formerly used as an Army Reserve training
center before its use conversion into the current Shelter facility in 2006. The Annex structure was constructed
and completed in December 2020.
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A scenic vista is described in the Santa Rosa General Plan as a view from a particular location or composition
of views along a roadway or trail'. Scenic vistas often describe views of natural undisturbed land, but may also
compose of natural and developed areas, or even developed and unnatural areas such as the scenic view of a
rural historic town and surrounding agricultural lands. The Santa Rosa General Plan describes a scenic road
as a highway, road, drive, or street that, in addition to its transportation function, provides opportunities for the
enjoyment of natural and man-made scenic resources. Scenic roads direct views to areas of exceptional beauty,
natural resources, landmarks, or historic or cultural interest'. The General Plan includes goals for identifying
and preserving Scenic Corridors that have a high visual quality. The nearest scenic road to the project site is
South Wright Road, which is located approximately 400 feet west of the Project area. The Project does not
include any design components that will obstruct current views to or from this roadway.

The Draft Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 Environmental Impact Report? identifies vistas of Sonoma Mountains
and foothills bordering the City to the east as significant visual resources with notable viewpoints visible
throughout the City. Aesthetic and visual resources within and viewed from the project site are limited due to
the generally flat topography at the property, surrounding trees, and existing development. Views of hills and
ridgelines (Taylor and Sonoma Mountain) to the east of the project site are partially obscured by existing
development and trees and are limited by the flat surface topography. Similarly, views to the west towards the
Laguna de Santa Rosa are obstructed by existing developments, trees, and flat topography.

The project site is not within any of the City’s Area Specific Plans'. The Project design is subject to policies
contained in the General Plan Urban Design Chapter. A standard condition of approval for the Project will
address exterior lighting to ensure that it is appropriately designed to minimize spillover onto adjacent properties
and to shield light sources. Chapter 20-30.080 of the City Code establishes standards for lighting3. Standards
include a maximum height of 14 feet for outdoor lighting. Light fixtures shall be shielded or recessed to reduce
light spillage onto adjoining properties. Each light fixture shall be directed downward and away from adjoining
properties and public right-of-way, so that no on-site light fixture directly illuminates an area off the project site
property.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). As discussed above, land surrounding the project site is predominantly residential and planned community
(vacant, undeveloped) uses. The Project area is developed with two paved parking lots and two structures that
currently provide shelter and services to persons experiencing homelessness. The undeveloped portion of the
Project site area includes grassy lawns with a few scattered trees. As discussed, a majority of the greater
Project parcel is designated as a preserve under a deeded conservation easement to protect sensitive habitat
for endemic species within the Santa Rosa Plain. The preserve consists of unmaintained grasslands with
numerous trees and smaller vegetation and is not the subject of this evaluation. The Project includes site
improvements to provide screening for on-site employees and Shelter occupants, improved landscaping and
configuration of the property, and modular restroom and shower facilities designed and located to limit their
visibility from off-site areas via screening from proposed landscaping features and the existing site buildings.
The proposed improvements to the Shelter facility are anticipated by, consistent with, and encouraged by both
land use development policies and identified goals and policies for serving special needs groups outlined in the
Santa Rosa General Plan and homelessness guidance documents.

The Project would incorporate a variety of design elements to retain the character of the site and vicinity and to
reduce the impact of the proposed property improvements. Specifically, the layout would allow for the addition
of large street trees and trees under 25 feet tall along the northern and eastern property boundaries and within
the southwestern portion of the property (courtyard) to provide privacy screening from adjacent roadways and
surrounding parcels. Additionally, the layout includes low water use shrubs and groundcover planting around
the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building, proposed concrete walking paths and sidewalks, and permeable
surfaces such as stabilized decomposed granite within the proposed courtyard area (refer to Master Plans L1.01
and L1.02 in Appendix B). In its existing condition, the view from South Wright Road to the east (Taylor Mountain
and Sonoma Mountain) is partially obstructed by the existing Shelter structures and trees; however, the Project
does not include any components that will contribute to any further obstruction of such scenic views.
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The proposed components of the Project are expected to have no impact on scenic vistas within the vicinity of
the project site. Additionally, construction activities and operations of the Project would not further impede any
existing views. The Project conforms to all provisions of the regulating zoning code, including lot size, setbacks,
and structure heights. Since the project site is not located along a hillside or ridgeline, and scenic vistas in the
existing property configuration are partially obscured by trees, surrounding development and flat topography,
the Project will not impact any scenic vistas as designated by the City and does not include any design elements
which conflict with Goals and Policies outlined in the Santa Rosa General Plan for preserving scenic vistas. No
impact.

b). According to the California Scenic Highway Mapping System*, there are no designated state scenic
highways in the project site vicinity, and the project site does not contain any historic resources. There are no
rock outcroppings, heritage trees or historic buildings on the project site property. South Wright Road, which is
located to the west, is a City-designated Scenic Roadway. Additionally, a segment of Highway 12, from Highway
101 west to Fulton Road, is a City-designated Scenic Roadway which is located approximately 1/2-mile to the
north of the project site. The Project does not include the removal of any heritage trees, however, does propose
tree removal of two on-site trees which include one cork oak and one mulberry tree, as shown on Sheet E1.1 in
Appendix B.

Due to the distance of the project site to a designated state scenic highway, lack of any historic resources on-
site, and compliance with the City Tree Ordinance®, the Project will not result in damage to scenic resources
including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings viewable from a designated (or
eligible) State Scenic Highway. No impact.

c). The project site is located within a non-urbanized area and the Project would not block city-designated view
corridors. Lands to the north, northeast and northwest of the project site are developed with rural residential
structures, and the adjacent lands to the south and west are protected lands that will remain in conservation.
The proposed use would be compatible with existing approved property uses and would therefore not
substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the project site and its
surroundings. Though the Project would result in changes to the overall existing property condition, it will not
substantially degrade the visual character of the neighborhood. Rather, the Project as proposed includes
significant improvements to Finley Avenue which will encourage pedestrian and bicycle access and greatly
improve the aesthetic quality of the property over its current state.

Based on the information presented above, the Project will have a less than significant impact to the existing
visual character and quality of the site and its surroundings. No significant impact.

d). The project site is bounded by existing residential developments to the north, northeast and northwest, with
some commercial properties farther to the east, along Finley Avenue, and to the west, at the corner of Finley
Road and South Wright Road. South Wright Road is equipped with street lighting located to the west of the
project site. Exterior lights installed in conjunction with the Project will result in new sources of light and glare
relative to existing conditions. However, the Project is required to conform to the City of Santa Rosa Zoning
Ordinance §20-30.080 Outdoor Lighting®, which specifies lighting standards for all new exterior lighting, that
lighting fixtures shall be shielded or recessed to reduce light bleed to adjoining properties, that all lighting fixtures
be downcast and outfitted with reflectors as needed to direct lights toward the site and prevent glare and
intrusion onto adjacent properties, and that light fixture heights are limited to 14 feet tall. Consistency with the
Municipal Code would ensure lighting impacts from the Project would be reduced to the maximum extent
practicable.

Some limited lighting from automobile headlights currently occurs at the project site and could intrude onto
adjacent properties if not properly screened. However, numerous trees are proposed to provide privacy
screening along the northern and eastern property boundaries, and the adjacent lands to the south, east and
west are vacant. Itis further noted that the Project does not increase the population of on-site Shelter occupants,
and visitors are not allowed at the property. Based on the design of the Project, the limited access to and from
the site, and proposed trees along Finley Avenue, the introduction of automobiles and their associated
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headlights are not expected to generate a significant amount of light and glare onto adjacent properties. The
only properties that may potentially be impacted by headlights are located across Finley Avenue to the north.
However, trees and shrubs are proposed along Finley Avenue and the adjacent private roadway to the east,
and fencing, dense trees, and vegetation border the properties along the north side of Finley Avenue that will
shield any lighting from automobile headlights. Due to the nature of the current and proposed continued use of
the project site as a shelter for persons experiencing homelessness, vehicular traffic is limited to employees,
which minimizes potential impacts to surrounding residences from new sources of light. Additionally, there will
be no increase in the Shelter operational capacity or the current number of employees. As such, the Project’s
potential to result in impacts that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, due to new sources
of light and glare, would be less than significant. No significant impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.

Sources
1- Santa Rosa General Plan 2035. Dated October 2020
(https://srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/24327/Santa-Rosa-General-Plan-2035-PDF---October-
2020)

2- Draft Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, Final Environmental Impact Report. Dated March 2009
(207757 cover.ai (srcity.org))

3- Santa Rosa City Code, Chapter 20-30.080 Outdoor Lighting
(https://gcode.us/codes/santarosa/view.php?topic=20-3-20 30-20 30 080&frames=on)

4- California Scenic Highway Mapping System (California State Scenic Highway System Map
(arcgis.com))

5- City of Santa Rosa Tree Preservation Ordinance, Chapter 17-24
(http://gcode.us/codes/santarosal/view.php?topic=17-17 24&showAll=1&frames=0n)

18| Page




\\ ENGINEERING

4.2 Agriculture & Forest Resources:

il AGRICULTURE & FOREST RESOURCES. In determining
whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997)
prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland.
In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including
timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies
may refer to information compiled by the California Department
of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of
forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project
and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and the forest
carbon measurement methodology provided in the Forest Less Than
Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would | Potentially | Significant | Less Than

g . Significant | with Mitigation |  Significant
the pFOJeCt- Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared

pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the X
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson X

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 in Public Resources Code section 4526), or X
timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code section 51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-

X
forest use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which, due to
their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to X
non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

SETTING:

The classification of agricultural land is determined by soil quality and irrigation status and mapped in the
California Department of Conservation’s (CDC) Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP). According
to the CDC’s FMMP, there are approximately 15,981 acres of agricultural lands within the Santa Rosa Planning
Area that are largely concentrated along the western edge of the City of Santa Rosa (City), outside of the urban
growth boundary (UGB). This acreage is further broken down into 3,203 acres of Farmland of Statewide
Importance', 3,121 acres of Prime Farmland, and 9,657 acres of Farmland of Local Importance.

A county’s board of supervisors and local advisory committee classify Farmland of Local Importance as land of
importance to the local agricultural economy. Such designated lands are categorized as having the capability
for producing locally important crops such as grapes, apples, etc., but may not necessarily be planted at the
present time2.

The project site is located in the southwestern quadrant of the City, approximately three miles from the Santa
Rosa city center (City Hall). As indicated on the Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 Land Use Diagram, the project
site is zoned as “Public/Institutional” (Figure 3). The Pl zoning district is applied to areas appropriate for public
facilities, utilities, hospitals, and public assembly facilities including public schools, libraries, government offices,
etc. The Pl zoning district is consistent with and implements the “Public/Institutional” land use designation of the
General Plan.
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The northeast portion of the project site where the Samuel L. Jones Hall homeless shelter (Shelter) is located,
and the subject of this assessment, is within the Urban and Built-Up Land designation as detailed on the CDC
FMMP GIS website® The additional areas of the Project parcel not subject to this assessment (Samuel Jones
Hall Habitat Preserve) have a land use designation of “Other Land”. The Santa Rosa General Plan
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) reports that approximately 1,571 acres of Farmland of Local Importance are
located within the UGB. A majority of these mapped lands are located in the southern sections of the UGB, with
some Farmland of Local Importance located along the southeastern and western borders of the UGB adjacent
to the Laguna de Santa Rosa. The closest Farmland of Local importance is mapped approximately 0.4-miles
southwest of the project site*. As stated in the General Plan EIR, agricultural lands within the UGB are generally
vacant, open parcels. The project site is classified as “Urban and Built-Up Land” and “Other Land”, as shown
on Figure 8 in Appendix A.

Under Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 12220(g), “Forest land” is land that can support 10-percent native
tree cover of any species®. The project site does not meet the definition of forest land pursuant to Section
12220(g) of the PRC. “Timberland” means land, other than land owned by the federal government and land
designated as experimental forest land, which is available for, and capable of, growing a crop of trees of a
commercial species used to produce lumber and other forest productsS.

As stated in Government Code section 51104(g)?, “Timberland production zone” or “TPZ” means an area which
has been zoned pursuant to Section 51112 or 51113 and is devoted to and used for growing and harvesting
timber, or for growing and harvesting timber and compatible uses, as defined in subdivision (h). With respect to
the general plans of cities and counties, “timberland preserve zone” means “timberland production zone™’.
Neither the project site nor any surrounding parcels are zoned for timber production or harvest. According to
the Sonoma County Web GIS portal® the nearest lands zoned as “Timberland Production” are located more
than 12 miles to the west of the project site.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a-b). The project site property is not classified as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland or Farmland of Statewide
Importance, and is not part of a Williamson Act contract (Figure 8). The project site is not zoned for agriculture
uses. All proposed development activiies and uses for the Project are compatible with the current
“Public/Institutional” land use classification (which are not intended for agricultural or farming) and is consistent
with the intended uses of the project site property. No changes in land use regulations are required to support
the Project. The Project will not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or forest or timber land use. No
impact.

c). The Project will not conflict with existing zoning for timber, forestland, or timberland production, nor require
the rezoning of any parcels featuring the above designations. No impact.

d). The Project will not result in the loss or conversion of forestland to non-forest use; neither the project site
nor surrounding parcels meet any criteria for forestland. No impact.

e). No farmland or forest land will be impacted as a result of this Project; therefore, there will be no change in
the availability or use of agriculturally viable land or forest or timberland areas. No impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.

Sources
1- California Department of Conservation Website (https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/ciff/)
2- California Department of Conservation Farmland of Local Importance Definitions. Dated 2016
(Farmland of Local Importance 2016)
3- California Department of Conservation GIS Website
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(https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/)

4- Draft City of Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 Final Environmental Impact Report. Dated March
2009 (207757 cover.ai (srcity.org))

5- California Public Resources Code Section 12220(g) definitions (California Code, Public Resources
Code - PRC § 12220 | FindLaw)

6- California Public Resources Code Section 4526 definitions (California Code, Public Resources
Code - PRC § 4526 | FindLaw)

7- California Code, Government Code Section 51104 definitions (California Code, Government Code
- GOV § 51104 | FindLaw)

8- Sonoma County Zoning and Land Use Map
(https://sonomacounty.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=06ac7fe1b8554171b
4682dc141293962)
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4.3 Air Quality:

. AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria
established by the applicable air quality management or air Less Than

pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following | Potentially | Significant | Less Than
Significant | with Mitigation |  Significant

determinations. Would the project: impact | Incorporation | Impact No Impact
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air X
quality plan?
b) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria
pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an X

applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations?

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

SETTING:

The City of Santa Rosa is located within the San Francisco Bay Area Air Basin (Basin), which is regulated by
the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). The BAAQMD is the primary regulator responsible
for ensuring that the National and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS and CAAQS, respectively)
are attained and maintained in the Basin. The BAAQMD jurisdiction ranges from Napa County in the north,
Santa Clara County in the south, Contra Costa County to the east, and is bounded by the Pacific Ocean in the
west. Air quality within the Basin is shaped by its geographical and atmospheric conditions as well as man-
made impacts, such as construction and development, operation of vehicles, industry, and manufacturing. The
BAAQMD is responsible for planning, implementing, and enforcing air quality standards within the Basin,
including the City of Santa Rosa. The Pacific Ocean influences the moderate climate of Sonoma County. In
summer, afternoon northwesterly winds blow contaminants south toward San Francisco; whereas, in winter,
periods of stagnant air can occur, especially in temporal periods between storms.

The Basin is designated as non-attainment for both the 1-hour and 8-hour state ozone standards which are
defined as 0.09 parts per million (ppm) and 0.070 ppm, respectively. The Basin is also in non-attainment for the
particulate matter (PM) of less than 10 micrometers (PM10) and PMzs state standards, which require an annual
arithmetic mean of less than 20 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m?3) for PM1o and less than 12 pg/m3 for PMzss.
Further, the Basin is designated as non-attainment for the national 24-hour fine particulate matter (PMz.s)!. It
should be noted that all other state and national ambient air quality standards within the Basin are in attainment
status.

Impacts to air quality are assessed from criteria pollutants that include carbon monoxide (CO), ozone precursors
(ROG [reactive organic gases] and NOx [oxides of nitrogen]), and particulate matter (PM+1o and PM25). These
criteria pollutants are evaluated from both construction activities and project operations, pursuant to the
BAAQMD’s CEQA Air Quality Guidelines established in May 2010 (updated in May 2017)". The City of Santa
Rosa elected to utilize the BAAQMD Air Quality Guidelines in determining screening levels and significance
thresholds for projects within its authority.

BAAQMD’s approach to developing a Threshold of Significance for GHG emissions is to identify the emissions
level for which a project would not be expected to substantially conflict with existing California legislation
adopted to reduce statewide GHG emissions needed to move towards climate stabilization. If a project would
generate GHG emissions above the threshold level, it would be considered to contribute substantially to a
cumulative impact and would be considered significant. BAAQMD air quality CEQA thresholds of significance
are presented in Table 1 below’.
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Table 1: Air Quality Significance Thresholds

Construction Thresholds Operational Thresholds
Criteria Air .| Average Daily | Annual Average
Pollutant éve:rage Daily | Emissions Emissions
missions (pounds/day) (pounds/day) (tonslyear)
ROG 54 54 10
NOx 54 54 10
PMio 82 (Exhaust) 82 15
PMa.5 54 (Exhaust) 54 10
9.0 ppm (8-hour average) or 20.0
CO Not Applicable (1-hour average)
Construction Dust
Ordinance or Other Best
Fugitive Dust Management Practices Not Applicable
Health Risks and | Single Sources Within CianlEliE Sm_m":es oL BTG i
all sources within 1,000-foot zone of
Hazards 1,000-foot Zone of Influence | .
influence)
Excess Cancer Risk > 10 per million > 100 per million
Hazard Index >1.0 >10.0
Incremental Annual PMas | >0-3 Hg/m® >0.8 ug/m?
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Compliance with a Qualified GHG
. . . o Reduction
Land Use Projects - Direct and Indirect Emissions Strategy OR 1,100 metric tons annually o
4.6 metric tons per capita (for 2020)

*BAAQMD does not have a recommended post-2020 GHG Threshold.

The City of Santa Rosa’s General Plan has established policies and programs to maintain and enhance air
quality within the City’s planning area. Particularly applicable to the Project is Goal and Policy OSC-J-1 which
requires that all new construction projects implement dust abatement actions as contained in the CEQA
Handbook of the BAAQMD.

The existing Samuel L. Jones Hall homeless shelter (Shelter) is located on a highly disturbed site. Occupants
will not access the site in personal vehicles and staffing for the Project is expected to remain approximately the
same as the existing operational and staffing conditions at the Shelter. The Shelter has a maximum capacity of
up to 213 beds available during operations, and operates on a 24-hour basis, seven days a week, 365 days a
year. An individual can stay at the Shelter for a maximum of 65 days. As for the existing staffing of the Shelter,
there are 23 full-time employees and one full-time Program Manager that perform operational and service job
duties throughout the course of the year.

The Project proposes to enhance the current Shelter complex to accommodate the previously approved
increase in occupants and the quality of on-site community services. Listed below are items that the Project
proposes to include:

e An approximately 24-foot by 36-foot modular shower building. The restroom facility has been
sized to meet the needs for the maximum occupancy of the Annex.
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e An approximately 12-foot by 60-foot and 12-foot by 36-foot modular restroom building. The shower
facilities have been sized to meet the needs for the maximum occupancy of the Annex.
e An approximately 12-foot by 12-foot modular shower building.

Additional Project elements include but are not limited to the following:

A concrete planter safety barrier between the parking stalls and the Annex.

A concrete block trash enclosure with covered roof.

A modular American with Disabilities Act ramp.

A new dedicated entrance driveway near the northeastern portion of the Project property provides
access to the rear parking lot and Annex. Additional parking spaces are also proposed for this
area. The entrance driveway will be designed such that it is sufficient for emergency vehicles
ingress and egress.

Additional asphalt parking and a driveway along the northern portion of the Project area.
Concrete sidewalks along Finley and Leddy Avenues and a sidewalk barricade.

Concrete pathways along the northern side of the Sam Jones Hall building.

Cross walk striping, bike lane marking.

Curb and gutter improvements and lighting.

Outdoor/picnic tables, benches, and a 20-foot by 21-foot polygon curved roof arch shelter shade
structure.

e Assorted landscape improvements such as ornamental planters, raised planters, street trees and
large and small shade trees, low water shrub groundwater planting, bio-retention areas, and
ornamental planting.

Concrete paving and stabilized decomposed granite surfacing.

Dog relief area and covered fenced/lockable dog kennels.

Additional bike parking.

Optional stand-by generator with sound attenuating enclosure.

The Project proposes the installation of a 75-kilowatt (kw) back-up generator that would only be utilized during
blackout conditions when power from the grid would not be available. The 75kw generator at the project site
will be powered by diesel fuel. The 75kw generator shall meet or exceed Tier 4 EPA emissions standards and
utilize the Best Available Control Technology. As noted in the CEQA Handbook of BAAQMD?, all stationary
source facilities, including back-up generators, must be permitted by BAAQMD. Further, newly constructed
stationary sources are subject to the BAAQMB permitting and may be required to implement Best Available
Control Technology (BACT), which may include installation of emissions control equipment and/or
implementation of administrative practices that result in the lowest achievable emissions rate from the back-up
generator?.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). The project site is situated within the Basin, where air quality is regulated by the BAAQMD. Designation of
attainment status for criteria pollutants within the Basin is determined relative to NAAQS and CAAQS
established by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and California Environmental
Protection Agency (California EPA), respectively. The Basin is designated as non-attainment status for the 1-
hour and 8-hour state ozone standards, PM1o and PM2.s state standards, and 24-hour PM2.s federal standards’.

To address the air quality issues of criteria pollutants in non-attainment status within the Basin and to comply
with state and federal air quality standards and state air quality planning requirements set forth by the California
Health & Safety Code, the BAAQMD adopted the 2017 Clean Air Plan (CAP) on April 19, 2017. The CAP
includes a range of measures designed to reduce emissions of the air pollutants most harmful to residents,
including PM, ozone (Os), and toxic air contaminants (TACs) - a class of pollutants that includes hundreds of
chemicals hazardous to human health?. Further, the CAP includes goals to reduce emissions of especially
potent greenhouse gases (GHGs) such as methane, black carbon, and fluorinated gases that are understood
to be pollutants which are especially detrimental to the climate, and to decrease emissions of carbon dioxide
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by reducing fossil fuel use. One of the intents of the CAP is to assist Lead Agencies in evaluating air quality
impacts of projects and plans within the Basin.

The overarching CAP control strategy consists of 85 specific control measures that describe actions to decrease
emissions of air and climate pollutants from a wide range of emission sources. The CAP includes control
measures for stationary sources, energy, buildings, waste management, transportation, water, and potent-GHG
pollutants. The BAAQMD endeavors to implement the CAP by using rulemaking, funding, best practices,
informational resources, advocacy, and partnerships. It should be noted that the BAAQMD does not provide a
quantitative threshold for consistency with the CAP at the project level, but rather utilizes a set of CEQA
Guidelines set forth for Lead Agencies and other parties to use in determining consistency with the CAP. These
criteria are:

1) Does the project support the primary goals of the CAP?
2) Does the Project include applicable control measures described in the CAP?
3) Does the project interfere with the implementation of the control measures described in the CAP?

Criterion 1: The Project is aligned with and supports the primary goals of the CAP.

The primary goals of the CAP are: 1) Acquire attainment status in compliance with all national and state air
quality standards within the Basin; 2) Reduce emissions of criteria pollutants that adversely affect the health of
exposed populations; and 3) Protect the climate via the reduction of GHG emissions that contribute to climate
change. To meet these goals, the CAP incorporates a combination of targeted and broad-reaching control
measures that can be implemented in the Basin to reduce criteria pollutant and GHG emissions, thereby
progressing towards attainment status.

The Project currently operates with up to 213 Shelter guests and includes proposed design elements that would
expand and improve the quality of onsite services to Shelter guests. Per the Santa Rosa General Plan 2035
Land Use Diagram (October 18, 2016), the project site is designated “Public/Institutional” (PI) (Figure 3). As
defined in the Santa Rosa City Code, Title 20 Zoning, Chapter 20-26.020, the “Public Institutional” Land Use
designation is defined as an area or cluster of governmental or semi-public facilities, such as hospitals, utility
facilities, and government office centers, etc. The Pl zoning district is consistent with and implements the
“Public/Institutional” land use designation of the General Plan.

The project parcel has a designated General Plan Land Use of “Low Density/Open Space” which permits
residential development at 2-8 units per acre, but also identifies sites as areas with special environmental
conditions or significance. The Samuel L. Jones Hall site was specifically identified as an appropriate location
to serve as a Shelter by the City of Santa Rosa General Plan. The General Plan allows homeless shelters in
any land use category with a Conditional Use Permit and the improvements proposed herein will not increase
the size or footprint of the existing Shelter. Further, the continued use of the project site as a Shelter use is
consistent with the General Plan Housing Element Figure 4-1, which designates the site as the Preferred
Emergency Shelter Site and encourages this continued use. Additionally, approximately nine of the 11.23-acre
project parcel are designated as a preserve, consistent with the Land Use designation as per the City of Santa
Rosa 2035 General Plan. It should be noted that the Shelter operates in the Samuel L. Jones Hall, which was
historically developed as a county office building and Army Reserve Training Center in 1977. Since the
acquisition of the property by the City of Santa Rosa in 2004, the City retrofitted the building in a repurpose
conversion to serve as a homeless shelter in 2006 and constructed the Annex building in 2020 under the pretext
an action necessary to mitigate both homelessness and COVID-19 emergencies. Given that the Project will not
increase guest capacity or substantially increase the number of employees from existing operations, there will
be no significant operational increases in criteria pollutants or GHG emissions. Thus, the Project supports the
primary goals of the CAP with long-term enhancements to air quality via improved facilities for guests to utilize
pedestrian, bicycle, and public transit systems and only temporary impacts to air quality during construction.
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Criterion 2: The Project includes applicable control measures described in the CAP.

The control strategy for the CAP consists of 85 specific control measures that describe actions to decrease
emissions of air and climate pollutants from a wide range of emission sources. The CAP includes control
measures for stationary sources, energy, buildings, waste management, transportation, water, and potent-GHG
pollutants. Table 2 presents an evaluation of control measures from the CAP considered pertinent to the Project,

demonstrating broad consistency between Project elements and the CAP.

Table 2: Summary of Project control measures consistent with the 2017 Clean Air Plan.

Control Measure

| Project Consistency

Stationary Control Measures

SS29 Asphaltic Concrete

Consistent: Paved surfaces associated with the
Project would be required to utilize asphalt in
compliance with BAAQMD emissions standards.

SS32 Emergency Backup Generators

Consistent: The Project proposes the backup use of
a commercially rated 75kW, 120/240 volt, three-
phase backup generator fueled by diesel fuel, to be
used exclusively when electrical grid power is
unavailable. The proposed backup generator is
subject to permitting conditions under the authority of
the BAAQMD and must adhere to the BAAQMD’s
Best Available Control Technology (BACT),
effectively meeting or exceeding the EPA Tier 4
emissions standards.

SS36 PM from Trackout

Consistent: Any particulate mud or dirt that may be
transported via from unpaved surfaces to adjoining
paved or public roads via construction trackout shall
be promptly removed by the contractor(s) in a
manner consistent with BAAQMD’s requirements.
Mitigation Measure AQ-1: would implement BMPs
recommended by the BAAQMD for controls of
particulate matter and fugitive dust emissions during
construction.

SS38 Fugitive Dust

Consistent: Stockpiles and construction trackout
material shall utiize BMPs recommended by the
BAAQMD to minimize the generation of fugitive dust
PM emissions during Project construction.

Transportation Control Measures

TR9 Bicycle and Pedestrian Access and Facilities

Consistent: The Project includes the construction of
a secure bike storage facility for guest and employee
use, thus improving bicycle onsite facilities that
support guest bicycle use as a carbon-free transit
option. Additionally, the Project proposes multiple
enhancements to public road bicycle and pedestrian
routes on adjoining collector routes.

Building Control Measures

Natural and Working Lands Control Measures

NW2 Urban Tree Planting

Consistent: The Project incorporates landscaping
development in the areas surrounding the courtyard
and annex buildings, consistent with the Low Impact
Development (LID) Technical Design Manual as a set
of guidelines for development in Santa Rosa. LID
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Best Management Practices (BMPs) are small scale,
permanent, and aim to capture, treat, and infilirate
storm water runoff as close to the source as possible
with at least 50% vegetated cover in conjunction with
standard erosion control measures. The proposed
LID promotes drought tolerant trees that provide
shade, thus reducing urban heat island effects that
can occur due to heat capture from paved or
asphalted surfaces.

As demonstrated by Table 2, the Project, including both the existing operational conditions and its proposed
improvements, are consistent with the 2017 CAP and would not conflict with any of the pertinent applicable
control measures given the incorporation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1. Less than significant impact with
incorporation of mitigation measure AQ-1.

Criterion 3: The Project does not interfere with the implementation of the control measures described in the
CAP.

The Project would not interfere with the implementation of any control measures described in the 2017 CAP.
On the contrary, the Project supports the goals of the CAP in that it meets the objective of situating new
development in areas that are well served by transit and are conducive to bicycling and walking (this is further
detailed in Section 4.17). Specifically, the Project would improve bicycle storage and security options for Shelter
guest and employee use, as well as improve pedestrian and bicycle roadway markings on Finley Avenue, the
adjoining public roadway, which would enhance access and safety for emission-free transit options. These
measures would enhance bicycle transit options for Shelter guests, employees, and other regional bicycle
commuters utilizing Finley Avenue, thereby aligning with the goals of the CAP. Additionally, the Project includes
other improvements to expand on-site services via the construction of the accessory buildings and facilities
(hygienic facilities, dog kennel facilities, an outdoor courtyard, etc.) that would reduce the need for guests to
seek such services off-site. In conjunction with these developments, the Project would incorporate limited
parking spaces be made available for employee use only, thus encouraging guests to utilize bicycle and public
transit options and reducing criteria pollutant and GHG emissions on behalf of Shelter guests. In summary, the
Project would incorporate numerous control measures that are consistent with the BAAQMD BMPs and the
CAP as design features and would not interfere with the implementation of any of the control measures
described in the CAP. The Project is thus consistent with the CAP and Criterion 3.

Summary: The Project will not increase guest capacity or increase the number of employees from existing
operations, thus there will be no significant operational increases in criteria pollutants or GHG emissions. The
Project effectively supports the primary goals of the CAP. The principal impacts to air quality from the Project
would be temporary during construction and would be less than significant with mitigation, provided the project
implements all BAAQMD BMPs in construction and operational processes. Upon completion of the proposed
Project elements, the Basin will benefit from long-term enhancements to air quality associated with the Project
due to improved facilities and infrastructure for guests to utilize pedestrian, bicycle, and public transit systems.
Less than significant impacts with incorporation of mitigation measures AQ-1 and AQ-2.

b). Air quality emissions associated with the Project would be temporary and occur during short-term
construction activities associated with the revitalization of the project site and ongoing operation of the Annex.
As stated within the 2017 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines?, if the project meets the screening criteria in Table 3-1,
the Project would not result in the generation of operational-related criteria air pollutants and/or precursors that
exceed the established Thresholds of Significance. Operations of the Project would therefore result in a less-
than-significant cumulative impact to air quality from criteria air pollutant and precursor emissions.

Based on the land use types provided in Table 3-1 of the 2017 BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines’, the continued
Shelter use at the project site is compared against the screening criteria for a congregate care facility with 657
dwelling units. Congregate care facility was elected as a reasonable comparison due to operational parallels
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with the Shelter, such as full-service on-site facilities in support of Shelter guests, including sleeping quarters,
a kitchen for food preparation, hygienic facilities, a courtyard, a dog kennel, bicycle storage, and other
amenities. This comparison is very conservative as the Shelter houses significantly less units than those
estimated in the Congregate Care Facility threshold. Table 2 below provides the screening criteria for a
Congregate Care Facility, above which a quantitative analysis would be warranted to determine if air quality
impacts would be potentially significant.

Table 2: BAAQMD Screening Criteria for the Project

Operational Criteria . .
Land Use Type Pollutant Screening gperatl_onaé_ e gonstrgctlgr_l-Related
Size creening Size creening Size
Congregate care facility 657 dwelling units (ROG) | 143 dwelling units 240 dwelling units (ROG)

NOx = oxides of nitrogen; ROG = reactive organic gases.

If a project, including stationary sources, is located in a community with an adopted qualified GHG Reduction
Strategy, the BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines document indicates that the Project may be considered less than
significant if it is consistent with the GHG Reduction Strategy. A project must demonstrate its consistency by
identifying and implementing all applicable feasible measures and policies from the GHG Reduction Strategy
into the project. The Project is located within a community that has adopted a qualified GHG Reduction Strategy.

According to the United States Census Bureau, between 2017 and 2021, the average single family residential
household/dwelling unit in California contained approximately 2.92 persons. Using a per-capita conversion from
shelter guests to dwelling units for an evaluation of operational criteria pollutant and GHG screening sizes, the
maximum guest occupancy of 213 guests would convert to approximately 73 dwelling units. In a conservative
measure to also account for Shelter staff, the total maximum number of persons on-site in a given day during
normal operations would be 237, equating to approximately 81 dwelling units. These totals are below both the
operational criteria pollutant and GHG screening sizes, and thus do not meet the requirements for a project-
specific quantitative air quality impact analysis for the Project. This is further affirmed in that the Project
elements will not increase the Shelter guest capacity, meaning that there would be nominal change from
previously approved, existing operational conditions.

Construction Activities

Construction activities are anticipated to be short-term in extent and will include temporary emissions due to
removal of vegetation, grading, installation of site improvements utilizing heavy machinery, daily trips made by
the construction workers, and the delivery of materials. These activities would create brief emissions of fugitive
dust from site grading, and the discharge of TACs, particulate matter, and ozone precursors (ROG and NOx)
from combustion of petroleum-based fuels and the operation of heavy-duty construction equipment. Consistent
with the City’s General Plan policies, the Project will be required to implement Mitigation Measure AQ-1, which
requires incorporation of BAAQMD’s best management practices (BMPs) to reduce emissions during
construction. Studies have demonstrated (Western Regional Air Partnership, U.S.EPA) that the application of
best management practices at construction sites has significantly controlled fugitive dust emissions. Individual
measures have been shown to reduce fugitive dust by anywhere from 30 percent to more than 90 percent. The
BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines consider contributions of fugitive dust to be less-than-significant if BMPs
are implemented. As such, Mitigation Measure AQ-1, which provides for a variety of dust control measures
during construction activities, including watering the project site, covering haul loads, limiting idling time, and
temporarily halting construction when winds are greater than 15 miles per hour, are detailed below. With the
implementation of Mitigation Measure AQ-1, construction activities will have a less than significant impact on
air quality. Less than significant impact with incorporation of mitigation measure AQ-1.

Operation
Both mobile and stationary source of emissions will occur during operations of the Project. The Project will not
introduce new stationary point sources such as industrial sites or manufacturing plants, but the Project will
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include a backup 75kw generator that is subject to permitting conditions under the authority of the BAAQMD.
The BAAQMD backup generator permitting requirements may require the implementation of Best Available
Control Technology (BACT), which may include installation of emissions control equipment and/or
implementation of administrative practices that result in the lowest achievable emissions rate from the back-up
generator'. It should be noted that BAAQMD adopted a new guideline document on December 22, 2020, that
revised BACT emission standards found under BAAQMD Regulation 2, Rule 2 for emergency standby-power
diesel-fired engines that requires emergency engines larger than 1,000 brake horsepower (bhp) to meet US
EPA Tier 4 Final emissions standards as BACT®. The Project will also result in area source emissions from the
use of consumer products such as cleaners and paints, as well as emissions from landscaping maintenance
equipment. Additional operational emissions will result from vehicles traveling to and from the project site by
the 24 employees, as well as weekly delivery services of items that support operations, such as food and linens.

Energy demands such as electricity, lighting, water, and wastewater are expected to be minimal as the Project
proposes to include a modular shower building measuring approximately 24-feet by 36-feet, another modular
shower building that would be approximately 12-feet by 12-feet, two modular restroom buildings measuring
approximately 12-feet by 60-feet and 12-feet by 36-feet, respectively, and minor landscaping maintenance
projects. Furthermore, as shown in Table 2 above, the analog operational screening criteria for a Congregate
Care Facility is 657 dwelling units. The Project does not propose to expand the number of individuals who could
be served (currently at 213 persons), which is well below the operational screening size of the evaluated
congregate care facility threshold of 657 rooms, below which air quality emissions are considered to the less
than significant. With that said, the Project would result in negligible air quality emissions. No significant
impact.

c) There are certain groups of people for whom air pollution has a greater health effect than others. California
Air Resource Board (CARB) and BAAQMD have identified the following persons are most likely to be affected
by air pollution: children under 14, the elderly over 65, and people with cardiovascular and chronic respiratory
diseases. These groups are classified as sensitive receptors. Locations that may contain a high concentration
of these sensitive population groups include residential areas, hospitals, daycare facilities, elder care facilities,
elementary schools, and parks. Nearby sensitive receptors include the Santa Rosa Junior College (SRJC)
Roseland campus to the northwest, the Wright Charter School to the west, a childcare facility located to the
north, and residential properties to the west across South Wright Road and north across Finley Avenue. The
closest sensitive receptors are the SRJC Roseland campus, located approximately 1,200 feet to the northwest,
the Wright Charter School, located approximately 1,400 feet to the west, Wright Start Preschool, located
approximately 1,500 feet to the north, the elder care facility Loving Care Homes, located 1,500 feet to the
northwest, Teddy’'s Bear Day Care approximately 1,700 feet to the northeast, and the Village Green Park
located 2,000 feet to the northeast. There are no hospitals identified in the project site vicinity.

The Project is not listed within the types of facilities or operations that are prone to generate offensive odors,
dust, and other air pollutants identified in Chapter 3 (Table 3-3) and Chapter 7 of the BAAQMD CEQA
guidelines’.

Construction activities during the construction process of proposed Project elements at the site would result in
short-term emissions of exhaust from vehicles and heavy-duty equipment as well as the potential to generation
of fugitive dust from grading, track out, and ground disturbing activities. However, with implementation of
Mitigation Measure AQ-1, potential impacts to sensitive receptors during construction will be reduced to less
than significant.

The proposed project site enhancements and associated construction activities will not generate air quality
emissions that significantly impact sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the project site. As a designation in the
General Plan of Low “Density/ Open Space Land Use”3, air quality emissions generated by the Project would
be minimal and similar in scale to the surrounding existing uses. Less than significant impact with
incorporation of mitigation measure AQ-1.
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d). During construction, any odors generated would be temporary and intermittent in nature, and not likely to
be detectable beyond the construction zone. Furthermore, the Project would comply with applicable BAAQMD
and City of Santa Rosa requirements, which prohibit the discharge of air contaminants or other materials that
could cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to a considerable number of people, cause damage to
property, or endanger the public. The addition of the modular shower buildings, and restroom facilities will be
connected to the established sanitary sewer lines then conveyed the City of Santa Rosa’s Laguna Treatment
Plant. Further proposed revitalization of the project site includes the development of a concrete block trash
enclosure with a covered roof, refuse deposited in the rubbish receptacles will be collected on a regular
schedule and transported to the appropriate facility by Recology. Compliance with applicable policies governing
odor emissions would keep objectionable odors to a less than significant level during construction and operation
activities associated with revitalization of the Shelter facility. No significant impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:

MITIGATION MEASURE AQ-1: BAAQMD recommended Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control for
fugitive dust and exhaust during all construction activities shall be incorporated into all building and grading
construction plans and require implementation of the following:

1. All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging areas, soil piles, graded areas, and unpaved access
roads) shall be watered two times per day.

2. All' haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose material shall be covered.

3. All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public roads shall be removed using wet power vacuum street
sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.

4. All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited to 15 mph.

5. All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved shall be completed as soon as practicable. Building
pads shall be laid as soon as practicable after grading unless seeding or soil binders are used.

6. Idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the maximum
idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California airborne toxics control measure Title 13, Section 2485 of
California Code of Regulations [CCR]). Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers at all access
points.

7. All construction equipment shall be maintained and properly tuned in accordance with manufacturer’s
specifications. All equipment shall be checked by a certified mechanic and determined to be running in proper
working condition prior to operation.

8. Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number and person to contact at the Lead Agency regarding
dust complaints. This person shall respond and take corrective action within 48 hours. The Air District’'s phone
number shall also be visible to ensure compliance with applicable regulations.

MITIGATION MEASURE AQ-2: The following BAAQMD additional mitigation measures shall be implemented
throughout Project construction:

1. All exposed surfaces shall be watered at a frequency adequate to maintain minimum soil moisture of 12
percent. Moisture content can be verified by lab samples or moisture probe.

2. All excavation, grading, and/or demolition activities shall be suspended when average wind speed 20 mph.
3. Vegetative ground cover (e.g., fast-germinating native grass seed) shall be planted in disturbed areas as
soon as possible and watered appropriately until vegetation is established.

4. The simultaneous occurrence of excavation, grading, and ground disturbing construction activities on the
same area at any one time shall be limited. Activities shall be phased to reduce the amount of disturbed surfaces
at any given time.

5. All trucks and equipment, including their tires, shall be washed off prior to leaving the site.

6. Sandbags or other erosion control measures shall be installed to prevent silt runoff to public roadways from
sites with a slope greater than one percent.

7. Minimizing the idling time of diesel-powered construction equipment to two minutes.

8. The project shall develop a plan demonstrating that the off-road equipment (more than 50 horsepower) to
be used in the construction project (i.e., owned, leased, and subcontractor vehicles) would achieve a project
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wide fleet-average 20 percent NOX reduction and 45 percent PM reduction compared to the most recent CARB
fleet average.

9. Requiring that all construction equipment, diesel trucks, and generators be equipped with Best Available
Control Technology for emission reductions of NOx and PM.

10. Requiring all contractors use equipment that meets CARB’s most recent certification standard for off-road
heavy duty diesel engines.

Sources
1- Bay Area Air Quality Management District California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality
Guidelines. Dated May 2017 (https://www.baagmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-

research/ceqa/ceqga guidelines may2017-pdf.pdf?la=en)

2- Bay Area Air Quality Management District Clean Air Plan. Dated April 19, 2017
(https://www.baagmd.gov/~/medialfiles/planning-and-research/plans/2017-clean-air-
plan/attachment-a_-proposed-final-cap-vol-1-pdf.pdf?la=en)

3- Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 2035, General Plan Land Use Diagram

4- United States Census Bureau, 2020. Quick Facts California.
(https://www.census.gov/quickfacts/fact/table/CA/RHI725221)

5- Bay Area Air Quality Management District Best Available Control Technology Guideline. Dated
December 22, 2020. https://www.baagmd.gov/~/medialfiles/engineering/bact-tbact-
workshop/combustion/96-1-5.pdf?la=en
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4.4 Biological Resources:

Less Than
A o Potentially [ Significant with | Less Than

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project: Rotertially | Signifcantwith | - Less Than
Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

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 local or regional plans, policies, X
or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Game 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 California Department of Fish and
Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

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

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

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological
resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation
Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, X
regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

SETTING:

The project site property contains minimal topographic relief with elevations that range from approximately 90
to 100 feet above mean sea level. A majority of the Project site is developed with pre-existing buildings and
asphalt parking areas. It should be noted that the areas of the project site with less existing infrastructure are
highly disturbed from foot traffic and miscellaneous property uses. Habitat types at the project site consist
primarily of non-native annual grassland with some seasonal wetland habitat, as discussed below.

Biological resources are protected from potential impacts as per numerous state and federal statutes, including
the Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA), the California Endangered Species Act (CESA), the Clean Water
Act (CWA), and The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), which statutorily protects migratory bird species,
including birds of prey. These regulatory programs establish and provide protections for identified plant and
animal species of concern and their respective habitats. In addition, local and regional efforts, such as the Santa
Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy Plan', have been orchestrated and adopted to protect the endangered
California Tiger Salamander (CTS) and rare plant species associated with wetland environments within the
Santa Rosa Plain. The Recovery Plan for the Santa Rosa Plain? (Recovery Plan) was released by the United
States Fish and Wildlife Service in May 2016 and provides a framework for the recovery of listed species.
Following the publication of the Recovery Plan, the USFWS published the re-initiation of formal consultation on
issuance of Section 404 of the Clean Water Act for the Santa Rosa Plain. The re-initiation of the Biological
Opinion analyzes the impacts to critical habitat as it relates to development in the Santa Rosa Plain. Additional
Regulatory Context is summarized in Wiemeyer Ecological Science’s (WES’s) Biological Assessment Report in
Appendix C.

This section of the ISMND provides an analysis of potential project-related impacts to biological resources. A
Biological Assessment Report was prepared for the Project by WES in December 2023, a copy of which is
included in Appendix C. Publicly available Critical Habitat GIS data from the United States Fish & Wildlife
Service (USFWS) was reviewed to assess impacts to threatened and endangered species, and the California
Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB, 2023) was consulted for candidate, sensitive, and special status species
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which may occur in the Project area. The Electronic Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of
California (CNPS, October 2023) was queried for a list of all plant species reported from the Sebastopol, Mark
West Springs, Cotati, Santa Rosa, Guerneville, Valley Ford, Camp Meeker, Two Rock and Healdsburg USGS
7.5-minute quadrangles.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a-c). Darren Wiemeyer, a qualified biologist from WES, performed site visits on April 13, May 11, and June 7,
2022, and March 29, May 9, and June 2, 2023. Site visits consisted of performing protocol-level special-status
plant species surveys, special-status animal species habitat assessments, a California tiger salamander habitat
assessment, plant inventories and wildlife inventories. Additionally, Darren Wiemeyer performed a wetland
delineation at the site on June 2, 2023. Habitats were evaluated for their suitability to provide habitat for special-
status plant species based on current conditions and past activities. Protocol level special-status plant species
surveys were performed in accordance with state and federal plant survey protocols (CDFW 2000; USFWS
1996a; USFWS 1996b). The surveys were conducted at the time of year when rare or endangered species are
both "evident" and identifiable, i.e. they were scheduled (1) to coincide with known flowering periods, and/or (2)
during periods of phenological development that are necessary to identify special status plant species. A
meandering pattern was walked through each habitat to ensure that all areas were viewed.

Plant Communities & Habitats

Habitat types at the project site consist of non-native annual grassland and seasonal wetland habitat. The
majority of the non-native annual grassland habitat type is routinely mowed and could be considered a degraded
lawn. A total of 0.22-acres of seasonal wetland habitat was delineated at the project site. The non-native annual
grassland is mostly disturbed and could be considered ruderal habitat. The seasonal wetland habitat occurs as
a seasonal wetland depression in the southwest portion of the site, a broad seasonal wetland swale along the
eastern side of the site and a roadside drainage ditch along the northern side of the site. The trees on the site
consist of a valley oak, a cork oak and a mulberry tree. No special-status plant or animal species were observed
during the six surveys performed at the project site property. Past land use and site developments throughout
the project site have resulted in predominant land covers which include disturbed areas and a plant community
comprised of non-native weedy grasses and forbs. This has resulted in a significant reduction of habitat
suitability for special-status plant species.

Seasonal wetland habitat occurs in five specific locations throughout the site and totals 0.22-acres (Figure 4,
Appendix C). They consist of a low-lying depression at the southeast corner of the site, a broad drainage swale
near the northeast corner of the site, two long drainage swales along the northern site boundary along Finley
Avenue and a low-lying depression near the southwest corner of the site.

The seasonal wetland drainage swale along Finley Avenue functions as a constructed roadside drainage ditch.
The two seasonal wetland areas along the eastern portion of the site appear to be a result of past site
developments and the development of Leddy Avenue, which has resulted in low-lying areas that pond water.
The seasonal wetland at the southwest corner of the site appears to be part of a larger seasonal wetland
complex that extends into the Samuel Jones Hall Habitat Area but has been degraded from past site
developments and routine mowing.

Dominant plant species consist of perennial rye-grass (Festuca perennis), Mediterranean barley (Hordeum
marinum ssp. gussoneanum), Bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon), reed canary grass (Phalaris arundinacea),
hyssop loosestrife (Lystrum hyssopifolia) and bristly ox tongue (Helminthotheca echioides). The seasonal
wetland located in the southwest corner of the site contained meadow barley (Hordeum brachyantherum) and
the seasonal wetland located in the southeast corner of the site contained fringed downingia (Downingia
concolor).

The seasonal wetlands would most likely be considered Waters of the United States and would be considered
Waters of the State.
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The proposed project will permanently fill 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat at the site. The Project will
temporarily impact 0.01-acres of seasonal wetland habitat in the northwest seasonal wetland drainage swale,
west of the existing entrance driveway.

The Project property is located within the potential range of the California tiger salamander (Ambystoma
californiense) (CTS), as mapped by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and according to the
Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy (SRPCS) (SRPCST, 2005). The project site is located within listed
critical habitat for California tiger salamander (Federal Register, 2011), is identified as “Likely to Adversely Affect
CTS and/or CTS Critical Habitat and Listed Plants” and has a required 3:1 habitat mitigation ratio according to
the Programmatic Biological Opinion (PBO) - Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water
Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma
County, California dated June 11, 2020 (USFWS, 2020).

Table 1, shown below, includes a list of special-status plant species that have the potential to occur only within
the study area based on the general habitat type(s) in which each species is known to occur and is not based
on a known species occurrence within proximity to the project site or an evaluation of habitat quality. As
discussed, no special status plant species were observed at the project site during any of the six surveys
conducted by WES. A full list of special-status plant species compiled is provided in the WES Biological
Assessment Report in Appendix C.

Table 1 — Special Status Plant Species with the Potential to Occur in the Study Area

Scientific Common Plant Blooming
Name Name Rank | CESA | FESA Period Habitat

bent-
Amsinckia flowered Cismontane woodland, Coastal bluff scrub, Valley
lunaris fiddleneck 1B.2 None | None | Mar-dun and foothill grassland
Astragalus Clara Hunt's Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Valley and
claranus milk-vetch 1B.1 CE FE Mar-May foothill grassland
Balsamorhiza big-scale Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Valley and
macrolepis balsamroot 1B.2 None | None | Mar-dun foothill grassland
Blennosperma | Sonoma
bakeri sunshine 1B.1 CE FE Mar-May Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools

narrow- Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Cismontane
Brodiaea anthered woodland, Lower montane coniferous forest, Valley
leptandra brodiaea 1B.2 None | None | May-Jul and foothill grassland
Calamagrostis | serpentine Chaparral, Lower montane coniferous forest,
ophitidis reed grass 4.3 None | None | Apr-Jul Meadows and seeps, Valley and foothill grassland

Mt. Saint
Calystegia Helena
collina ssp. morning- Chaparral, Lower montane coniferous forest, Valley
oxyphylla glory 4.2 None None | Apr-Jun and foothill grassland

Coastal prairie, Marshes and swamps, Valley and

Carex comosa | bristly sedge | 2B.1 None | None | May-Sep foothill grassland
Castilleja Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub,
ambigua var. Marshes and swamps, Valley and foothill grassland,
ambigua johnny-nip 4.2 None | None | Mar-Aug Vernal pools
Centromadia
parryi ssp. pappose Chaparral, Coastal prairie, Marshes and swamps,
parryi tarplant 1B.2 None | None | May-Nov Meadows and seeps, Valley and foothill grassland
Clarkia Vine Hill
imbricata clarkia 1B.1 CE FE Jun-Aug Chaparral, Valley and foothill grassland
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Delphinium Baker's Broadleafed upland forest, Coastal scrub, Valley
bakeri larkspur 1B.1 CE FE Mar-May and foothill grassland
Downingia dwarf
pusilla downingia 2B.2 | None | None | Mar-May Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Fritillaria fragrant Cismontane woodland, Coastal prairie, Coastal
liliacea fritillary 1B.2 | None | None | Feb-Apr scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Gilia capitata
Ssp. woolly-
tomentosa headed gilia 1B.1 None | None | May-Jul Coastal bluff scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Boggs Lake
Gratiola hedge-
heterosepala hyssop 1B.2 CE None | Apr-Aug Marshes and swamps, Vernal pools
congested-
Hemizonia headed
congesta ssp. hayfield
congesta tarplant 1B.2 | None | None | Apr-Nov Valley and foothill grassland
Hesperevax hogwallow
caulescens starfish 4.2 None None | Mar-Jun Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Horkelia thin-lobed May- Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Valley and
tenuiloba horkelia 1B.2 | None | None | Jul(Aug) foothill grassland
Broadleafed upland forest, Cismontane woodland,
Closed-cone coniferous forest, Coastal bluff scrub,
Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub, Marshes and
Hosackia harlequin swamps, Meadows and seeps, North Coast
gracilis lotus 4.2 None | None | Mar-Jul coniferous forest, Valley and foothill grassland
Lasthenia Burke's
burkei goldfields 1B.1 CE FE Apr-Jun Meadows and seeps, Vernal pools
Lasthenia Contra Costa Cismontane woodland, Playas, Valley and foothill
conjugens goldfields 1B.1 None | FE Mar-Jun grassland, Vernal pools
Layia Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Valley and
septentrionalis | Colusa layia 1B.2 | None | None | Apr-May foothill grassland
Legenere
limosa legenere 1B.1 None None | Apr-Jun Vernal pools
Leptosiphon bristly Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Coastal prairie,
aureus leptosiphon 4.2 None None | Apr-Jul Valley and foothill grassland
large- Cismontane woodland, Closed-cone coniferous
Leptosiphon flowered forest, Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal dunes, Coastal
grandiflorus leptosiphon 4.2 None | None | Apr-Aug prairie, Coastal scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Leptosiphon Jepson's Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Valley and
jepsonii leptosiphon 1B.2 | None | None | Mar-May foothill grassland
Crystal
Lessingia Springs Cismontane woodland, Coastal scrub, Valley and
arachnoidea lessingia 1B.2 | None | None | Jul-Oct foothill grassland
woolly- Broadleafed upland forest, Coastal scrub, Lower
Lessingia headed montane coniferous forest, Valley and foothill
hololeuca lessingia 3 None | None | Jun-Oct grassland
Limnanthes Sebastopol Meadows and seeps, Valley and foothill grassland,
vinculans meadowfoam | 1B.1 CE FE Apr-May Vernal pools
Microseris marsh Apr- Cismontane woodland, Closed-cone coniferous
paludosa microseris 1B.2 | None | None | Jun(Jul) forest, Coastal scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
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Navarretia Cismontane woodland, Lower montane coniferous
leucocephala Baker's forest, Meadows and seeps, Valley and foothill
ssp. bakeri navarretia 1B.1 None None | Apr-Jul grassland, Vernal pools
Navarretia many-
leucocephala flowered
ssp. plieantha navarretia 1B.2 | CE FE May-Jun Vernal pools
Perideridia
gairdneri ssp. Gairdner's Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Coastal
gairdneri yampah 4.2 None None | Jun-Oct prairie, Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Lobb's
Ranunculus aquatic Cismontane woodland, North Coast coniferous
lobbii buttercup 4.2 None None | Feb-May forest, Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools
(Mar-
Silene scouleri | Scouler's May)Jun- Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal prairie, Valley and
ssp. scouleri catchfly 2B.2 None | None | Aug(Sep) foothill grassland
Thamnolia whiteworm
vermicularis lichen 2B.1 None | None Chaparral, Valley and foothill grassland
Trifolium two-fork
amoenum clover 1B.1 None | FE Apr-Jun Coastal bluff scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Trifolium Marshes and swamps, Valley and foothill grassland,
hydrophilum saline clover 1B.2 None | None | Apr-Jun Vernal pools
San
Triphysaria Francisco Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub, Valley and foothill
floribunda owl's-clover 1B.2 None | None | Apr-Jun grassland

No special-status plant species were observed during two seasons of protocol-level surveys in 2022 and 2023
at the project site. The non-native annual grassland and seasonal wetlands provides low habitat suitability for
special-status plant species as it is dominated by non-native grasses and forbs which typically outcompete
native species. In addition, routine mowing and other disturbances have further reduced the site’s suitability to
support special-status plant species. Therefore, the non-native annual grassland habitat at the site does not
exhibit suitable habitat for any special-status plant species in Table 1.

Although the seasonal wetlands are degraded and do not contain any special-status plant species, they still
would be considered suitable habitat for federally listed vernal pool plant species as they allowing ponding of
water in the seasonal wetlands. These species include Sebastopol meadowfoam (Limnanthes vinculans),
Sonoma sunshine (Blennosperma bakeri) and Burke’s goldfields (Lasthenia burkei).

Table 2, shown below, includes a list of special-status animal species that have the potential to occur in habitats
within or adjacent to the study based on the general habitat type(s) in which each species is known to occur
and is not based on a known species occurrence within proximity to the project site or an evaluation of habitat
quality. status As discussed herein, no special status animal species were observed at the project site during
any of the six property surveys conducted by WES.

Table 2 — Special Status Animal Species with the Potential to Occur in or Adjacent to the Study Area

Scientic Common Federal
Name Name List State List | CDFW Status Habitats
California
tiger
Ambystoma salamander - Cismontane woodland | Meadow & seep |
californiense Sonoma Riparian woodland | Valley & foothill grassland
pop. 3 County DPS Endangered | Threatened | Watch List | Vernal pool | Wetland
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Chaparral | Coastal scrub | Desert wash |
Great Basin grassland | Great Basin scrub |
Species of Mojavean desert scrub | Riparian woodland |
Antrozous Special Sonoran desert scrub | Upper montane
pallidus pallid bat None None Concern coniferous forest | Valley & foothill grassland
Coastal prairie | Coastal scrub | Great Basin
Species of grassland | Great Basin scrub | Mojavean
Athene burrowing Special desert scrub | Sonoran desert scrub | Valley &
cunicularia owl None None Concern foothill grassland
Broadleaved upland forest | Chaparral |
Chenopod scrub | Great Basin grassland |
Great Basin scrub | Joshua tree woodland |
Lower montane coniferous forest | Meadow &
seep | Mojavean desert scrub | Riparian forest
Species of | Riparian woodland | Sonoran desert scrub |
Corynorhinus Townsend's Special Sonoran thorn woodland | Upper montane
townsendii big-eared bat | None None Concern coniferous forest | Valley & foothill grassland
Cismontane woodland | Marsh & swamp |
Elanus white-tailed Fully Riparian woodland | Valley & foothill grassland
leucurus kite None None Protected | Wetland
Species of Cismontane woodland | Lower montane
Lasiurus western red Special coniferous forest | Riparian forest | Riparian
blossevillii bat None None Concern woodland
Broadleaved upland forest | Cismontane
Lasiurus woodland | Lower montane coniferous forest |
cinereus hoary bat None None None North coast coniferous forest
Myotis fringed
thysanodes myotis None None None No Habitat Types Provided
Regional Habitats Only Listed: Broadleaved
upland forest | Chaparral | Cismontane
woodland | Closed-cone coniferous forest |
Coastal bluff scrub | Coastal dunes | Coastal
prairie | Coastal scrub | Freshwater marsh |
Lower montane coniferous forest | Marsh &
swamp | Meadow & seep | North coast
coniferous forest | Oldgrowth | Redwood |
Species of Riparian forest | Riparian scrub | Riparian
American Special woodland | Salt marsh | Upper montane
Taxidea taxus | badger None None Concern coniferous forest | Valley & foothill grassland

The non-native grassland and seasonal wetland habitats at the project site provide low habitat suitability for
wildlife, primarily because the site is degraded from past developments and current uses as an active homeless
shelter. The few trees on the project site provide limited bird nesting opportunities and no bird nests were
observed. The project site provides very limited foraging habitat for bats and birds of prey.

Assessment of potential impacts to special status animal species

Pocket gopher, California meadow vole and possibly broad-footed mole burrows were observed, but they were
low in density. Small urban mammals such as raccoon, opossum, jack rabbit and striped skunk may utilize the
site at night for foraging and cover. The routine mowing and limited flowering forbs greatly limits the food
resources for insects and bees.

The seasonal wetlands do not pond water for a sufficient period to be suitable for amphibian breeding habitat
for species such as Pacific chorus frog (Pseudacris regilla) or California tiger salamander (Ambystoma
californiense). No pacific chorus frog eggs or larvae were observed in any of the seasonal wetlands.

Wildlife species that were observed either through direct observation, heard, tracks observed, scat observed,
or other indication during the site survey include pocket gopher, broad-footed mole, house finch, song sparrow,
northern mockingbird, tufted titmouse, American goldfinch, European sparrow, red-tailed hawk, fence lizard.

Native nesting birds could potentially initiate nesting at the site. Therefore, it has been determined that there
may be a significant impact to native nesting birds as a result of the Project without appropriate avoidance and
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mitigation measures.

Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii) is generally found in dense stands of live oak, riparian deciduous, or other
forest habitats near water. Habitats at the project site provide very limited foraging habitat for this species and
few trees at the site provides very limited suitable nesting habitat for this species.

There nearest CNDDB occurrence of this species is approximately 1.8-miles to the east of the site (Figure 5,
Appendix C). Itis highly unlikely that this species would nest at the project site as it would prefer dense stands
of oak woodland, riparian or forest habitat that are not surrounded by development with significant human
activity. This species was not observed at the project site.

The Project will result in the loss of potentially suitable foraging habitat for this species, but this would not be
considered a significant impact. Development activities and tree removal is not likely to disturb this species as
it is highly unlikely that this species would be nesting in the few trees on the project site. Therefore, it has been
determined that there will be no significant impact to this species as a result of the Project.

Burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) occurs in open, dry annual or perennial grasslands, deserts and scrublands
characterized by low-growing vegetation. Burrowing owl is a subterranean nester which is dependent upon
burrowing mammals, most notably the California ground squirrel. The project site provides very limited habitat
suitability for this species. No medium or large burrows were observed at the site, which significantly limits the
suitability of the project site for nesting. Furthermore, because the site has significant human activity, it is highly
unlikely that this species utilizes habitats at the project site.

There are no CNDDB occurrences of this species within 5-miles of the site (Figure 5, Appendix C). This species
was not observed at the project site.

The Project will result in the loss of non-native annual grassland habitat at the project site, which provides very
limited habitat suitability for this species. Development activities are not likely to disturb this species as it is
highly unlikely that this species would be nesting in the non-native annual grassland habitat at or adjacent to
the project site. Therefore, it has been determined that there will be no significant impact to this species as a
result of the Project.

Grasshopper sparrow (Ammodramus savannarum) is generally found in dense grasslands on rolling hills,
lowland plains, in valleys and on hillsides on lower mountain slopes. This species favors native grasslands with
a mix of grasses, forbs and scattered shrubs. The non-native annual grassland provides very limited foraging
and nesting habitat suitability for this species as is contains no shrubs and no dominance of native grasses.

There are no CNDDB occurrences of this species within 5-miles of the project site (Figure 5, Appendix C). ltis
highly unlikely that this species would nest at the project site as it would prefer dense grasslands that are not
surrounded by development with significant human activity. This species was not observed at the project site.

The Project will result in the loss of non-native annual grassland habitat at the project site. Development
activities are not likely to disturb this species as it is highly unlikely that this species would be nesting in the non-
native annual grassland habitat at the project site. Therefore, it has been determined that there will be no
significant impact to this species as a result of the Project.

White-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus) is generally found in rolling foothills and valley margins with scattered oaks
and river bottomlands or marshes next to deciduous woodlands. They typically nest in oak trees with dense
crownstops. Habitats at the project site provide very limited foraging habitat for this species and few trees at
the project site provides very limited suitable proposes nesting habitat for this species.

There nearest CNDDB occurrence of this species is approximately 2.1-miles to the east of the site (Figure 5,
Appendix C). It is highly unlikely that this species would nest at the project site as it would prefer to nest in
areas with scattered oaks that are not surrounded by development with significant human activity. This species

38|Page




EBA

was not observed at the project site.

The Project will result in the loss of potentially suitable foraging habitat for this species, but this would not be
considered a significant impact. Development activities and tree removal is not likely to disturb this species as
it is highly unlikely that this species would be nesting in the few trees on the project site. Therefore, it has been
determined that there will be no significant impact to this species as a result of the Project.

American badger (Taxidea taxus) generally occur in open pasture and grassland habitats and are most
abundant in the drier open stages of most shrub, forest, and herbaceous habitats with friable soils on
uncultivated ground. They dig their own burrows and prey primarily on burrowing rodents. The project site
provides very limited habitat suitability for this species. No medium or large burrows were observed at the
project site, which significantly limits the habitat suitability of the site for this species. Furthermore, because the
project site has significant human activity, it is highly unlikely that this species utilizes habitats at the project site.

There are no CNDDB occurrences of this species within 5-miles of the project site (Figure 5, Appendix C). This
species was not observed at the project site.

The Project will result in the loss of non-native annual grassland habitat at the project site, which provides very
limited habitat suitability for this species. Development activities are not likely to disturb this species as it is
highly unlikely that this species would be nesting in the non-native annual grassland habitat at or adjacent to
the project site. Therefore, it has been determined that there will be no significant impact to this species as a
result of the Project.

All special-status bat species, including several bat species which do not have special status, but have potential
to occur in habitats within the general vicinity of the project site, have been included in this evaluation of habitat
suitability and discussion of potential impacts. All bat species are protected by state regulations during nesting
and roosting seasons. The following bat species are included in this habitat assessment:

e Pallid Bat (Antrozous pallidus) - Conservation Status: CDFW — Species of Special Concern

e Townsend’'s Big-Eared Bat (Corynorhinus townsendii) - Conservation Status: State - Candidate
Threatened; CDFW - Species of Special Concern

Western red bat (Lasiurus blossevilli)) — Conservation Status: CDFW — Species of Special Concern
Hoary Bat (Lasiurus cinereus) — Conservation Status: None

Fringed Myotis (Myotis thysanodes) — Conservation Status: None

Long-legged Myotis (Myotis volans) — Conservation Status: None

Yuma Myotis (Myotis yumanensis) — Conservation Status: None

Bats are known to utilize a wide variety of habitat types for foraging and varying structure types for nesting and
roosting, including trees, cliffs, rock outcrops, buildings, bridges, caves, and mines. Due to the lack of mature
trees at the project site, the project site property does not provide suitable foraging habitat for bats. Bat species
were not observed at the project site during any of the six surveys conducted by WES. Based on the lack of
suitable habitat at the project site and that the Project only proposes the removal of one cork oak and one
mulberry tree, no impacts to the above listed bat species are likely.

Western bumble bee (Bombus occidentalis) generally inhabits undisturbed prairies and meadows and requires
floral resources and undisturbed underground nest sites, primarily in the form of small burrows. They have three
basic habitat requirements: suitable nesting sites for the colonies, nectar and pollen from floral resources
available throughout the duration of the colony period (spring, summer and fall), and suitable overwintering sites
for the queens. Nests occur primarily in underground cavities such as old squirrel or other animal nests. (Jepson
etal. 2014). Threats facing bumblebees include habitat loss, pesticides, disease, invasive insects, and climate
change, which influences the timing of when the flowers they depend on are available.
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The project site has very limited floral resources as the site is routinely mowed and consists primarily of non-
native grasses. There are limited flowering species, such as hairy cat’'s ear (Hypochaeris radicata), prickly
lettuce (Lactuca serriola), spring vetch (Vicia sativa), cut-leaf geranium (Geranium dissectum) but they typically
do not grow to blooming stage as a result of routine mowing of the property. The project site does have some
limited burrows which could be used by bees as nesting sites.

The nearest CNDDB occurrence of this species is approximately 3.2-miles to the southeast of the site (Figure
5, Appendix C). This species was not observed at the project site.

The Project will result in the loss of non-native grassland and seasonal wetland habitat at the project site. These
habitats provide very limited habitat suitability for this species as the floral resources are very limited and typically
do not grow to blooming stage. Therefore, it has been determined that there will be no significant impact to this
species as a result of the Project.

California Tiger Salamander

The California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense) (CTS) is an amphibian in the family
Ambystomatidae. It is a large, stocky, terrestrial salamander with a broad, rounded snout. Adult males are
about 20 centimeters (8 inches) long, females a little less than 18 centimeters (7 inches). Coloration consists
of white or pale-yellow spots or bars on a black background on the back and sides. The belly varies from almost
uniform white or pale yellow to a variegated pattern of white or pale yellow and black. The salamander's small
eyes protrude from their heads. They have black irises. Males can be distinguished from females, especially
during the breeding season, by their swollen cloacae, a common chamber into which the intestinal, urinary, and
reproductive canals discharge. They also have more developed tail fins and, as mentioned above, and larger
overall size.

The California tiger salamander is restricted to grasslands and low (typically below 2000 feet/610 meters) foothill
regions where lowland aquatic sites are available for breeding. They prefer natural ephemeral pools or ponds
that mimic them (stock ponds that are allowed to go dry). Larvae require significantly more time to
metamorphose into juvenile adults than other amphibians such as the western spadefoot toad (Scaphiopus
hammondii) and Pacific chorus frog (Pseudacris regilla). Compared to the western toad (Bufo boreas) or western
spadefoot toad, California tiger salamanders are poor burrowers. They require refuges, provided by ground
squirrels and other burrowing mammals, in which they enter a dormant state called estivation during the dry
months.

This species is restricted to California and does not overlap with any other species of tiger salamander.
California tiger salamanders are restricted to vernal pools and seasonal ponds, including many constructed
stock ponds in grassland and oak savannah plant communities, which occur predominantly in elevations ranging
from sea level to 2,000 feet above mean sea level, in central California. In the Coastal region, populations are
scattered from Sonoma County in the northern San Francisco Bay Area to Santa Barbara County (up to
elevations of 3,500 feet/1067 meters), and in the Central Valley and Sierra Nevada foothills from Yolo to Kern
counties (up to 2,000 feet/610 meters). The Sonoma population appears to have been geographically isolated
from the remainder of the California tiger salamander population by distance, mountains and major waterway
barriers for more than 700,000 years.

The primary cause of the decline of California tiger salamander populations is the loss and fragmentation of
habitat from human activities and the encroachment of nonnative predators. Federal, State and local laws have
not prevented past and ongoing losses of habitat. All of the estimated seven genetic populations of this species
have been significantly reduced because of urban and agricultural development, land conversion, and other
human-caused factors.

A typical salamander breeding population in a pond can drop to less than twenty breeding adults and/or
recruiting juveniles in some years, making these local populations prone to extinction. California tiger
salamanders therefore require large contiguous areas of vernal pools (vernal pool complexes or comparable
aquatic breeding habitat) containing multiple breeding ponds to ensure re-colonization of individual ponds.
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Louisiana swamp crayfish, mosquito fish, green sunfish and other introduced fishes prey on adult or larval
salamanders.

As discussed, the project site is within the potential range of the CTS and is located within listed critical habitat
for CTS. The project site is identified as “Likely to Adversely Affect CTS and/or CTS Critical Habitat and Listed
Plants” and has a required 3:1 habitat mitigation ratio, according to the PBO - Reinitiation of Formal Consultation
of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma
County, California, dated June 11, 2020. There are several known CTS breeding sites and adult sightings in
the vicinity of the project site and are primarily located to the south of the property (Figure 6, Appendix C). The
nearest CTS breeding site occurs within the Samuel Jones Hall Habitat Preserve, located directly to the south
and west of the project site. The second nearest CTS breeding site occurs approximately 0.5-miles to the
northwest of the project site at the northern end of the former Naval Auxiliary Air Station (Figure 6, Appendix C).

There are several additional CTS breeding sites and CTS adult sightings just beyond 0.6-miles to the south of
the project site at the southern end of the former Naval Auxiliary Air Station and other private properties and
California Tiger Salamander Conservation Banks south of Ludwig Avenue (Figure 6, Appendix C).

In general, the non-native annual grassland habitat provides potentially suitable upland aestivation habitat for
CTS. The site does have a low density of fossorial mammal burrows. Although the project site is an active
homeless shelter with significant human activity and routine mowing of the grassland habitat at the site, there is
still potential for CTS to travel through the property and aestivate in underground burrows on the project site.
Based on this assessment, the non-native annual grassland and seasonal wetland habitats at the project site
provide suitable CTS upland aestivation habitat.

The seasonal wetlands at the project site have a short to medium hydro-period and only ponds water to a depth
of 8-inches in the deepest seasonal wetland, located at the southeast corner of the site (Figure 4, Appendix C).
Furthermore, these seasonal wetlands have been degraded from past land disturbances and routine mowing.
The lack of any observed aquatic invertebrates and the lack of observations of CTS eggs or Pacific tree frog
eggs or larvae, further limits the seasonal wetland habitat suitability for breeding habitat for CTS. Based on this
assessment, the seasonal wetlands at the project site do not provide suitable CTS breeding habitat.

According to the California Tiger Salamander Habitat Mitigation Exhibit, provided in the Figures Section, a total
of 1.23-acres of suitable CTS upland aestivation habitat will be permanently or temporarily impacted as result
of the Project. Based on this evaluation, it has been determined that there will be a significant impact to CTS
as a result of the proposed project without appropriate avoidance and mitigation measures.

The Project will permanently fill 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat and will temporarily impact 0.01-acres
of seasonal wetland habitat. However, with implementation of mitigation measures BIO-1, BIO-2, BIO-3, and
BIO-4, impacts as a result of the Project would be less than significant. Less than significant impact with
implementation of mitigation measures BlIO-1, BIO-2, BIO-3, and BIO-4.

BIO-1. Obtain permit authorization from the USACE under the 404 Nationwide Permit Program for the
permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat. Implement all agency permit conditions.

BIO-2. Obtain permit authorization from the SWRCB under the 401 Water Quality Certification Program for the
permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat. Implement all agency permit conditions.

BIO-3. Requestthe USACE to append the project to the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -Reinitiation
of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California, dated June 11, 2020. Implement all
conditions required by the USFWS under the Programmatic Biological Opinion.

BlIO-4. Mitigate for the permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat through the purchase of
seasonal wetland habitat credits at a 1:1 ratio, totaling 0.21-acres, at an agency approved wetland mitigation
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bank.

The Project will result in the impact of 0.22-acres of seasonal wetland habitat, which provides suitable habitat
for federally endangered plants. The project site is located within the Southern Core Zone for Burke’s goldfields,
Sonoma sunshine and Sebastopol meadowfoam according to the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -
Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the USACE on the
Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California. However, with implementation of mitigation measures BIO-3,and
BIO-5, impacts as a result of the Project would be less than significant. Less than significant impact with
implementation of mitigation measures BIO-3 and BIO-5.

BIO-5. Mitigate for impacts to 0.22-acres of suitable federally endangered vernal pool plant habitat through the
purchase of federally endangered vernal pool plant species credits at a 1.5:1 mitigation ratio, totaling 0.33-acres,
at an agency approved plant preservation bank located within the Southern Core Zone for Burke’s goldfields,
Sonoma sunshine and Sebastopol meadowfoam. Mitigation shall be split evenly between all three endangered
vernal pool plant species in accordance with the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -Reinitiation of
Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.

The Project will impact 1.23-acres of suitable upland aestivation habitat for CTS. Recommended mitigation
measures are proposed in the WES Report in Appendix C and outlined below to reduce potential significant
adverse impacts to a less than significant level. Less than significant impact with implementation of
mitigation measures BIO-3, BIO-6 and BIO-7.

BIO-6. Mitigate for the permanent impact to 1.23-acres of suitable upland aestivation habitat for California tiger
salamander at a 3:1 mitigation ratio, totaling 3.690-acres, at an agency approved California tiger salamander
conservation bank in accordance with the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -Reinitiation of Formal
Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.

BIO-7. Obtain a California Department of Fish and Wildlife Incidental Take Permit. Implement all conditions
required by the CDFW in the Incidental Take Permit.

The Project has the potential to impact native nesting birds, if tree removal and construction activities are
initiated during bird nesting season, which is February 1 through August 31. However, with implementation of
mitigation measure BIO-8, impacts as a result of the Project would be less than significant. Less than
significant impact with implementation of mitigation measure BIO-8.

BIO-8. In the event that construction activities are initiated (including land clearing and/or tree removal) within
the avian nesting season (February 1 — August 31), a preconstruction survey shall be performed by a qualified
biologist on the site to locate any active bird nests on the site including a 500-foot buffer of the project site. The
preconstruction survey shall be performed within five days before initiation of construction activities. If active
bird nests are identified, protective measures shall be implemented. An appropriate non-disturbance buffer
zone shall be established — typically up to 500 feet for raptors and 100 feet for passerines, or as otherwise
recommended by the biologist.

These protection measures shall remain in effect until the young have left the nest and are foraging
independently or the nest is no longer active, as determined by the biologist. If construction activities can be
performed outside of the nesting season (August 31 - January 31), no preconstruction surveys for nesting birds
are warranted.

d). Wildlife movement includes seasonal migration, long-term genetic flow, and daily movement within an
animal’s territory. Small travel pathways facilitate daily movement for activities such as foraging or escape from
predators but can also provide connections between outlying populations and the main corridor which increase
gene flow among populations. Possible barriers to wildlife movement could include large developments or major
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roadways preventing movement to and from the project site.

As documented in the Biological Assessment Report in Appendix C, the project site does not contain any wildlife
movement areas, wildlife corridors or wildlife nurseries, is separated from the adjacent properties to the west
and south by metal fencing and roadways to the north and east, and the Project would not otherwise affect such
features. The project site does not contain any creeks or tributaries that could serve as movement corridors for
wildlife. There are no native, resident, or migratory fish species on or near the project site as there are no water
features on the property that would support fish.

Accordingly, the Project will not interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory
fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors or impede the use of
native wildlife nursery sites. The Project will have no impact. No impact.

e). As identified in Section 17-24.020(M) of the Santa Rosa City Code, protected trees include heritage trees
Heritage trees include valley oak, blue oak, and California buckeye with a diameter of 6-inches or greater,
madrone with a diameter of 12-inches or greater, live oak, black oak, Oregon or white oak, canyon oak, interior
live oak, red alder, and white alder with a diameter of 18-inches or greater, and redwood, California bay, Douglas
fir, and big leaf maple with a diameter of 24-inches or greater. A permit is required when removal, alteration, or
relocation of a protected tree when proposed during development. Additionally, when trees are proposed to be
preserved as part of a development project, an appropriate protection perimeter is required as noted in Section
17-24.050 of the Santa Rosa City Code. As discussed herein, the Project does not include the removal of any
heritage trees, and only proposes the removal of one cork oak and one mulberry tree, as shown on Sheet E1.1
in Appendix B. As such, the Project will not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protection biological
resources such as the referenced Tree Preservation Ordinance. No impact.

f). The project site is not located in an area of adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community
Conservation Plan?, or other Regional Conservation Plan as none exist in Sonoma County. As such, the Project
will not conflict with any such plans.

As discussed above, the project site is within the potential range of the California tiger salamander (Ambystoma
californiense) (CTS) as mapped by the USFWS according to the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. The
project site is located within listed critical habitat for CTS and is identified as “Likely to adversely affect listed
plants and would likely adversely affect CTS” according to the PBO.

Mitigation Measures BIO-7, BIO-8, and BIO-9 follow the requirements of the PBO for projects within dispersal
distance of a potential CTS breeding site. Therefore, with implementation of the discussed mitigation measures,
the Project would not conflict with the provisions of the Strategy. Less than significant impact with
implementation of mitigation measures.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
BIO-1. Obtain permit authorization from the USACE under the 404 Nationwide Permit Program for the
permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat. Implement all agency permit conditions.

BIO-2. Obtain permit authorization from the SWRCB under the 401 Water Quality Certification Program for the
permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat. Implement all agency permit conditions.

BIO-3. Requestthe USACE to append the project to the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -Reinitiation
of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers (Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020. Implement all
conditions required by the USFWS under the Programmatic Biological Opinion.

BlIO-4. Mitigate for the permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat through the purchase of
seasonal wetland habitat credits at a 1:1 ratio, totaling 0.21-acres, at an agency approved wetland mitigation
bank.
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BIO-5. Mitigate for impacts to 0.22-acres of suitable federally endangered vernal pool plant habitat through the
purchase of federally endangered vernal pool plant species credits at a 1.5:1 mitigation ratio, totaling 0.33-acres,
at an agency approved plant preservation bank located within the Southern Core Zone for Burke’s goldfields,
Sonoma sunshine and Sebastopol meadowfoam. Mitigation shall be split evenly between all three endangered
vernal pool plant species in accordance with the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -Reinitiation of
Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.

BIO-6. Mitigate for the permanent impact to 1.23-acres of suitable upland aestivation habitat for California tiger
salamander at a 3:1 mitigation ratio, totaling 3.690-acres, at an agency approved California tiger salamander
conservation bank in accordance with the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -Reinitiation of Formal
Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.

BIO-7. Obtain a California Department of Fish and Wildlife Incidental Take Permit. Implement all conditions
required by the CDFW in the Incidental Take Permit.

BIO-8. In the event that construction activities are initiated (including land clearing and/or tree removal) within
the avian nesting season (February 1 — August 31), a preconstruction survey shall be performed by a qualified
biologist on the site to locate any active bird nests on the site including a 500-foot buffer of the project site. The
preconstruction survey shall be performed within five days before initiation of construction activities. If active
bird nests are identified, protective measures shall be implemented. An appropriate non-disturbance buffer
zone shall be established — typically up to 500 feet for raptors and 100 feet for passerines, or as otherwise
recommended by the biologist.

These protection measures shall remain in effect until the young have left the nest and are foraging
independently or the nest is no longer active, as determined by the biologist. If construction activities can be
performed outside of the nesting season (August 31 - January 31), no preconstruction surveys for nesting birds
are warranted.

Sources

1- Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy. Dated December 1, 2005 (SANTA ROSA PLAIN
CONSERVATION STRATEGY - Main Body (fws.gov))

2- U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Recovery Plan for the Santa Rosa Plain
https://www.amphibians.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/04/USFWS-Recovery-Plan-for-the-Santa-
Rosa-Plain.pdf)

3- Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, Figure 7-2 Biological Resources. Dated October 2020
(Cover_Final.indd (srcity.org))

4- Draft Santa Rosa General Plan — Environmental Impact Report, Figure 4.F-1, Special Status
Species and Sensitive Habitats in the Santa Rosa Planning Area. Dated March 2009. (207757
cover.ai (srcity.org))

5- U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service Natural Community Conservation Planning (Natural Community
Conservation Planning (NCCP) (ca.gov))

6- U.S. Fish & Wildlife National Wetlands Inventory. Accessed April 7, 2022.
(https://www.fws.gov/wetlands/)

7- California Regional Conservation Plans, April 2019,
https://nrm.dfg.ca.gov/FileHandler.ashx?DocumentlD=68626&inline. Accessed April 7, 2022.

8- United States Fish and Wildlife Service. Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean
Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) on the Santa Rosa
Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.

9- Wiemeyer Ecological Sciences, Biological Assessment for Samuel L. Jones Hall Homeless
Shelter improvements, 4020, Finley Avenue, Santa Rosa, California. Dated December 6, 2023.

44|Page




\\ ENGINEERING

4.5 Cultural Resources:

Less Than
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project: PN G il

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

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

historical resource pursuant to §15064.57 X
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an X

archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.57
c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of X

dedicated cemeteries?

SETTING:

Published information by archaeologists indicates that Native American habitation in the Santa Rosa Planning
Area (Planning Area) began approximately 7,000 years ago'. At the time of European settlement, the Santa
Rosa Planning Area (Planning Area) was included within the territory controlled by the Southern Pomo, which
extended approximately from the divide between Rock Pile Creek and the Gualala River to the north to the town
of Cotati in the south. The eastern boundary was the western flanks of Sonoma Mountain extending to
Healdsburg, where it crosses to the west side of the Russian River. Within the larger area that constitutes the
Southern Pomo homelands, there were bands or individual social groups that occupied distinct areas (Tom
Origer & Associates [Origer], 2022; Appendix D)2. Primary village sites of the Southern Pomo were continuously
occupied, while temporary sites were used based on resource availability, seasonal fluctuations, and
environmental conditions. Sites often were situated near freshwater sources and in ecotones where plant life
and animal life were diverse and abundant.

Historically, the Planning Area is within the former rancho lands upon which the city of Santa Rosa was
established. Publicly available information indicates that the Planning Area contains up to 190 Native American
resources. The Planning Area encompasses the Santa Rosa Basin, which includes six primary drainages,
including Santa Rosa, Matanzas, Piner, Rincon, Austin, and Brush Creeks. These creeks are significant with
respect to prehistoric resources because Native American archaeological sites tended to be located near
waterways, as well as along ridge tops, mid-slope terraces, alluvial flats, the base of hills, and near vegetation
ecotones. In addition, Annadel State Park constitutes an important obsidian source for Native American tool
manufacture. Native American resources may include chert or obsidian flakes, projectile points, mortars,
pestles, dark friable soil containing shell and bone dietary debris, heat-affected rock, or human burials.

The State of California requires that cultural resources be considered during the environmental review process.
This process is outlined in CEQA and accomplished by an inventory of resources within a study area and by
assessing the potential that historical resources could be affected by development. The term “Historical
Resources” encompasses all forms of cultural resources including prehistoric and historical archaeological sites
and built environment resources (e.g., buildings, bridges, canals), that would be eligible for inclusion on the
California Register of Historical Resources (California Register). An additional category of resources is defined
in CEQA under the term “Tribal Cultural Resources” (Public Resources Code [PRC] Section [§] 21074)3. They
are not addressed in this report because Tribal Cultural Resources are resources that are of specific concern to
California Native American tribes, and knowledge of such resources is limited to tribal people. Pursuant to
CEQA, as revised in July 2015, such resources are to be identified by tribal people in direct, confidential
consultation with the lead agency (PRC §21080.3.1)%.

Cultural Resources Study

Origer conducted a Cultural Resources Study (CRS) in June 2022 (Origer, 2022). The CRS includes a review
of cultural resources, including buildings, structures, objects, sites, and districts, as defined by the State Office
of Historic Preservation (OHP). These were reviewed through records searches, eligibility for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places (NHRP), historic and modern maps and aerials, project area geology and
soils, and a field survey conducted by a qualified archaeologist.
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Origer conducted a records search at the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) on April 26, 2022 (NWIC File
#20-1790). Sources of information included but were not limited to the current listings of properties on the
National Register of Historic Places, California Historical Landmarks, California Register of Historical
Resources, and California Points of Historical Interest as listed in the OHP’s Historic Property Directory and the
Built Environment Resources Directory.

As reported by Origer, archival research found that the study area has been subjected to previous cultural
resources studies. Ten additional studies are reported to have been conducted within a quarter mile of the study
area. Origer reported that there are two recorded cultural resources within a quarter mile of the study area.
Origer additionally reported that the Santa Rosa Aukxiliary Naval Air Station, P-49-001801, once encompassed
the study area. The facility was evaluated and found ineligible for the National Register (Origer, 2022).

Origer noted that there are no reported ethnographic sites within one mile of the study area (Origer, 2022).

As noted by Origer, a review of 19" and 20t-century maps show no buildings within the study area. The Samuel
Jones Hall building, reportedly constructed in 1977, served as a United States Army Reserve Center. The
project site property was subsequently acquired by the City of Santa Rosa and 2003 and the building was
remodeled in 2005 for use as a homeless shelter.

Based on landform age, Origer’s analysis of the environmental setting, and incorporating Byrd et al. analysis of
sensitivity for buried sites, Origer noted that there is the lowest (<1) potential for buried archaeological site
indicators at the project site property (Origer, 2022).

A field survey was conducted by Origer on June 7, 2022, which included a surface examination consisting of
walking in 15-meter transects and the use of a hoe to expose the ground surface. Ground visibility for most of
the study area was reported by Origer to be poor with vegetation and a building being the primary hindrances.
The field survey of the study area as reported by Origer found no archaeological site indicators, and no buried
archaeological specimens or soils were observed in the auger boring.

In addition, at the request of the Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria (FIGR), Origer returned to the project
site property on August 17, 2023, to perform a field survey so that FIGR staff could be present. Origer, FIGR
and City of Santa Rosa staff walked the project site property and discussed the proposed improvements. FIGR
staff indicated that they did not have any concerns about the proposed improvements at the project site property.

Based on the results of their cultural resources study, Origer reported that no recommendations were warranted.
However, in keeping with CEQA guidelines, Accidental Discovery protocols should be followed during
development activities at the project site if archaeological resources are uncovered.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). The project site is developed with the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building and a separate tent structure
(Annex) which are used for housing persons experiencing homelessness. Origer reported that the original
Samuel L. Jones Hall building only just meets the age threshold to be considered for its importance. This building
was reportedly part of the Santa Rosa Auxiliary Naval Air Station, which was evaluated and found ineligible for
listing in ineligible for the National Register (Origer, 2022). As an individual building, archival research did not
show that this building is associated with an important person or historic event. This building is architecturally
indistinctive and is unlikely to yield data that could not be realized through additional archival research. Origer
reported that this building is unlikely to meet criteria for inclusion on the California Register. The Annex tent
structure located within the study area was put in place between 2020 and 2021 and does not meet the criteria
for the National Register. Based on the information reported above, the Project would have no impact on historic
buildings or structures. See discussion 4.5(b) below for potential impacts to buried cultural resources. No
impact.

b-c). As reported by Origer, application of the buried sites model indicates that there is the lowest (<1) potential
for buried archaeological site indicators at the project site property. In the event that archaeological resources
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are present onsite, ground-disturbing activities from Project development could result in potentially significant
impacts to buried archeological resources. However, it should be noted that the entire project site has
experienced significant ground disturbance during past development and use activities as part of the former
NAAS operations, removal of past buildings, and construction of the two current structures.

To mitigate potential impacts to buried archeological resources and human remains, Mitigation Measures CUL-
1 and CUL-2 (discussed below) shall be implemented. Adherence to Mitigation Measures CUL-1 and CUL-2
provides for the protection and appropriate treatment of buried archeological resources and human remains
should they be encountered during construction activities associated with the Project. Implementation of the
mitigation measures listed below would reduce potential impacts to a level of less than significant. Less than
significant impact with incorporation of mitigation measures CUL-1 and CUL-2.

MITIGATION MEASURES:

MITIGATION MEASURE CUL-1.: If archaeological resources are encountered during site development
activities, work at the place of discovery should be halted immediately until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate
the finds ( § 15064.5 [f]). Prehistoric archaeological site indicators include: obsidian and chert flakes and chipped
stone tools; grinding and mashing implements (e.g., slabs and handstones, and mortars and pestles); bedrock
outcrops and boulders with mortar cups; and locally darkened midden soils. Midden soils may contain a
combination of any of the previously listed items with the possible addition of bone and shell remains and fire-
affected stones. Historic period site indicators generally include: fragments of glass, ceramic, and metal objects;
milled and split lumber; and structure and feature remains such as building foundations and discrete trash
deposits (e.g., wells, privy pits, dumps).

MITIGATION MEASURE CUL-2.: The following actions are promulgated in the CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.5(d) and pertain to the discovery of human remains. If human remains are encountered, excavation or
disturbance of the location must be halted in the vicinity of the find, and the county coroner contacted. If the
coroner determines the remains are Native American, the coroner will contact the NAHC. The NAHC will identify
the person or persons believed to be most likely descended from the deceased Native American. The most
likely descendent makes recommendations regarding the treatment of the remains with appropriate dignity.

Sources:

1- Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, Chapter 11. Dated October 2020 (Cover_Final.indd (srcity.org)

2- Tom Origer & Associates Cultural Resources Study for the Samuel Jones Hall Annex Improvements
Project at 4020 Finley Avenue, Santa Rosa, California. Dated June 30, 2022.

3- California Public Resources Code § 21074. Public Resources Code Definitions
(https://leginfo.leqgislature.ca.gov/faces/codes displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=PRC&sectionNum=210
74 #:~text=21074.,are%20either%200f%20the %20following%3A&text=(b)%20A%20cultural%20land
scape%20that,and%20scope%200f%20the%20landscape)

4- California Public Resources Code § 21080.3.1. Public Resources Code Definitions
(https://leqginfo.leqislature.ca.gov/faces/codes displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=PRC&sectionNum=210
80.3.1.)
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4.6 Energy:

Less Than
A . Potentially Significant Less Than
VI.  ENERGY. Would the project: Significant | with Mitigation |~ Significant

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) Resultin potentially significant environment impact due to
wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy X
resources, during project construction or operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy

or energy efficiency? X

SETTING:

Energy sources include electricity, natural gas, and other fuels. Energy is generally transmitted either in the
form of electricity, measured in kilowatts or megawatts, or natural gas measured in therms or cubic feet. Fuel,
such as gasoline or diesel, is measured in gallons. Energy usage is also typically quantified using the British
Thermal Unit (BTU). The BTU is the amount of energy that is required to raise the temperature of one pound of
water by 1 degree Fahrenheit. As points of reference, the approximate amount of energy contained in a gallon
of gasoline, 100 cubic feet (1 therm) of natural gas, and a kilowatt-hour (kWh) of electricity are 123,000 BTUs,
100,000 BTUs, and 3,400 BTUs, respectively.

The City of Santa Rosa’s Ordinance Code Title 18 and Climate Action Plan (CAP)! contain several measures
to reduce the City’s energy consumption. The Project property currently receives electricity and natural gas
service that is provided by Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E).

City of Santa Rosa

In 2010, the City adopted CALGreen Tier 1 standards which apply to all new buildings and to additions and
alterations of residential and non-residential buildings. The Tier 1 standards exceed the basic level of
requirements of the CALGreen Building Code. This program supports the City’s efforts to reduce greenhouse
gases to reach the local, regional, and state targets outlined in the CAP. The City adopted the CAP in 2012 and
a Municipal Climate Action Plan (MCAP) in 2013. The CAP examines community-wide sources of GHG
emissions and outlines strategies for reducing these emissions. The MCAP addresses greenhouse gas
emissions from the City’s municipal operations. In 2019, the City adopted the all-electric reach code. CALGreen
Tier 1 was adopted except for the energy code section.

Santa Rosa General Plan

The Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 (Chapter 7-5) addresses energy use and efficiency in all elements by
including goals and policies for improving energy efficiency and reducing waste?. The General Plan seeks to
reduce energy consumption through minimizing vehicle trips and approving land use patterns that support
increased density in areas where there is infrastructure to support it, increased opportunities for transit,
pedestrians, bicycles, and through green building and land development conservation strategies. The Project
is subject to the goals and policies outlined in the General Plan aimed at reducing energy consumption. The
following goals and policies from the General Plan are particularly applicable to the Project:

OSC-K-1: Promote the use of site planning, solar orientation, cool roofs, and landscaping to decrease summer
cooling and winter heating needs. Encourage the use of recycled content construction materials.

OSC-K-2: Identify opportunities for decreasing energy use through installation of energy efficient lighting,
reduced thermostat settings, and elimination of unnecessary lighting in public facilities.

OSC-K-3: Identify and implement energy conservation measures that are appropriate for public buildings.
Implement measures that are at least as effective as those in the retrofit ordinances for commercial and office
buildings.

POLICY H-G-5: Continue to require the use of fuel-efficient heating and cooling equipment and other
appliances, in accordance with CalGreen Tier 1 standards.
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Santa Rosa Climate Action Plan

The City of Santa Rosa adopted the CAP on June 5, 2012, to address climate change and energy conservation.
The CAP contains measures and action items to reduce and promote energy efficiency and conservation in the
construction of new buildings and facilities. Some of the action items identified in the CAP that are particularly
relevant to the Project include:

ACTION 1.4.1. Develop a tree inventory that identifies the types, ages, number, and location of trees in Santa
Rosa.

ACTION 1.4.2. Implement the City's tree preservation ordinance.
ACTION 1.4.3: Require new development to supply an adequate number of street trees and private trees.

ACTION 1.5.1. Adopt an ordinance that requires and specifies cool paving materials for new parking lots,
sidewalks, roofs, and crosswalks and integrates Low Impact Development guidelines for new construction and
Capital Improvement Projects.

ACTION 3.2.2: Improve the non-vehicular transportation network serving common destinations in Santa Rosa
in order to facilitate walking and biking.

ACTION 4.1.1. Implement the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan.

ACTION 7.1.2. Continue and expand water conservation efforts including water-efficient landscaping, rainwater
harvesting, and high-efficiency appliance and fixture installations.

As further discussed in Section 4.8, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, the Project will comply with the City’s CAP
Checklist (Appendix E of the New Development Checklist) by incorporating all mandatory items or substituting
optional items, which includes the action items identified above.

Santa Rosa Municipal Code

The Project is subject to Section 20-30.080 (Outdoor Lighting), which requires that outdoor lighting use energy-
efficient fixtures/lamps, such as high-pressure sodium, hard-wired compact fluorescent, or other lighting
technology that is of equal or greater energy efficiency.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). Construction Activities: Site preparation, grading, paving, and installation of the modular shower and
restroom facilities would consume energy in the form of gasoline and diesel fuel through the operation of
construction vehicles, construction equipment, and worker commute vehicles. Consumption of such resources
would be temporary, limited, and would cease upon the completion of construction, estimated to occur over a
period of 4 to 6 months. Due to the relatively small scale of the Project and the provision to limit idling set forth
above in Mitigation Measure AQ-1 (Section 4.3 Air Quality), construction activities would not result in inefficient
energy consumption during construction. In addition, due to the high cost of fuel, contractors and owners have
a strong financial incentive to avoid wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy during
construction. The City of Santa Rosa has established standard conditions of project approval that limit hours
of construction to between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. on weekdays, and between 8:00 a.m. and 6:00
p.m. on Saturdays; no construction is permitted on Sundays and holidays. As on-site construction activities
would be restricted to these hours, it is anticipated that the use of construction lighting would also be similarly
limited. As such, given the above information, construction-related energy impacts would be less than
significant.

Operation: Long-term operational energy use associated with the Project includes electricity consumption
associated with the proposed modular shower and restroom facilities, energy consumption related to water
usage and solid waste disposal, and fuel consumption (gasoline and diesel) from vehicle trips to and from the
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site. In addition, limited occasional maintenance activities during operations, such as landscape maintenance,
would involve the use of electric or gas-powered equipment.

The Project is subject to local policies related to energy conservation, including the CAP and the City’s General
Plan. The Project will be required to comply with measures identified in the CAP New Construction Checklist.
The Project includes internal and external pedestrian and bicycle amenities to support non-vehicular
transportation. The planting of primarily low water use shrubs and groundcover planting and stormwater
management planting will limit the water demand generated by the proposed outdoor landscaping, per CAP
Action 7.1.1. The Project will conform to Santa Rosa’s Zoning Ordinance §20- 30.080(B) Outdoor Lighting,
which specifies lighting standards for all new exterior lighting, such as the requirement that outdoor lighting
fixtures utilize energy-efficient fixtures and lamps.

Energy would be utilized through the continued daily operation of the existing Samuel L. Jones Hall homeless
shelter (Shelter), and the proposed modular shower and restroom structures, the delivery of water for potable
and irrigation purposes, solid waste management, and vehicle use. While the long-term operation of the Project
would result in a modest increase in energy consumption compared to existing conditions, the increase is limited
due to the narrow scope of proposed Project enhancement work, including new shower and restroom facilities
and surficial improvements, and the fact that the Project will not increase occupants and visitors are not allowed.
In addition, the Project will incorporate design measures (related to electricity and water use) in compliance
with Title 24, the General Plan 2035, the Santa Rosa CAP, the Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance (WELO),
and the Santa Rosa Municipal Code to minimize energy consumption. Therefore, operation of the Project would
not result in the wasteful, inefficient, and unnecessary consumption of energy and impacts would be less than
significant. No significant impact.

b). The Project would have a less than significant impact due to a conflict with the BAAQMD 2017 Clean Air
Plan related to energy since it would include control measures to protect air quality during construction through
implementation of best management practices set forth by BAAQMD per Mitigation Measure AQ-1; and as a
Project that only includes the installation of modular restroom and shower facilities that will include energy
conservation features, the Project would not interfere with implementation of the energy control measures
identified in the CAP.

Various reduction measures that promote energy conservation and efficiency were adopted in 2012 by means
of the CAP. As detailed in Section 4.8 (Greenhouse Gas Emissions) the proposed improvements will comply
with mandatory measures or identified acceptable substitute measures from the CAP New Development
Checklist. As such, the Project would be consistent with the Santa Rosa CAP and would have less than
significant impacts due to a conflict with a local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency.

The proposed development at the project site would install energy conservation features in compliance with
CalGreen Tier 1 and California Energy codes, as well as the Santa Rosa all-electric reach code, the Project
would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the State Alternative Fuels Plan and impacts would be less
than significant. No significant impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.

Sources:
1- Santa Rosa Climate Action Plan. Dated June 5, 2012
(https://www.srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/10762/Climate-Action-Plan-PDF ?bidld=)
2- Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 (Chapter 7). Dated October 2020 (Cover_Final.indd (srcity.org)
3- California Energy Commission, Final Adopted State Alternative Fuels Plan, Adopted December
2007 (State Alternative Fuels Plan - California Energy Commission - State of ... | LIYE.INFO
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4.7 Geology and Soils:

Less Than
VIl. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project: PN G il

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

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 Geologist for the area or based on X
other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42.

i) Strong seismic ground shaking? X

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? X

iv) Landslides? X
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? X

c) 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 landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction X
or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the
Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct or X

indirect risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic
tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems where sewers X
are not available for the disposal of wastewater?

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

SETTING & DISCUSSION:

The project site and the surrounding area are located in the Coast Range Geomorphic Province of Northern
California. The Coast Range Geomorphic Province extends into Oregon in the north, it is bounded by the South
Fork Mountain and Coast Range thrust faults bordering the Klamath Mountains Province in the northeast, the
Great Valley Provinces in the east, and the Santa Ynez fault and the Transverse Ranges Province in the south.
Within the Coast Range Geomorphic Province, a series of northwest trending mountain ranges are present, the
principal ranges occurring near the project site are the Mendocino Range and Mayacamas Mountains. The
northwest trending mountain ranges are structural features that have resulted from tectonic movement along
the San Andreas Fault zone. The San Andreas Fault is the longest fault in California and is the plate boundary
between the North American and Pacific Tectonic Plates. The San Andreas Fault trends northwest from the
California — Mexico border in the south, and then makes an abrupt western deviation at the Mendocino Triple
Junction in the north. It should be noted that the project site is located approximately 17 miles east of the San
Andreas Fault and approximately 150 miles southeast of the Mendocino Triple Junction.

On a local level, the project site is situated within the Santa Rosa Plain Sub basin and is underlain by Quaternary
aged alluvial fan deposits described as older alluvial fan deposits’. The Santa Rosa Plain Subbasin divides the
Mendocino Range to the west from the Mayacamas and Sonoma Mountains to the east. The Subbasin is
approximately 22 miles long and approximately nine miles wide in the Santa Rosa area. Surface water within
the Santa Rosa Plain Subbasin is drained primarily by Mark West and Santa Rosa Creeks. Santa Rosa Creek
flows towards the west into the Laguna de Santa Rosa, which drains northwards into the Russian River. The
Russian River has a westerly flow direction and terminates into the Pacific Ocean. The alluvial fan deposits that
cover most of the Santa Rosa Plain were deposited during sequences of high discharge events that originated
in the Mayacamas Mountains, east of the project site. Ancestral streams of the present-day Santa Rosa,
Roseland, and Colgan Creeks would have carried sediments that eroded in the highlands and were
subsequently transported and deposited under fluvial conditions in their present-day locations. Prior to the vast
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development of the Santa Rosa Plain, numerous stream channels were present; however, development
activities surrounding many of these watercourses resulted in altered channels and engineered flood-controlled
stream systems. With that said, the project site is approximately 3,200 feet northwest of the present-day
Roseland Creek, which has been channelized and engineered for flood control. The project site is also mapped
in the general location of Gravenstein and Naval Creeks; available information indicates a segment of
Gravenstein Creek originates approximately 500 feet southwest of the project site? and is ephemeral in nature.
Groundwater within the Santa Rosa Plain Sub basin has a documented general westward flow gradient toward
the Laguna de Santa Rosa, with depths to groundwater ranging between five to 30 feet below ground surface

(bgs).

Alquist Priolo faults are defined as active faults with evidence of surface rupture within the past 11,000 years
and are subject to regulatory requirements pursuant to the 1972 Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act.
Various faults are mapped along the range front of Mayacamas Mountains east of the project site, including the
Rodgers Creek - Healdsburg Fault, which is listed as an Alquist Priolo fault. With that said, the project site is
approximately four miles west of the Rodgers Creek - Healdsburg Fault and is not located within the Alquist
Priolo earthquake zone (Santa Rosa General Plan, Figure 12-3)3. The Maacama Fault is located over 15 miles
northeast of the project site. Additionally, the Tolay Fault is located approximately two miles northeast of the
project site. The Tolay Fault is identified as a potentially active fault, with the last displacement event occurring
within the last 2 million years3. As such, the Tolay Fault is not characterized as an Alquist Priolo fault. Finally,
the project site is located approximately 17 miles east of the San Andreas Fault, which is mapped as an Alquist
Priolo fault?.

The overall project site parcel is primarily undeveloped and flat, with approximately nine acres of the parcel
designated as a conservation easement for multiple endemic species of the Santa Rosa Plain. The Samuel L.
Jones Hall homeless shelter. along with its associated parking and infrastructure, are currently developed and
occupy approximately 2.5 acres in the northeast portion of the greater project site parcel.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a.i). The Coast Range Geomorphic Province is the location of numerous mapped active faults, including the
San Andreas Fault (approximately 17 miles to the west), the Maacama Fault (over 15 miles away to the
northeast), and the Rodgers Creek — Healdsburg Fault (approximately four miles to the east). However, based
upon a review of the Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map? the project site is not located in an area where
surface rupture is known to have occurred in recent geologic history (within the past 11,000 years), or is
expected during an earthquake. Due to regional geology and historic seismic activity in the general area, the
probability of a seismic event resulting in ground surface rupture at some time in the future is low? 8. As the
project site is not located within an Alquist Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone, there is low risk of fault-related ground
rupture during an earthquake. No impact.

a.ii). The entire City of Santa Rosa is susceptible to strong seismic shaking that could cause major damage,
including at the project site®. The extent of ground-motion at the project site during an earthquake is a function
of magnitude, intensity, and distance from an earthquake’s epicenter. Based on the County of Sonoma GIS
Portal's Earthquake Hazard map®, if the Rodgers Creek — Healdsburg fault ruptures with a 7.19 magnitude
earthquake or the Maacama fault ruptures with a 7.55 magnitude earthquake, the project site would be exposed
to severe shaking estimated to be a VIl on the Modified Mercalli scale. Further, if the San Andreas fault ruptures
with an 8.04 magnitude earthquake, the project site would experience very strong shaking, estimated to be VII
on the Modified Mercalli scale The Modified Mercalli scale is designed to estimate the effects of an earthquake
on industrial and human inhabited settings; the intensity rating of VIl or “Very Strong” indicates that damage to
buildings with good design and construction would have negligible damage, while the rating of VIII or “Severe”
indicates slight damage in specially designed buildings, but considerable damage in ordinary buildings with
chimneys, walls, and heavy furniture expected to topple. No new development of buildings is proposed as part
of the Project, however all construction activities should follow the 2019 Edition of the California Building,
Plumbing, Mechanical, Electrical, Civil, Fire & Energy Codes, as well as the City of Santa Rosa Municipal Code.
No significant impact.
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a.iii). Liquefaction of sediment occurs when its shear strength is lost as a result of an increase in pore water
pressure in response to strong seismic shaking. As such, liquefaction is a potentially damaging response to
seismic shaking. The occurrence of liquefaction can result in foundation settlement. The project site is located
within an area that is delineated as very low susceptibility of liquefaction®. Since the project site is not located
in an area of expected liquefaction there is no impact. No impact.

a.iv). Nearly all of the greater 11.23-acre project site parcel is flat, the nearest topographic setting that could
result in landslides is located approximately 3.5 miles to the east along Petaluma Hills Road. The project site
has a very gradual slope within the buildable area. Based on the Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 “Geologic and
Seismic Hazards” Map (Figure 12-3)3 the project site is located in an area without any history of landslides
occurring and the project site is located in “Areas of Relatively Unstable Rock on Slopes greater than 15%”. No
evidence of recent or active landslides has been observed or published near the project site. No impact.

b). As noted above, approximately nine of the 11.23-acre project site parcel is dedicated as a preserve under
a conservation easement for endemic species within the Santa Rosa Plain. Based on significant past
development of the Project area, it is assumed that most native soil under and around the current and previous
structures has been altered. The native soil, identified as the Wright Series” consists of deep, somewhat poorly
drained soil formed in alluvium from mixed rock sources. Due to the lack of slope and proposed construction
BMPs, the Project will not generate or promote erosion. However, during revitalization activities the soils will be
engineered under the 2019 Edition of the California Building, Plumbing, Mechanical, Electrical, Civil, Fire, &
Energy Codes and appropriate best management practices during construction will ensure sediment-laden
stormwater discharge does not occur. No significant erosion or loss of topsoil is anticipated as a result of the
Project. No significant impact.

c). The project site is located on a geologic alluvial fan deposits! that are not mapped to be impacted by
liquefaction3% and generally lack topographic relief. The activities associated with this Project pose no threat to
increase on-site or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. Lateral spreading,
which is the lateral displacement of surficial soils, is usually associated with liquefaction or sliding of the
underlying soils. Given the low potential for liquefaction and no landslide hazards at the project site, lateral
spreading is considered low. No impact.

d). Expansive soils are soils that experience changes in volume depending on the amount of moisture present.
During the wet portion of the year expansive soils would expand, and conversely, during the dry season
expansive soils would contract. Typically, expansive soils are comprised of high percentages of clays. These
types of soils represent a significant structural hazard to buildings, especially where seasonal fluctuations in soil
moisture occur. Existing development in the vicinity of the project site shows no evidence to suggest that
expansive soils are locally present and detrimentally affecting foundations, slabs, or pavement. Further, the soils
in this area have been characterized as predominantly Wright soils?, which consist of majority sand particles
with varying amounts of clays. No impact.

e). The Project will be connected to existing sewer lines within Finley Avenue and South Wright Road, which
connect to the City of Santa Rosa’s Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant located on Llano Road. There will not
be a septic system nor will there be any disposal of wastewater at the project site. No impact.

f). There are no unique geological features or archeological resources at the project site that would directly or
indirectly be destroyed during development activities. No impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required

Sources:
1- United State Geological Survey, Geologic Map and Map Database of Western Sonoma,
Northernmost Marin, and Southernmost Mendocino Counties, California. Dated 2002
2- City of Santa Rosa, Creek Trails of Santa Rosa Map &  Guide.
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(https://srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/14844/Santa-Rosa-Creek-Trails-Map---English )

3- City of Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, Figure 12-3. Dated October 2020
(https://www.srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/24327/Santa-Rosa-General-Plan-2035-PDF---
October-2020 )

4- California Geological Survey - State Geoportal. Accessed March 23, 2023
(https://gis.data.ca.gov/maps/ee92a5f9f4deedec5aa731d3245ed9f53/explore?location=38.390597
%2C-122.860100%2C11.51)

5- Sonoma County GIS Portal
(https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/64d531fc0e654c19a40a172a074a5640/page/Hazards/
?views=Earthquake )

6- County of Sonoma - Permit and Resource Management Department, Sonoma Hazard Mitigation
Plan, Major Earthquake Fault Zones & Areas of Liquefaction Map. Dated July 15, 2016

7- University of California Davis Agriculture and Natural Resources GIS Web Portal SoilWeb
(https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/ )

8- California Geologic Survey Special Publication 42. Revised 2018, Accessed online June 2023.
(https://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/documents/publications/special-publications/SP_042.pdf )
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4.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions:

Less Than
VIIl. GREEN HOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project: PN G il
Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly,

that may have a significant impact on the environment? X
b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation of an agency
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse X
gases?
SETTING:

Greenhouse gases (GHGs) are characterized as gases that trap infrared radiation from the sunlight in the
atmosphere and impact the Earth’s temperature, and are produced naturally through biological and geologic
process, but are also emitted into the atmosphere as a result of the combustion of fossil fuels. California now
recognizes seven GHGs including carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N20),
hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), sulfur hexafluoride (SF6), and nitrogen trifluoride (NF3)".
Carbon dioxide is the reference gas for climate change, and GHG emissions are quantified and reported as
CO2? equivalents (CO2E), a unit which has been designated as having a global warming potential (GWP) of
one. By comparison, methane has a GWP of 25, indicating that a single molecule of methane has the same
GWP as 25 molecules of carbon dioxide. The effects of GHG emission sources (i.e., as a result of individual
projects) are reported in metric tons/year of CO2E. While GHGs are emitted on a local level, they have global
impacts and have a direct impact on global climate change.

The California legislature passed Assembly Bill (AB) 32, in 2006, also known as “the California Global Warming
Solutions Act”, which mandates a statewide GHG emission reduction to 1990 levels by 2020. The California
Environmental Protection Agency (CalEPA) is the regulatory authority that coordinates the State of California’s
effort to achieve GHG reduction target. The City of Santa Rosa has adopted several regulations at the local
level to address GHG emissions by becoming a member of Cities for Climate Protection (CCP) in December
2001, and adopting the City’s Climate Action Plan (CAP) on June 5, 2012, which meets the programmatic
threshold for a Qualified GHG Reduction Strategy established by the BAAQMD guidelines of carbon neutrality
by the year 2030.

The BAAQMD CEQA Air Quality Guidelines, were established in May 2010, then updated in May 20176. The
Bay Area Clean Air Plan (BACAP) was adopted on April 19, 2017, which contains thresholds of significance for
use in determining whether a proposed project will have a significant impact on climate change?. The BAAQMD
subsequently released the Draft Justification Report: CEQA Thresholds for Evaluating the Significance of
Climate Impacts From Land Use Projects and Plans in February 20223. Based on the BAAQMD Guidelines
established in the BACAP to meet SB 32 targets for 2020, a project is considered to have a less-than-significant
impact due to GHG emissions if it (1) complies with an adopted Qualified GHG Reduction Strategy; (2) emits
less than 1,100 metric tons (MT) CO2E per year; or (3) emits less than 4.6 MT COZ2E per service population
per year (for employees).

The City’s CAP follows both the State CEQA Guidelines and BAAQMD’s CEQA guidelines by incorporating the
standard elements of a Qualified GHG Reduction Strategy. These include measures or a group of measures
that proves, if implemented on a project-by-project basis, these measures would collectively achieve specified
emission reduction targets. The GHG reduction measures included in the City’s CAP demonstrate the City’s
ability to reach a GHG reduction target of 25% below 1990 levels, by the year 2020.

As summarized on page ES-7 of the CAP, implementation of measures of the Santa Rosa CAP are expected
to decrease GHG emissions to 2.3 MT CO2E per person per year by the year 2035. The CAP notes that a
reduction to 2.9 MT COZ2E per person per year in 2020, and with assumed steady reductions over time, it can
be concluded that emissions would be below 2.8 MT CO2E per person per year, equal to a 40% reduction
below 2020 thresholds by 2030.
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The CAP demonstrates that it would meet the anticipated State 2030 GHG emissions reductions targets. If a
project can demonstrate consistency with the Santa Rosa CAP, its impacts related to GHG emission by year
2030 would be considered less than significant and fully consistent with State GHG emissions reduction
requirements, with no need to quantify project-specific emission. This is consistent with BAAQMD guidelines
related to the analysis of projects under the 2020 GHG emissions reduction targets, as applied to the updated
2030 targets. Appendix E of the CAP includes a checklist to determine whether a project is consistent with the
identified measures and actions of the CAP. If a project complies with the CAP, its GHG-related impacts are
less than significant. This analysis evaluates the Project against the CAP consistency checklist to determine if
it has significant GHG-related impacts.

According to the Governor’s Office of Planning & Research [OPR])*, screening for small projects “that generate
or attract fewer than 110 trips per day generally may be assumed to cause less than significant transportation
impacts.” Proposed CEQA Guideline Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)(1), states that lead agencies generally
should presume that certain projects (including residential, retail, and office projects, as well as projects that
are a mix of these uses) proposed within %2 mile of an existing major transit stop, or an existing stop along a
high-quality transit corridor will have a less-than-significant impact on VMT. Projects that decrease vehicle
miles traveled in the project area compared to existing conditions should be presumed to have a less than
significant transportation impact.

It is important to note that the Project is not an evaluation of impacts regarding the use of the property as a
Shelter as that use has been previously approved and is ongoing, does not include an increase in occupants
or employees over the existing conditions, and only includes the installation of portable restroom, shower
facilities, and other surficial improvements that will not lead to a significant increase in the generation of GHGs
as a result of continued Shelter operations.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a-b). The Project will result in the generation and emission of GHGs during construction and continued
operation. The Project is presumed to be constructed over an approximately 4- to 6-month period and the
proposed improvements are anticipated to be complete by late 2025. The Project is subject to the City of Santa
Rosa’s CAP to meet AB 32 requirements and must incorporate the mandatory items therein or identify suitable
substitute measures®. Listed below are mandatory and optional CAP items the Project is committed to
implementing. CAP measures that are not applicable to the Project are not listed.

Mandatory Items
1.1.1 Comply with Cal Green Tier 1 Standards: The Project will comply with Cal Green Tier 1 standards and
will be conditioned accordingly through construction activities associated with the proposed improvements.

1.4.2 Comply with the City’s Tree Preservation Ordinance: The Project includes the removal of only two trees,
which include a cork oak and mulberry. Mature trees onsite will be preserved and protected under the Project.
Should additional trees be removed in the future, the Project will comply with the City’s Tree Preservation
Ordinance, which requires planting of replacement trees of the same genus and species as the removed trees,
or as otherwise stipulated by the City. (City Code section 17-24.050 City’s tree ordinance).

1.4.3 Provide public & private trees in compliance with the Zoning Code.

1.5 Install new sidewalks and paving with high solar reflectivity materials: New paved surfaces would
incorporate materials exhibiting high solar reflectivity. Furthermore, existing unpaved portions of the project site
will be required to be surfaced in accordance with the City’s Construction Specification Standards for sidewalks,
crosswalks, and parking lots as applicable.

3.2.2 Improve non-vehicular network to promote walking and biking.

3.6.1 Install calming features to improve ped/bike experience.
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4.1.1 Implement the Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan

4.1.2 Install bicycle parking consistent with regulations: Section 20-36.040 of the Santa Rosa Municipal Code
sets forth the number of bicycle parking stalls required. For the Project, the Municipal Code requires one bicycle
parking space per eight units if units do not have a private garage or private storage space for bike storage.
The Project will provide bicycle parking spaces in designated areas onsite and as such, the Project is consistent
with the City’s regulations.

7.1.1 Reduce potable water use for outdoor landscaping: The Project, as conditioned, will be consistent with
the City of Santa Rosa Water Efficiency Landscape Ordinance (WELQO). The Project will reduce onsite water
demand through efficient irrigation of landscaping, use of water-efficient fixtures, and particularly by the use of
water reclamation and biowaste recycling system.

8.1.3 Establish community gardens or urban farms: The Project will include ornamental and raised garden beds
to develop an on-site community garden and/or memorial garden for occupant use.

9.1.3 Install low water use landscapes: The Project will include plantings that comply with the City’s Water
Efficient Landscape Ordinance (WELO). All irrigation will occur with automatic water conserving irrigation
system designed to meet the requirements of Santa Rosa’s WELO.

9.2.1 Minimize construction equipment idling time to 5 minutes or less: The project applicant will implement
construction best practices such that that idling times shall be minimized either by shutting equipment off when
not in use or reducing the maximum idling time to 5 minutes (as required by the California airborne toxics control
measure Title 13, Section 2485 of California Code of Regulations [CCR]). In addition, clear signage shall be
provided for construction workers at all access points. As such, the Project will comply with Item 9.2.1.

9.2.2 Maintain construction equipment per manufacturer specifications: The Project applicant will implement
construction best practices such that all construction equipment will be maintained and properly tuned in
accordance with manufacturer specifications. In addition, all equipment will be checked by a certified visible
emissions evaluator. As such, the Project will comply with Item 9.2.2.

9.2.3 Limit GHG construction equipment emissions by using electrified equipment or alternative fuels: The use
of electric equipment and/or equipment using alternative fuels will be included in contractor agreements and
provisions therein.

Construction GHG Emissions

Construction activities during the Project will result in GHG emissions from construction equipment, worker trips
to and from the project site, and the delivery and hauling of construction materials. Construction GHG emissions
are short-term and will stop once construction is finished. The BAAQMD has not established thresholds of
significance for GHG emissions resulting from construction activities. With that said, BAAQMD encourages the
implementation of best management practices (BMPs) to reduce the emissions of GHGs during construction.
As provided under Section 4.3 Air Quality, the Project will be required to implement Mitigation Measure AQ-
1, which will further reduce GHG emissions while construction activities take place at the project site.

The Project would result in a potential impact to GHGs if it failed to implement the City of Santa Rosa’s CAP
checklist. As described above, the Project will comply with the CAP by implementing all mandatory items. During
construction activities for the Project, diversion and recycling of construction waste will occur (6.1.3), idling time
will be limited to 5 minutes or less for construction vehicles (9.2.1), the Project applicant will ensure that
construction equipment is maintained and operated as detailed in manufacturer specifications (9.2.2), and
electric equipment or alternative fuels will be utilized (9.2.3). By complying with the Santa Rosa CAP, the Project
and construction-related activities will result in less than significant impacts related to GHG emissions.
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Operational GHG Emissions

Operational GHG emissions are ongoing for the life of the Project and result from on-site lighting, heating, and
cooling of buildings and structures, the treatment and transport of water and wastewater, solid waste disposal,
maintenance activities, and vehicle trips associated with employees to the project site. It is notable that the
improvements to the Shelter proposed herein are not expected to increase the existing GHG emissions at the
property, except for incremental increases from the use of the proposed modular shower and restroom facilities.
The Project does not include an increase in the number of Shelter guests or employees above current levels.
Further, as discussed herein, the Project includes other improvements to expand on-site services via the
construction of the accessory buildings and facilities (hygienic facilities, dog kennel facilities, an outdoor
courtyard, etc.) that would reduce the need for guests to seek such services off-site, thereby reducing vehicular
trips.

The Project would result in a potential impact to GHGs if it were to fail in implementation of the checklist from
the City’s CAP. The Project will comply by employing the mandatory CAP items in addition to implementing
voluntary items. The Project will implement operational measures consistent with the City’s CAP, including
mandatory item 7.1.1, which requires that projects reduce potable water use for outdoor landscaping, and
voluntary item 8.1.3, by establishing community gardens onsite for use by residents. Therefore, the proposed
Project demonstrates compliance with the CAP and operational-related activities will result in less than
significant impacts related to GHG emissions.

Although a quantitative GHG analysis is not required due to demonstrated Project compliance with a qualified
CAP, the BAAQMD recommends evaluating a projects GHG emissions based on development type. As
described in 4.3 Air Quality, the Project was assumed to be analogous to a Congregate Care Facility, as the
Project proposes the installation of improvements to the existing Shelter use. Table 3 provides the screening
levels for reference threshold GHG emissions for the Congregate Case Facility land use type. The Project is
well below the screening criteria. Based on the Project compliance with the City’s qualified CAP and the Project
being well below the BAAQMD screening criteria for operational emissions, it can be concluded that GHG
emissions during Project operation would be less than significant. In addition, based on employee scheduling
and periodic delivery of supplies, existing conditions at the project property include approximately 48 employee
vehicle trips per day in addition to a small number of deliveries and shipments per month (estimated average
of 30 vehicle trips). This value is significantly less than the 110-trip threshold described in the Technical
Advisory. As the estimated continued vehicle trips per day is less than 110, no impact is anticipated as a result
of the improvements proposed to the Shelter. No impact.

Table 3: BAAQMD Greenhouse Gas Settings

Operational BAAQMD
Screening Level

Land Use Type Above Screening Level?

Congregate Care Facility | 657 ksf (ROG) 143 du

Source: Table 3-1, pg. 3-3 BAAQMD 2010 CEQA Guidelines, May 20175.
du = dwelling unit; ROG = reactive organic gases

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.

Sources
1- California Health and Safety Code Section 38505 Greenhouse Gas Definition
(https://codes.findlaw.com/ca/health-and-safety-code/hsc-sect-38505.html)
2- Bay Area Air Quality Management District Final 2017 Clean Air Plan, dated April 19, 2017
(https://www.baagmd.gov/~/media/files/planning-and-research/plans/2017-clean-air-
plan/attachment-a_-proposed-final-cap-vol-1-pdf.pdf?la=en)
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& ENGINEERING
3- Bay Area Air Quality Management District Draft Justification Report: CEQA Thresholds for

Evaluating the Significance of Climate Impacts From Land Use Projects and Plan, dated February
2022 (https://www.baagmd.gov/~/medialfiles/planning-and-research/ceqalfinal-ceqa-thresholds-
report-for-climate-impacts-02092022-alt-pdf.pdf?la=en)

State of California Governor’s Office of Planning and Research -Technical Advisory On Evaluating
Transportation Impacts in CEQA. Dated December 2018 (Technical Advisory on Evaluating
Transportation Impacts in CEQA)

City of Santa Rosa, Climate Action Plan. Adopted June 5, 2012. (htips://www.ca-
ilg.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/santa_rosa-_climate action plan.pdf?1454615039)

Bay Area Air Quality Management District California Environmental Quality Act Air Quality
Guidelines. Dated May 2017 (TN233052 20200521T081028 2017 CEQA Guidelines -

BAAQMD.pdf)
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4.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials:

Less Than

IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project: | somiart |winaitioaton | Sonficant

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous X
materials?
b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions X

involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?

c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile X
of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous
materials sites complied pursuant to Government Code Section X
65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such
a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or X
public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for
people residing or working in the project area?

f) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere with an adopted X
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a X
significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?

SETTING:

A hazardous material is defined by the California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) as:
“Hazardous waste is a waste with properties that make it potentially dangerous or harmful to human health or
the environment. The universe of hazardous wastes is large and diverse. Hazardous wastes can be liquids,
solids, or contained gases. They can be the by-products of manufacturing processes, discarded used materials,
or discarded unused commercial products, such as cleaning fluids (solvents) or pesticides’. Regulations for the
management, handling, use, transportation, and disposal of hazardous waste and materials are administered
by Federal, State, and local governmental agencies. Pursuant to the Planning and Zoning Law, DTSC maintains
a hazardous waste and substances site list, also known as the “Cortese List.”

Within the City of Santa Rosa hazardous waste management is regulated by the Sonoma County Waste
Management Agency (Zero Waste Sonoma) through the Countywide Integrated Waste Management Plan. The
Consolidated Unified Program Agency (CUPA), with the backing of the Santa Rosa Fire Department (SRFD),
manages the acquisition, maintenance, and control of hazardous waste for all activities within the City of Santa
Rosa. The City of Santa Rosa subsequently adopted a Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP)?2 in January 2017.
The City of Santa Rosa has developed this plan to ensure that hazard profiles reflect current conditions and
best available science, that policies in the plan are consistent with current City standards and/or other relevant
regulations. The City has an updated plan consistent with Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
requirements (Federal Disaster Mitigation Act of 2000). The LHMP provides a set of strategies to reduce
vulnerability to disaster through education and outreach programs, the development of partnerships, and
implementation of actions to reduce the impacts from a disaster. As required by the Disaster Mitigation Act, the
City of Santa Rosa updates this Plan at least once every five years and is monitored on an on-going basis by
the Fire Department.

As required by law, the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) map includes areas
of significant fire hazards based on available fuels, terrain, climatic conditions, and proximity to structures. CAL
FIRE’s Statewide and County maps (adopted November 2007) depict Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZs) that
are within the State Responsibility Area (SRA)3. The SRA is the area of the state where the State of California
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is responsible for the prevention and suppression of wildfires. The SRA does not include lands within city
boundaries or under federal ownership. The FHSZs in the SRA are further classified as having a Moderate,
High, or Very High hazard severity. Further, the City approved the “Community Wildfire Protection Plan” in
September 2020, with the purpose to enhance protection of human life safety and reduce the wildfire threat to
community assists such as homes, commercial structures, critical infrastructure, business, and natural & historic
resources within the City*.

The Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) published “Taming Natural Disasters” in 2005, and updated
in 2010, which acts as a multi-jurisdictional local hazard mitigation plan for the San Francisco Bay Area®. The
intent of the plan is to enhance disaster resilience throughout the region, pursuant to the Disaster Mitigation Act
of 2000. The Plan has since been approved by FEMA and formally adopted by ABAG.

Discussed in greater detail below, EBA conducted a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) in
accordance with ASTM Standard Practice E1527-21 for the project site property, the results of which has been
incorporated into the appropriate Sections herein. One of the purposes of this assessment was to identify
Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) associated with the project site. To achieve this objective, EBA’s
assessment included visual observations of the project site and observations of the surrounding properties, a
visual survey for suspect asbestos-containing materials/debris piles/lead-based paint, limited historical land use
review, review of regulatory database listings, and reviews of readily available geologic and hydrogeologic data.
EBA also conducted a regulatory records review, reviewed historical aerial photographs, historical maps,
building permits (upon availability), and contacted and interviewed property representatives and regulatory
agencies, as necessary. Additionally, EBA staff conducted several site visits between May 2022 and May 2023
and consulted with the project site representative, Camron Macdonald. The results of EBA’s assessment of the
project site property identified the following conditions:

e EBA understands that an asbestos survey was conducted at the project site in October 2003 (NorBay
Consulting, 2003)8. The asbestos survey was reportedly conducted prior to interior remodeling planned
for the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building and included the collection of 37 samples of suspect
asbestos containing building materials. Subsequent laboratory analysis identified detectable levels of
asbestos in the following building materials: roofing sealant along edges and parapet walls; baseboard
mastic (brown); black mastic beneath 12” vinyl floor tile; and exterior cementitious panels. All of the
identified asbestos was reportedly non-friable. NorBay Consulting subsequently recommended
abatement of these materials by properly licensed asbestos abatement contractors only in the event of
planned disturbance or removal of these materials.

EBA understands that the identified asbestos containing baseboard mastic and black mastic beneath 12” vinyl
floor tile was abated during the 2005 remodel of the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building, and in 2019 during
replacement of the roof portions containing asbestos were also properly abated and disposed. Since the Project
does not include the removal or disturbance of any building materials within the original Samuel L. Jones Hall
building, no further action with respect to this condition is warranted.

¢ Available records indicate that in May of 2004 ECON conducted a limited Phase || ESA at the project
site property®. The limited Phase Il ESA was reportedly conducted in response to ECON’s Phase | ESA”
that identified two potential recognized environmental conditions (RECs) at the project site; (1) the
potential presence of a small above ground storage tank (AST) located between two former buildings
in the southeast corner of the parcel; and (2) the potential presence of lead-based paint adjacent to the
current building in the northeast corner of the project site (original Samuel L. Jones Hall building). It
should be noted, however, that the former AST appears to have been located on the off-site designated
Samuel Jones Hall Habitat preserve that is not the subject of this assessment. This is evidenced by
ECON'’s Plate 28 showing the locations of soil borings SB-1 through SB-4 being located to the south of
the Annex building and beyond the fencing separating the Annex from the adjacent preserve, and a
review of historical aerial photographs.
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e As part of alimited Phase Il ESA, EBA understands that ECON and Clear Heart Drilling, Inc., reportedly
advanced four soil borings (SB-1 through SB-4) in the vicinity of the former AST that was historically
located to the south of the current Project area. The assessment included the advancement of four
exploratory soil borings to a depth of eight feet below ground surface (bgs) to enable the collection of
soil and groundwater samples. Analytical results from the soil sampling reportedly indicated
concentrations of total petroleum hydrocarbons as diesel (TPHd) ranged between 5.5 milligrams per
kilogram (mg/kg) and 2,000 mg/kg, while total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg) were
detected at concentrations ranging from 1.2 mg/kg and 450 mg/kg. With the exception of Xylenes,
which was detected at 1.2 mg/kg in the soil sample collected from SB-2 at a depth of 10 feet bgs, volatile
organic compounds (VOCs) were not detected at or above respective laboratory reporting limits (LRLs).
Grab groundwater samples were collected from two soil borings (SB-2 and SB-4) and displayed
concentrations of TPHd ranging from 4,800 micrograms per liter (ug/L) to 120,000 ug/L and TPHg
ranging from 1,800 ug/L to 8,700 ug/L. Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes (BTEX) were not
detected above LRLs in any of the groundwater samples. It is important to note that soil samples
collected from the top 5.5 feet were below LRLs for all target analytes, and all soil samples collected
from SB-1, which was the boring nearest the southern boundary of the Project are, were below LRLs
for all target analytes.

Based on EBA’s review of the above information, it appears that the identified soil impacts in the vicinity of the
former AST are limited to depths greater than 5.5 feet and are not present in the boring advanced nearest to
the Project area. However, the extent of soil impacts is undefined and the potential exists for construction
workers to be exposed to petroleum hydrocarbons that have been documented to be present in soil above
regulatory screening levels near the location of the former AST, south of the Project area and off-site. Since
the Project does not include excavation to depths at which groundwater is expected to be encountered, there is
not a likely exposure pathway for construction workers to come into contact with the identified off-site
groundwater impacts. Finally, it is notable that over 18 years have passed since the 2004 Phase Il ESA and,
as such, it is likely that the identified residual petroleum hydrocarbons have attenuated over time. Additional
discussion of this matter is presented in Sections a-b below.

As discussed, during the limited Phase Il ESA shallow soil samples were also reportedly collected around the
perimeter of original Samuel L. Jones Hall building to assess lead concentrations in shallow soils®. A total of
four shallow soil samples, identified as SS-1 through SS-4, were collected and lead was reported in all four
samples at concentrations ranging from 19 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) (SS-4) to 960 mg/kg (SS-1), three
of which are above the applicable regulatory screening levels.

Based on the information discussed above, the potential exists for lead to be present in shallow soils around
the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building at concentrations above regulatory screening levels. Additional
assessment of shallow soils around the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building would be required to further
evaluate this condition. Additional discussion of this matter is presented in Sections a-b below.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a-b). During construction activities at the project site, the temporary use and storage of potentially hazardous
materials including, but not limited to, fuels and lubricants, solvents, paints, and other construction materials
onsite will occur. Although these potentially hazardous materials may be present onsite during construction, the
Project is required to comply with all existing safety regulations governing the transportation, use, handling,
storage, and disposal of potentially hazardous materials. Contractors would comply with applicable federal,
State, and local laws pertaining to the safe handling and transport of hazardous materials, which would minimize
potential spill occurrences. Spills that may occur during construction activities would likely be minimal and
potential adverse effects would be localized. Plans and specifications typically require contractors to clean up
any spills of hazardous materials immediately. Upon completion of the construction activities there will not be
ongoing use or generation of hazardous materials onsite. The impact of a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the
environment would be less than significant. The applicant is required to comply with all federal, state and local
safety regulations governing the transportation, use, handling, storage and disposal of potentially hazardous
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materials. Further, prior to the commencement of construction activities, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) that includes Best Management Practices (BMPs) will be prepared and implemented during all
construction activities (see Section 4.10 Hydrology and Water Quality).

As the project site undergoes grading and/or soil removal during the proposed construction activities,
construction workers within the areas around the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building could be exposed to
elevated concentrations of lead, which is considered a potentially significant impact. Implementation of
mitigation measure HAZ-1 would require that soil sampling and laboratory analytical testing be performed
around the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building to assess if lead is present at elevated concentrations. As
discussed, EBA understands that four shallow surface soil samples were collected around the perimeter of the
original Samuel L. Jones Hall building in May 2004 due to the suspected presence of lead-based paint in building
materials. Lead was reported at concentrations of 960 mg/kg in SS-1, 130 mg/kg in SS-2, 190 mg/kg in SS-3,
and 19 mg/kg in SS-4. Concentrations of lead in shallow soil sample SS-1, SS-2 and SS-3 displayed
concentrations above applicable regulatory screening levels. Three of the four samples collected indicated lead
at concentrations above the applicable regulatory screening levels that would require further assessment.

Once the analysis has been completed, the results would verify whether soils with lead above the applicable
regulatory screening level are present. If the soil screening investigation determines that levels of lead above
applicable established thresholds for human contact are found on-site, removal of soil and confirmation soil
sampling would be required. Implementation of mitigation measure HAZ-2 would require that soils with
concentrations of lead above respective regulatory screening levels be removed and disposed at an
appropriately licensed off-site disposal facility. Following the removal of these soils, confirmation soil sampling
would be required to confirm that soils with lead above respective regulatory screening levels are no longer
present. In the event that soil removal is required, the following actions would be addressed: (1) potential air
quality impacts, and human health impacts; (2) identification of any applicable local regulatory standards which
may be exceeded, including dust and noise levels; and (3) transportation impacts from the removal and disposal
activities.

In addition, during site grading near the southeastern portion of the Project area (adjacent to the parking lot and
private driveway) the potential exists for construction workers to be exposed to petroleum hydrocarbons that
have been documented to be present in soil above regulatory screening levels near the location of the former
AST, south of the Project area and off-site. Available information indicates that the location of the former AST
and soil borings were within approximately 20 feet (SB-1) to 60 feet (SB-3) of the southern boundary of the
Project area and Annex building. Analytical results from the soil sampling reportedly indicated concentrations
of TPHd ranged between 5.5 mg/kg and 2,000 mg/kg, while total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHQ)
ranged between 1.2 mg/kg and 450 mg/kg. With the exception of Xylenes, which was detected at 1.2 mg/kg in
the soil sample collected from SB-2 at a depth of 10 feet bgs, volatile organic compounds (VOCs) were not
detected at or above respective LRLs. Grab groundwater samples were collected from two soil borings (SB-2
and SB-4) and displayed concentrations of TPHd ranging from 4,800 ug/L to 120,000 ug/L and TPHg at
concentrations ranging from 1,800 pg/L and 8,700 pg/L. BTEX were not detected above LRLs in any of the
groundwater samples. However, it is important to note that soil samples collected from SB-1, which was the
boring nearest the southern boundary of the Project are, were below LRLs for all target analytes, and soil
impacts in these areas are indicated to be present at depths greater than 5.5 feet bgs.

Based on the above information, prior to commencement of construction at the project site, implementation of
mitigation measure HAZ-3, which would include preparation of a Soil and Groundwater Management Plan
(SGMP), would be required. The SGMP would be written and all site activities conducted in compliance will all
applicable Local, State, and Federal regulations and guidelines. The SGMP would require field inspections
during subsurface work associated with the Project by the Environmental Professional (EP) or Health and Safety
Officer (HSO) in an effort to identify soils, groundwater, or other encountered materials for the potential presence
of residual petroleum hydrocarbons in shallow soils from the historical operation of the AST. In the event that
such contamination is encountered during construction activities, handling of contaminated materials shall be in
accordance with the SGMP.
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Implementation of mitigation measures HAZ-1, HAZ-2, and HAZ-3 will ensure that potential hazards to the
public or the environment through the transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials will be reduced to less
than significant as a result of the Project. Less than significant impact with mitigation measures
incorporated.

c). The project site is not located within a quarter mile of a school. The nearest school, Wright Charter School,
is located approximately 1,400 feet from the project site property. Wright Charter School serves students in
grades Kindergarten through 6. There are no activities associated with the Project that would pose a threat to
schools from the release or handling of hazardous materials. As such, no impacts related to the emission or
handling of hazardous, or acutely hazardous materials, within one quarter mile of an existing or proposed school,
are expected. No impact.

d). The California Environmental Protection Agency (CAL-EPA) annually updates the California Hazardous
Waste and Substances Site List (“Cortese List”). The DTSC compiles a record of sites to be included on the list,
which is then submitted to the CAL-EPA. According to the March 30, 2023, Radius Map Report'® ordered from
Environmental Data Resources (EDR), the greater project property parcel (3900 Finley Avenue) is included on
a list of hazardous materials sites complied pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 (Appendix E). EBA
also reviewed regulatory agency records and reviewed local, State, and federal regulatory agency lists, including
the State Water Board GeoTracker and DTSC Envirostor websites, to determine the presence of on-site
hazardous materials. EBA also conducted a regulatory records review, reviewed historical aerial photographs,
historical maps, building permits (upon availability), and contacted and interviewed property representatives and
regulatory agencies, as necessary. Additionally, EBA staff conducted several sites visits between May 2022 and
May 2023 and consulted with one of the project site representatives, Camron Macdonald.

EBA’s review of an aerial photograph from 1942 indicated the project site to be in rural residential and
agricultural use. The southwestern portion of the project site is developed with several rural residential and
agricultural structures at this time. The northeastern portion of the property, and Project area subject to this
assessment is not indicated to contain any structures and appears to be open grasslands. Surrounding lands
are generally in rural residential and agricultural uses at this time.

By the time of a 1952 aerial photograph, the project parcel has been developed with two rectangular structures
near the southeastern property boundary, which are reportedly associated with the historical Naval Auxiliary Air
Station (NAAS) for use as barracks. The northeastern portion of the project site is indicated to be open
grasslands with no structures visible. The structures formerly visible near the southwestern boundary of the
project site have been razed by the time of this photograph. The airport runway and numerous structures
associated with the NAAS are visible to the east and southeast of the project site in this aerial photograph. EBA
understands that the NAAS was constructed from November 1942 to mid-1943 and commissioned in June 1943,
and operated continuously until 1946. Following World War 1, NAAS Santa Rosa was reportedly placed into
standby status in 1947 and reactivated for the Korean War in 1950. The station was deactivated again in 1952,
after which Reserve units of the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps continued as tenants. In 1958, the
Navy began transferring parcels to the General Services Administration. In the 1968 aerial photograph, it is
apparent that use of the NAAS has ceased, which is consistent with other historical sources that indicate selling-
off of parcels within the NAAS to private parties for development, which is reported to have begun in 1961 and
continued up through 1985 when the last parcel was sold. The runway at NAAS Santa Rosa was reportedly
used as a private airport from approximately 1966 to 1991 and has been out of use to the present.

The 1973 aerial photograph shows the project site to generally be in the same use and configuration as that
shown in 1968, with the two rectangular buildings and an asphalt parking lot near the southeastern property
boundary, and the remainder of the parcel as open grasslands with no apparent uses or structures. The airport
to the east/southeast appears operational with numerous aircraft visible parked throughout the runway area.

By the time of the 1983 and1985 aerial photographs, the Sam Jones Hall building has been constructed and is
visible near the northeastern portion of the project site, which corroborates information obtained from other
sources which indicate the building was constructed in 1977. The two rectangular buildings formerly present in
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the southeastern portion of the project site have been razed. EBA understands that the Sam Jones Hall building
was in use for office space and training by the County during this time. This use is reported to have continued
up through the mid- to late 1990s. A maijority of the project parcel is open grasslands with no apparent active
uses. Surrounding lands to the north and west appear to be primarily in rural residential use, and the airport
appears to still be active.

In the 1993 aerial photograph, the project site is indicated to be in similar uses and configuration as that shown
in the 1983 and 1985 photographs. Use of the airport to the east/southeast has ceased by the time of this
photograph. Surrounding lands remain in rural residential and agricultural uses.

The 2006, 2009, 2012, 2016, and 2020 aerial photographs indicate the project site and surrounding lands to be
in similar uses and configuration as that shown in the 1993 photograph. An increase in the density of
development of the surrounding lands is apparent in this photograph, particularly to the north and northeast.

According to the EDR Radius Report, the Project property was listed on the following databases:

e The HWTS (Hazardous Waste Tracking System) is the California Department of Toxic Substances
Control's (DTSC) data repository for hazardous waste manifest and ID Number information and is
associated with the historical disposal of polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) and materials containing
PCBs, and asbestos containing materials (ACM) in 2005. DTSC relies on HWTS for issuing and
tracking ID numbers, registering transporters, and providing information to analyze hazardous waste
activities for policy purposes and enforcement. There were no recorded violations associated with this
listing.

e The HAZNET (Hazardous Waste Information System) includes data extracted from the copies of
hazardous waste manifests each year by DTSC. This database listing is also associated with the
historical disposal of PCBs and materials containing PCBs, and ACM in 2005. There were no recorded
violations associated with this listing.

The above database listings occurred following the removal of the referenced materials during minor interior
alterations which were reported to contain PCBs and materials containing PCBs, and ACM in 2005. According
to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, asbestos-containing materials and lead-based paint that is intact
and in good condition can, in general, be managed safely in-place under an Operations and Maintenance
Program until removal is dictated by renovation, demolition, or deteriorating material condition. Prior to any
disturbance of the structures at the project site that would be reasonably expected to disturb asbestos-containing
materials and lead-based paint, a comprehensive survey for such materials by a properly licensed professional
would be prudent. However, the Project does not include any such activities that would disturb buildings
materials associated with the on-site structures. As such, it is unlikely that asbestos-containing materials and
lead-based paint would be encountered during future proposed site improvements and no impact is anticipated.
No impact.

e). The project site is not located within the boundaries of an airport land use plan, nor is it located in direct
proximity to an active private airstrip. The nearest active airport is the Charles M. Schultz Sonoma County
Airport, located over six miles to the northwest of the project site. Therefore, no impacts associated with airport-
related hazards are anticipated. No impact.

f). None of the proposed site improvements are expected to impair the implementation of, or physically interfere
with, an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. Rather the Project as designed
includes the installation of asphalt driveways to improve and accommodate access for emergency vehicles,
including adequate driveway/drive aisle width and turning radii.

California has developed an emergency response plan to coordinate emergency services by federal, state, and
local government, including responding to hazardous materials incidents. The State Office of Emergency
Services (OES) employs a Hazardous Materials Division, which enforces multiple programs that address
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hazardous materials. As discussed above in this document, the City of Santa Rosa has adopted a Local Hazard
Mitigation Plan. The Project does not include any elements that would interfere with an adopted emergency or
evacuation plan and no impacts are anticipated. No impact.

g). Wildland fires are of heighten concern particularly in expansive areas of unmaintained vegetation, brush,
woodland, and grassland. The project site is located within the City’s UGB and surrounded by rural residential
properties and open undeveloped lands. The Project is easily accessible from Finley Avenue from the north,
and Leddy Avenue from the east, which allows for unconstrained emergency vehicle access. The project site is
not located on or near any heavily vegetated steep slopes. There are no parcels in close proximity that are
wildland areas that contain large amounts of vegetation/fire fuel. As noted above, CAL FIRE is required by law
to map areas of significant fire hazards based on fuels, terrain, weather, and other relevant factors3. These Fire
Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) influence how people construct buildings and protect property to reduce risk
associated with wildland fires. The project site is located in a local responsibility area (LRA) meaning an area
where local governments have financial responsibility for wildland fire protection. The nearest areas mapped
as “Moderate/High Fire Hazard Severity Zone” are located over at least four miles away from the project site
property (Figure 7 in Appendix A).

The Santa Rosa Fire Department’s (SRFD) police and fire personnel ensure the safety of local residents. The
City operates 11 fire stations, which are strategically located throughout the community to provide timely
response. The SRFD responds to more than 25,000 calls for service per year, including hazardous materials
incidents. In addition, the City has an agreement with the Rincon Valley Fire District, which integrates its station
on Todd Road into the city-wide response matrix. The Project would be consistent with the most recent version
of the California Fire Code and all roadways would allow for fire apparatus access. In addition, as discussed in
Section 4.20, Wildfire, the Project would not impair evacuation routes or require installation of new infrastructure
to reduce fire hazards. Therefore, impacts related to the exposure of people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires are less than significant. No significant impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:

HAZ-1: In order to mitigate potential significant impacts associated with exposure to soils with elevated lead
concentrations, the applicant shall conduct a Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment to characterize the extent
of lead impacted shallow soils around the perimeter of the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building. Soil samples
shall be collected around the perimeter of the building and submitted for laboratory analysis for lead by a
qualified Environmental Professional (EP). |If lead is detected at concentrations that exceed regulatory
screening levels, additional soil sample collection shall be performed until the lateral and vertical extents of the
lead impacts are defined. Upon completion of the assessment of the lateral and vertical extents of any lead
impacts, a proposal that includes the removal and disposal of all soils containing lead at concentrations above
regulatory screening levels shall be submitted to the Santa Rosa Fire Department (SRFD) and mitigation
measure HAZ-2 implemented.

HAZ-2: In order to remove all soils containing lead above regulatory screening levels, a Phase Ill Remediation
proposal to excavate the lead impacted soils shall be submitted to the SRFD, and appropriate permits and
regulatory approval obtained. The proposed remedial alternative of soil removal will be based on human health
risk standards using residential exposure parameters and include consultation with the SRFD. The remedial
approach of soil removal will also include details regarding the transport and disposal of soils impacted by lead
at concentrations above the applicable regulatory screening levels for a residential land use scenario. Prior to
initiating the soil removal activities, a work plan will be prepared outlining the proposed remedial approach,
which includes a Site Health and Safety Plan (SHSP) that identifies potential hazards, materials handling
procedure, dust suppression measures, necessary personal protective equipment (PPE) and training, and
appropriate monitoring equipment. In addition to measures that protect on-site workers and occupants, the
SHSP will include measures to minimize public exposure to any contaminated soil such as dust suppression
measures, appropriate construction work zone security, restriction of public access to the areas of work, and
posting of appropriate signage. The soils shall be remediated to the satisfaction of the SRFD, and a report of
the Phase Ill Remediation submitted to the SRFD.
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HAZ-3: In order to avoid a potential impact related to exposure to soils with petroleum hydrocarbons, the Project
shall include preparation and implementation of a SGMP. The SGMP will require that a qualified and trained
Environmental Professional (EP) and Health and Safety Officer (HSO) be retained (these may be a single
individual). The HSO will work directly with the EP and will be present on site, as needed, to ensure proper
identification, management characterization, and disposal or onsite reuse of potentially contaminated soil. The
SGMP shall include protocols for the management of residual petroleum hydrocarbon concentrations that may
be encountered during ground disturbing activities, in a manner that is protective of human health and the
environment. The SGMP shall include, at a minimum, the following: health and safety; identification of
contaminated soils; soil sampling and analysis; soil stockpile management; dust control; surface water
protection; and soil disposal. If soils or groundwater encountered are suspected of containing residual petroleum
contamination that require additional remediation, or if potentially hazardous materials are encountered, the EP
will be notified. If the EP confirms the soil or groundwater are contaminated, or if hazardous materials are
encountered, the applicable governing regulatory agency(s) will be notified. Prior to commencement of
construction activities, a meeting shall be held with the property owner/developer, contractors, EP, and HSO to
discuss the implementation objectives of the SGMP. Relevant regulatory agencies shall also be invited. The
SGMP shall be submitted to the SRFD prior to commencement of ground disturbing activities.

Sources

1- California Department of Toxic Substance Control Website. (https://dtsc.ca.gov/defining-
hazardous-waste/)

2- City of Santa Rosa Local Hazard Mitigation Plan. Dated October 2016
(https://srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/3982/Local-Hazard-Mitigation-Plan-Draft-PDF ?bidld=)

3- CAL FIRE FHSV Web Portal (https://egis.fire.ca.gov/FHSZ/)

4- City of Santa Rosa, Community Wildfire Protection Plan. Approved September 18, 2020.
(https://srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/30136/City-of-Santa-Rosa-Community-Wildfire-
Protection-Plan-CWPP 91820)

5- Association of Bay Area Governments, Taming Natural Disasters. Updated 2010
(https://abag.ca.gov/sites/default/files/theplan-chapters-intro.pdf)

6- Norbay Consulting Asbestos Bulk Sampling Results, 3900 Finley Avenue, Santa Rosa, California.
Dated October 6, 2003.

7- ECON Phase | Environmental Site Assessment, Samuel Jones Hall, 3900 Finley Avenue, Santa
Rosa, California. Dated March 5, 2004.

8- ECON Limited Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment, Samuel Jones Hall, 3900 Finley Avenue,
Santa Rosa, California. Dated May 25, 2004.

9- San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board Environmental Screening Levels. Dated
January 2019.

10- Environmental Data Resources Radius Map Report, Samuel L. Jones Hall, 4020 Finley Avenue,
Santa Rosa, California. Dated March 30, 2023.
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4.10 Hydrology and Water Quality:

Less Than
X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project: PN G il

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground X
water quality?

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may X
impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin?

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river,

or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which X
would:
i) result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; X
ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff X
in a manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite;
iii)  create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage X

systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

iv)  impede or redirect flood flows? X

d) Inflood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants
due to project inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control
plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?

SETTING:

The project site is located within the Coast Range Geomorphic Province of northern California. The Coast Range
Geomorphic Province is generally characterized as a series of northwest trending elongated ridges and valleys
that are a result of folding and faulting. The province includes many separate ranges, coalescing mountain
masses, and several major structural valleys. The regional structure of the Coast Range is considered to be a
number of independent fault blocks with different stratigraphic and structural histories™.

The project site lies within the central western portion of the Santa Rosa Plain, a broad alluvial plain bounded
by moderately steep hills of the Coast Range Geomorphic Province of Northern California’. The Santa Rosa
Plain is bordered by the Mayacamas Mountains to the northeast and the Sebastopol Hills to the west. The
Santa Rosa Plain is underlain by alluvial fan deposits of Pleistocene and Holocene age which form a nearly
continuous blanket over the Santa Rosa Plain and consist of poorly sorted coarse sand and gravel, moderately
sorted fine sand and silt, and silty clay*. These alluvial deposits have been reported to extend to depths of
approximately 300 feet. The project site has been mapped as having basement materials that underlie the
alluvial fan deposits that consist of marine sedimentary rocks of the Miocene Age Wilson Grove Formation.
Portions of these rocks may be covered by younger continental sedimentary rocks of the Pliocene-Pleistocene
Age Glen Ellen Formation. A Geologic Map is included as Figure 6 in Appendix A.

The project site lies within the Santa Rosa Valley, Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sub-Basin*®. The Subbasin
covers an area of approximately 80,000 acres and is drained primarily to the west by the Santa Rosa and Mark
West Creeks, which flow into the Laguna de Santa Rosa. The principal water-bearing deposits in the Santa
Rosa Plain consist of the Glen Ellen Formation and the younger alluvium. The stratigraphy of the Glen Ellen
Formation and younger alluvium is typically composed of lenticular sand units interspersed in fine-grained silts
and clays. Groundwater in both deposits is generally unconfined or semi-confined.

The project site is located within the Lower Laguna de Santa Rosa watershed (HUC12: 180101100704), nested
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within the greater Mark West Creek and Russian River watersheds. The nearest mapped surface water body to
the project site is Gravenstein Creek, located approximately 525 feet to the southeast, and which flows
southwesterly into Naval Creek, and eventually into the Laguna de Santa Rosa, located approximately 2.5-miles
to the west. Gravenstein Creek appears to be ephemeral in nature and has minimal channel development. The
Mark West Creek watershed drains runoff from the Mayacamas and Sonoma Mountains to the east and
discharges into the Laguna de Santa Rosa to the west, which drains into the Russian River to the north. The
Russian River discharges to the Pacific Ocean. Other notable watercourses within the project site area are
Naval Creek (0.4 miles to the south of the project site), Riccas Creek (0.5 miles northwest of the project site),
Roseland Creek (0.6 miles southeast of the project site), Santa Rosa Creek (1.7 miles north of the project site),
Colgan Creek (2.3 miles southeast of the project site), and numerous other small and/or unnamed creeks
draining to the Lower Laguna de Santa Rosa. According to the City of Santa Rosa GIS Web Portal, the project
site is not located within a Special Flood Hazard Area (SFHA) (Figure 5, Appendix A).

Many of the creeks within this watershed have been engineered for flood control, including, but not limited to,
Roseland Creek, Colgan Creek, and the main stem Santa Rosa Creek. The aforementioned flood control and
stream maintenance programs are directed and managed by Sonoma Water (formerly known as the Sonoma
County Water Agency). Water quality in these watercourses, including stormwater runoff and sediment input, is
overseen by the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (NCRWQB). The NCRWQCB is responsible
for regulating Section 401 of the Clean Water Act through the issuance of a Clean Water Certification when
development includes potential impact to areas such as creeks, wetlands, or other jurisdictional Waters of the
State. Degradation of water quality or impairment of water quality standards could result in violations. Such
impairments could include fluvial mobilization of sediment into waterways, spills/leaks of petroleum products
from construction activities, rubbish generated during construction activities and/or physical adjustments of
surface waterways. During and following construction activities, best management practices (BMPs) for pollution
control can feasibly be employed to limit and prevent violations of water quality degradation.

The project site development plans utilized The Low Impact Development (LID) Technical Design Manual? as a
set of guidelines for development in Santa Rosa. LID Best Management Practices (BMPs) are small scale,
permanent, and aim to capture, treat, and infiltrate storm water runoff as close to the source as possible via
designed elements with at least 50% vegetated cover in conjunction with standard erosion control measures.
The LID requires certain projects to incorporate sustainable LID strategies that encourage infiltration and
minimize the introduction of pollutants into downstream receiving waters. The City of Santa Rosa has adopted
the LID Manual to satisfy the requirement of their municipal storm water permit. The project is projected to create
approximately 0.89 acres (approximately 38,920 square feet) of new impervious surface which will require
implementation of Permanent Strom Water BMPs at the project site. Additionally, due to the size of the
construction at the project site (greater than one-acre) the project will be required to file a Notice of Intent (NOI)
document with the State Water Resource Control Boards (SWRCB) for a General Permit No. CAS000002 for
Discharges of Storm Water Runoff Associated with Construction Activity (Construction General Permit). The
Construction General Permit requires development and implementation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP), by a qualified SWPPP developer (QSD), which includes BMPs for pollution prevention. Further,
the City of Santa Rosa Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) requires post-construction BMPs
for projects that create or replace 10,000 square feet or more of impervious surfaces. The City of Santa Rosa
also requires compliance with the LID Technical Design Manual?. Bio-retention swales are an engineered design
approach that function as on-site stormwater filtration and infiltration features which reduces stormwater
pollutants via naturally occurring physical and biological processes, and which are incorporated into the project
design.

The Federal Emergency Management Agency’s (FEMA'’s) flood hazard mapping program provides essential
guidance for the City in planning for flooding events and regulating development within identified flood hazard
areas. FEMA’s National Flood Insurance Program is intended to encourage State and local governments to
adopt responsible floodplain management programs and flood measures. As part of the program, the FEMA
defines floodplain and floodway boundaries that are shown on the Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs). The
project site is not mapped or designated as a Flood Hazard Area, as per FEMA FIRM panel 06097C0717G, and
is thus unlikely to experience inundation in a 100-year Flood Event3.
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DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). The construction activities proposed for the project site have the potential to generate temporary impacts to
surface waters via producing sediment and other pollutants that could degrade local surface water quality.
Potential sources of pollution during construction activities include, but are not limited to, fuels, lubricants, oils,
concrete material, metal fragments, litter, and soil sediments. To reduce and mitigate any potential impacts
mobilized or introduced to the project site area during construction, the Project will incorporate BMPs in
compliance with the NCRWQCB Construction General Permit throughout the construction process. Regarding
potential project impacts, it should be noted that the project site is connected to the City of Santa Rosa’s Publicly
Owned Treatment Works (POTW) at an existing connection on the central eastern boundary of the project site
(Master Plan Set Sheet C.1.0); as such, there will be no on-site wastewater discharge. During Project
operations, stormwater runoff from impervious surfaces will be directed to a bioretention swale located centrally
in the Project site. The bioretention swale design will result in the settlement of any onsite suspended oils,
greases, and sediments transported via stormwater runoff, and is a component of the compliance process with
the City’s LID Technical Design Manual'.

The Project will adhere to all requirements set forth by RWQCB Order No. R1-2015-0030 Waste Discharge
Requirements, by retaining a QSD to develop a site specific SWPPP which will utilize the BMPs suitable for the
Project (HYDRO-1). Less than significant impact with incorporation of mitigation measure HYDRO-1.

b). The project site lies within the Santa Rosa Valley, Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sub-Basin*. The Subbasin
covers an area of approximately 80,000 acres and is drained primarily to the west by the Santa Rosa and Mark
West Creeks, which flow into the Laguna de Santa Rosa. The project will be connected to and served by the
City of Santa Rosa water systems to supply potable water for all on-site water needs, which includes
construction activities, indoor use, and outdoor irrigation use. The connection to the City of Santa Rosa water
system will occur in the east central portion of the property, between the two Samuel L. Jones Hall shelter
buildings. The Project is to enhance the existing infrastructure via the construction of auxiliary buildings,
including two modular shower buildings measuring approximately 24-foot by 36-foot and 12-foot by 12-foot,
respectively, and two modular restrooms buildings measuring approximately 12-foot by 60-foot and 12-foot by
36-foot, respectively. Additional Project elements include minor accessory improvement structures associated
with landscaping and waste management, and additional concrete and asphalt pavement surfaces for sidewalks
and parking areas.

The Shelter proposes to operate 24 hours per day, 7 days per week, 365 days per year. Shelter employees will
include one full-time Program Manager who will work Monday through Friday, 8AM to 4PM, and approximately
23 full-time employees who will rotate among three, 8-hour shifts per day. Based on the OWTS Manual, an
employee is anticipated to use 15 gallons of water per day (GPD), this would equate to an average daily Shelter
employee water use of 345 GPD, or 125,925 gallons per year.

The Shelter guest capacity is 138 beds, with an additional 50 bed capacity during winter operations - for a total
of 188 beds, as per the Conditional Use Permit. However, a Santa Rosa City Council declaration made in 2016
regarding the homeless shelter crisis increased the Shelter capacity to 213 total beds. The USGS estimates
average daily household water use to be approximately 82 GPD, per person'®. A conservative (maximum)
estimate of water use, assuming a 100% occupancy rate of the 213 available beds, yields an annual operational
water demand of 6,375,100 gallons per year for potential Shelter guests. Additionally, the Shelter will utilize low
flow and high efficiency fixtures and appliances for interior water use that may result in a lower actual water use
by guests and employees than the water use metric used in this analysis.

The Project will have approximately 18,173 square feet of low water use irrigated landscaping and 4,180 square
feet of bio-retention swale areas (Master Plan Set Sheets L1.01 and L1.02). Irrigation for the landscaping will
consist of low-water/drought-tolerant shrubs, trees, and stormwater management planting (bio-retention swale)
in conjunction with a high-efficiency in-line drip or bubbler irrigation system. Landscaping irrigation demand was
estimated using the Water Use Classification of Landscape Species 111® method with monthly average reference
evapotranspiration values from the California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS; DWR) station
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located in Santa Rosa, California (Station #83). Of the 18,173 square feet of irrigated landscaping,
approximately 9,700 square feet was estimated to be low water use shrubs, 6,060 square feet estimated to be
low water use trees, and 2,413 square feet estimated to be seasonal grasses and forbs, all planted in low to
moderate densities. Using corresponding WUCOLS Il parameter values, the 18,173 square feet of low water
use landscaped area at the project site would use approximately 219,413 gallons per year, equivalent to
approximately 0.67 AFY. The amount of water is anticipated to decrease in the following years due to the
establishment of the plants in their new environment.

The maximum combined operational water demand, including both Shelter operational water use and on-site
Project landscaping irrigation, is estimated to be approximately 6,720,430 gallons per year - or approximately
20.62 acre-feet per year (AFY). In 2020, the City of Santa Rosa supplied 19,387 AF of water to consumers™'.
This value is within the current water supplied by the City of Santa Rosa. The Project would reasonably consume
a maximum of 0.106% of City of Santa Rosa water.

No impact to groundwater recharge from infiltration will take place due to installation of the bioretention swales
on-site. As such, all stormwaters will be either treated prior to discharge to the stormwater drainage system or
will be retained on-site to allow for infiltration to occur in the bio-retention swale. It should be noted that the
project site is mapped as having a moderate to very high groundwater recharge potential’. Due to these factors,
the Project will have no impact on groundwater supplies or interference with groundwater recharge. No impact.

c). There are no water courses located at or adjacent to the project site. The project site is generally flat with
existing microtopographic swales and berms that host nonnative annual grasses and sparse stands of
established native trees and shrubs. The extent to which the native site drainage has been altered by historical
earthwork activities is unknown. c) i) While the Project does plan to implement grading operations prior to
building construction, the minor topographic features at the site will allow engineered controls to mitigate any
potential siltation or sedimentation to nearby watercourses by preventing erosion or siltation on- or off-site
(HYDRO-1). Additionally, the installation of bioretention swales will collect stormwater during operations of the
shelter. c) ii) The Project will increase the area of impervious surfaces at the project site, however during
construction activities, the development and implementation of a SWPPP (HYDRO-1) and the installation of an
onsite bioretention swale during Project construction, the Project design will significantly reduce and prevent
flooding on- or off-site. c) iii) With the implementation of SWPPP (HYDRO-1) the Project will not exceed the
capacity of existing or stormwater drainage systems during construction activities and the installation of
bioretention swales will collect and treat stormwater during the operations of the shelter. c) iv) As discussed
above, the project site does not contain any waterways and it is located approximately 450 feet northwest of the
nearest waterway, and the Project will not impede or redirect flood flow. Less than significant impact with
incorporation of mitigation measure HYDRO-1.

d). The project site is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area as shown on the General Plan (Figure
12-4: Flood Zone Maps) and FEMA'’s National Flood Hazard GIS website (Panel 06097C0717G). Further, the
General Plan’s Figure 12-4 indicates that the project site is not within a 500- year flood zone and it is not within
a dam inundation zone. The project site is situated approximately 17.5 miles from the Pacific Ocean and is not
located within the tsunami or seiche inundation zone. No impact.

e). The Project does not conflict with any water quality control plan or groundwater management plan at the
project site or in the site vicinity as none exist for the Project area. No impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
HYDRO-1 = The Project will have a site-specific Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan developed and
implemented during construction activities.

Sources
1- Cardwell, G.T.. 1958. Geology and Ground Water in the Santa Rosa and Petaluma Valley Areas,
Sonoma County, California. USGS Water Supply Paper 1427.
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2- City of Santa Rosa and County of Sonoma — Storm Water Low Impact Development Technical
Design Manual. Dated August 2011.

3- County of Sonoma, Permit and Resource Management Department, Sonoma County Hazard
Mitigation Plan, Figure 8.5 100-Year Flood Zone. (https://sonomacounty.ca.gov/a/110304)

4- California Department of Water Resources. 1982. Evaluation of Ground Water Resources in
Sonoma County Volume 2: Santa Rosa Plain. DWR Bulletin 118-4.

5- California Department of Water Resources. 2003. Santa Rosa Valley, Santa Rosa Plain Subbasin.
DWR Bulletin 118 Update.

6- California Department of Water Resources. 2000. A Guide to Estimating Irrigation Water Needs of
Landscape Plantings in California.

7- Laguna-Mark West Creek Watershed Planning Scoping Study, Screening Technical Memorandum,
prepared by Winzler & Kelly — GHD for Sonoma County Water Agency, May 2012.
https://evogov.s3.amazonaws.com/185/media/165584.pdf

8- County of Sonoma 100 PRMD - Year Flood Zone Map https://sonomacounty.ca.gov/PRMD/Long-
Range-Plans/Hazard-Mitigation/100-Year-Flood-Zone-Map/

9- County of Sonoma On-site Waste Treatment System Manual, Table 11.1. Version 7.0. August 15,
2019.

10- United State Geological Survey Estimated use of water in the United States in 2015. Water
Availability and Use Science Program. Circular 1441. Dated 2015. Accessed online 3/29/2023.
https://pubs.er.usgs.gov/publication/cir1441

11- City of Santa Rosa 2020 Urban Water Management Plan. City of Santa Rosa and West Yost. June
2021. https://www.srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/35798/UWMP---Complete-document
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4.11 Land Use Planning:

Less Than
XIl. LAND USE/PLANNING Would the project: S | witmitioaon | Srasioan
Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) Physically divide an established community? X
b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a conflict with any

land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of X

avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
SETTING:

The City of Santa Rosa (City) encompasses 41.7 square miles, with an Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) covering
approximately 45 square miles. The City contains the full spectrum of land uses, including residential,
commercial, and industrial. The residential land uses within the City’s UGB account for the largest share of the
overall acreage, occupying about half of the total acreage. Public and open space land uses account for
approximately 4 of the total acreage, with the balance (approximately ¥4 of the total acreage) consisting of
vacant land, commercial, office and industrial uses.

The project site property is located in the southwestern portion of the incorporated limits of the City of Santa
Rosa. Lands surrounding the project site consist primarily of residential and planned community (vacant,
undeveloped) uses. Other minor land uses in the greater project site vicinity include commercial, open space,
public buildings, and light industrial uses. The project site is bordered by Finley Avenue to the north, beyond
which are rural residential properties; to the west by lands in a conservation easement, beyond which is South
Wright Road; to the south by undeveloped lands and rural residential parcels; and to the east by privately-owned
Leddy Avenue, beyond which are undeveloped lands, rural residential properties and a few scattered
commercial uses. General Plan Land Use designations of surrounding lands include “Low Density/Open
Space”, “Medium-Low Density Residential”, “Very Low Density Residential”’, and “Medium Density Residential”".
Farther to the east of the project site, along Corporate Center Parkway, are lands designated “Business Park
and General Industry”. A majority of the lands to the east of the project site, and location of the former runways
and associated infrastructure of the historical Naval Auxiliary Air Station have a “Planned Development” zoning
designation.

Per the Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 Land Use Diagram (October 18, 2016), the project site is designated
“Low Density/Open Space” (Figure 3: General Plan Land Use)- and zoned “Public/Institutional” (Pl) (Figure 4:
Zoning Map). As defined in the Santa Rosa City Code, the “Public Institutional” Land Use designation is defined
as an area or cluster of governmental or semi-public facilities, such as hospitals, utility facilities, and government
office centers, etc2. The Pl zoning district is consistent with and implements the “Public/Institutional” land use
designation of the General Plan.

The project site property has a designated General Plan Land Use of “Low Density/Open Space” which permits
residential development at 2-8 units per acre but also identifies sites as areas with special environmental
conditions or significance, and the Samuel L. Jones Hall site was specifically identified as an appropriate location
by the City of Santa Rosa General Plan. The General Plan allows homeless shelters in any land use category
with a Conditional Use Permit and the improvements proposed herein will not increase the size or footprint of
the existing Shelter. Further, the continued use of the project site as a Shelter use is consistent with the General
Plan Housing Element, Figure 4-1 which designates this site as the Preferred Emergency Shelter Site and
encourages this continued use.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). The Project would not develop new physical features that would remove or hinder mobility and access
within an established community. On the contrary, the proposed Project would incorporate features that would
improve mobility and access along Finley Avenue with required capital improvements, such as new curb and
gutter facilities, bicycle lanes, asphalt parking and striping, a new crosswalk, walking paths along both Finley
Avenue and the adjacent private roadway, and sidewalks. Similarly, the Project does not propose the removal
of an existing road or pathway that could reduce or remove access between a community and outlying areas;
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but rather, as discussed, includes improvements to Finley Avenue to increase access within the Project area.
As discussed herein, the City has agreed to accept an Irrevocable Offer of Dedication from Bi-Lingual
Broadcasting Foundation Inc. for a permanent easement (“Easement”) for sewer, water and access covering
approximately 14,373 square feet of private driveway bordering the eastern boundary of the project site, and
which property is commonly known as Sonoma County APN 035-141-014 (“KBBF Property”). The Easement
provides the right of immediate entry with continued possession and access for the purpose of laying down,
constructing, maintaining, operating, removing, replacing, and improving sewer and water lines, access road,
and appurtenant structures in, upon, over, under, across and through that portion of the KBBF Property
described and depicted on Exhibits ‘A’ and ‘B’ of the referenced Irrevocable Offer of Dedication in Appendix A.
The Easement consists of a strip of land approximately 30 feet wide beginning at the northern side of Finley
Avenue and extends 479 feet in a southerly direction contiguous and parallel with the westerly line of said
private driveway. As such, the Project would have no impact due to the physical division of an established
community. No impact.

b). The Project is required to comply with the Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 and the Santa Rosa Zoning
Ordinance. The Project has been reviewed for consistency with these established regulations and does not
conflict with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect. It is notable that the Samuel L. Jones Hall homeless shelter (Shelter) is currently in
operation at the project site under an existing Conditional Use Permit and that the Project does not propose an
increase in the operating parameters of the currently approved Shelter. The Project is in conformance with the
Goals and Policies of the General Plan, particularly the following Goals and Policies outlined in the Housing
Element of the General Plan3:

e H-A-1 Ensure adequate sites are available for development of a variety of housing types for all income
levels, throughout the City, such as single- and multifamily units, mobile homes, transitional housing,
and homeless shelters.

e H-A-3 Promote conservation and rehabilitation of the existing housing stock and discourage intrusion
of incompatible uses into residential neighborhoods which would erode the character of established
neighborhoods or lead to use conflicts.

e H-A-4 Meet and confer with Sonoma County Planning staff on a regular basis to address housing
needs of lower-income and special needs groups and to coordinate regarding issues including
infrastructure, zoning and land use, annexations, community acceptance strategies, homeless
shelters, farmworkers, persons with disabilities, environmental issues, funding, and impact fees.

e H-D-1 Continue existing programs for persons with special needs, including disabled persons,
developmentally disabled persons, elderly, homeless, large families, single- parent households, and
farmworkers. Programs include the Section 8 Housing Choice Voucher Rental Assistance Program
and funding for services and organizations through the use of Community Development Block Grant
and HOME funds. When funding is available, serve households with special needs through the Housing
Rehabilitation and Conservation Program and the Community Housing Development Organization
(CHDO).

e H-D-9 Support programs that address long-term solutions to homelessness, including job training and
placement, and that provide other supportive services.

e H-D-12 Support programs which address long term solutions to homelessness including job training
and placement and which provide other supportive services.

e Preserve the existing emergency shelter beds and units of transitional and supportive housing
(supported by Policies H-D-1, H-D-8, and H-D-9). This includes 504 beds in emergency shelters, 351
units of transitional housing, and 385 units of permanent, supportive housing.

Given the information discussed above, the Project would have no conflict with any land use plan, policy, or
regulation adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. No impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.
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Sources:

1-City of Santa Rosa GIS Portal — Planning Viewer (Planning Viewer (srcity.org)

2— Santa Rosa City Code, Title 20 Zoning, Chapter 20-26.020

(https://library.gcode.us/lib/santa_rosa ca/pub/city code/item/title 20-division 2-chapter 20 26-

20 26 020)

3- Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, Chapter 4, Housing Element. Dated October 2020
(https://www.srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/24327/Santa-Rosa-General-Plan-2035-PDF---October-
2020)

4.12 Mineral Resources:

Less Than
Xll. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project: S | witmtioaon | Sy

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that X
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?

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

SETTING:

Mineral resource locations and classification of mineral resources were identified within California by the
California Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975'. The classification of mineral resources are based on
their relative value for extraction. According to the Division of Mine Reclamation, California Department of
Conservation there are no mineral resources in or around the project site.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a,b). There are no known mineral resources within the project site boundaries or on lands in close proximity.
The project site has not been delineated as a locally important resource recovery site according to the Santa
Rosa General Plan 2035 and Final Environmental Impact Report2. The project site has not been delineated as
a quarry site or expansion area according to the Sonoma County Aggregate Resources Management Plans.
Development of the project site will not result in the loss of availability of known mineral resources, including
those designated as “locally-important.” The Project will have no impact that results in the loss of availability of
mineral resources. No impacts.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.

Sources
1- Surface Mining and Reclamation Act Website (SURFACE MINING AND RECLAMATION ACT OF
1975)

2- Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 Final Environmental Impact Report. Dated June 2009.
(https://srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/3093/General-Plan-Environmental-Impact-Report-Santa-
Rosa-2035-PDF)

3- Sonoma County Aggregate Resources Management Plan (Maps & Diagrams (permitsonoma.org)
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4.13 Noise:
i L.ess"ll'han
Xlll.  NOISE. Would the project: Simifcant | wit Migatin | Signifcant
Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) Result in the generation of a substantial temporary or permanent

increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in X

excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise

ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
b) Resultin the generation of excessive ground borne vibration or X

ground borne noise levels?

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

SETTING:

Characteristics of Sound

Noise is generally defined as unwanted sound. The standard unit of sound amplitude is the decibel (dB) scale,
a logarithmic scale that describes the physical intensity of the air pressure vibrations which produce sound.
Since the human ear is not equally sensitive to a given sound level at all frequencies, a special frequency-
dependent rating scale is commonly used to relate noise to human sensitivity. The A-weighted decibel scale
(dBA) provides the adjustment that most closely matches the sensitivity of the human ear. In general, human
sound perception is such that a change in sound level of 1 dB cannot typically be perceived by the human ear,
a change of 3 dB is just noticeable, a change of 5 dB is clearly noticeable, and a change of 10 dB is perceived
as doubling the sound level.

Since community noise does not remain static through a typical day, various noise metrics are commonly used
to quantify the effects of noise on people. These metrics generally depend on the total acoustic energy of the
noise and the time of day when the noise occurs. One such metric is known as the “Community Noise
Equivalent (CNEL)”, a measure of cumulative noise in a community, with a 5-dB penalty added to evening
(7:00 PM to 10:00 PM) and a 10-dB penalty addition to nocturnal (10:00 PM to 7:00 AM) noise levels. The
Day/Night Average Sound Level (Ldn or DNL) differs from CNEL only in that the three-hour evening time period
used in CNEL is grouped into the daytime period.

As noise spreads from a source, it loses energy; therefore, the further the noise receiver is from the noise
source, the lower the perceived noise level. Geometric spreading causes the sound level to attenuate, resulting
in a 6 dB reduction in the noise level for each doubling of distance from a single point source of noise to the
noise-sensitive receptor of concern, and noise from a roadway or highway (a line of source) is typically reduced
by approximately 3 dB for each doubling of distance. Noise levels are also reduced by intervening
obstructions—generally, a single row of buildings between the receptor and the noise source reduces the noise
level by about 5 dB.

Noise sources within Santa Rosa primarily include vehicular traffic, aircraft, trains, industrial activities, and
mechanical equipment, including refrigeration units, heating and cooling, and ventilation. Commercial and
general industrial land uses are typically considered the least noise-sensitive, whereas residences, schools,
hospitals, and hotels are considered to be the most noise-sensitive.

The Santa Rosa General Plan Land Use Compatibility Standards (Figure 12-1)" indicates that noise levels for
residential use areas are considered normally acceptable in noise environments up to 50 dB CNEL/Ldn,
conditionally acceptable between 50 and 71 dB CNEL/Ldn, normally unacceptable between 71 and 75 dB
CNEL/Ldn, and clearly unacceptable above 75 dB CNEL/Ldn. The noise standards used by the City of Santa
Rosa include the Land Use Compatibility Standards for Community Noise environment (Figure 12-1), State of
California Noise Insulation Standards (California Code of Regulations, Title 24, Part 2), and applicable
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standards in the City of Santa Rosa Noise Ordinance. General Plan policies address noise attenuation along
major regional/arterial streets through location of land uses, site design, architectural standards, barriers, and
street materials.

The project site is bordered by rural/open space immediately to the south, east and west, a relict air strip and
commercial properties farther to the east, and residential neighborhoods to the north and west, across from
Finley Avenue and South Wright Road, respectively. In addition to residential properties across Finley Avenue
to the north from the project site ais a commercial business at the intersection of South Wright Road and Finley
Avenue. Farther to the north, beyond the residential and commercial properties, is California State Route 12
(SR-12), approximately 0.5 miles north of the project site. The project site is situated approximately 2.75-miles
west of Highway 101, approximately 2.5-miles west of the Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) corridor,
0.5-miles south of Highway 12, and over 6.5-miles south of the Sonoma County Airport.

The primary noise sources that contribute to the ambient noise environment onsite in the project site vicinity
are vehicular traffic on nearby roadways (Finley Avenue and South Wright Road) and commercial businesses
to the north and east of the project site. The project site is located adjacent to two 60-dBA noise contours of
Finley Avenue and South Wright Road (Figure 12-2: Noise Contours, Santa Rosa General Plan). The project
site is located in close proximity to existing sensitive receptors, including residential neighborhoods to the north
and west, the nearest of which is approximately 100 feet away.

Characteristics of Vibration

Vibration refers to ground-borne noise and perceptible motion. Ground-borne vibration is almost exclusively a
concern inside buildings and is rarely perceived as a problem outdoors where the motion may be discernible.
However, without the effects associated with the shaking of a building, there is less adverse reaction. Vibration
energy propagates from a source through intervening soil and rock layers to the foundations of nearby
buildings. The vibration then propagates from the foundation throughout the remainder of the structure. Building
vibration may be perceived by occupants as motion of building surfaces, the rattling of items on shelves or
hanging on walls, or a low-frequency rumbling noise. The rumbling noise is caused by the vibrating walls, floors,
and ceilings radiating sound waves. Building damage is not a factor for normal operation and construction
activities with the occasional exception of blasting and pile driving during construction.

Typical sources of ground-borne vibration are construction activities (e.g., blasting, pile driving, and operating
heavy-duty earthmoving equipment), steel-wheeled trains, and occasional traffic on rough roads. Impacts with
ground-borne vibration and noise from these sources are usually localized to areas within approximately 100
feet of the vibration source, although there are examples of ground-borne vibration causing interference out to
distances greater than 200 feet2. When roadways are smooth, vibration from traffic, even heavy trucks, is
rarely perceptible. For most projects, it is assumed that the roadway surface will be smooth enough that ground-
borne vibration from street traffic will not exceed the impact criteria; however, construction activities have the
potential to result in ground-borne vibration that could be perceptible and annoying. Ground-borne noise is not
likely to be a problem because noise arriving via the normal airborne path will usually be greater than ground-
borne noise.

Ground-borne vibration has the potential to disturb people as well as damage buildings. Although it is very rare
for ground-borne vibration to cause even cosmetic building damage, it is not uncommon for construction
processes such as blasting and pile driving to cause vibration of sufficient amplitudes to damage nearby
buildings2. Ground-borne vibration is usually measured in terms of vibration velocity, either the root-mean-
square (RMS) velocity or peak particle velocity (PPV). RMS is best for characterizing human response to
building vibration, and PPV is used to characterize the potential for damage. Decibel notation acts to compress
the range of numbers required to describe vibration. Vibration velocity level in decibels is defined as:

LV =20 log10 [V/Vref]

where LV is the velocity in decibels (VdB), “V” is the RMS velocity amplitude, and “Vref” is the reference velocity
amplitude, or 1 x 10-6 inches per second (inch/sec) used in the United States.
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Applicable Noise Standards

The applicable noise standards governing the project site include the criteria in the City of Santa Rosa’s Noise
and Safety Element of the General Plan (Chapter 12) and Section Chapter 14 of the City of Santa Rosa
Municipal Code. The City of Santa Rosa also maintains a Noise Ordinance. The noise ordinance restricts
sources that create loud, unnecessary or unusual noise and noise that disturbs neighboring land uses.
Amplified sound systems, machinery, equipment, vehicles, and leaf blowers are some of the sources
specifically regulated by the ordinance.

The following criteria are used to evaluate the significance of environmental noise impacts resulting from the
Project:

e Operational Noise in Excess of Standards. A significant noise impact would be identified if Project
operations would generate noise levels that exceed applicable noise standards presented in the
Santa Rosa General Plan or Municipal Code.

e Permanent Noise Increase. A significant permanent noise increase would occur if Project traffic
resulted in an increase of 3 dBA Leq or greater at noise-sensitive land uses where existing or
projected noise levels would equal or exceed the noise level considered satisfactory for the affected
land use (60 dBA Leq for single-family residential areas) and/or an increase of 5 dBA Leq or greater
at noise-sensitive land uses where noise levels would continue to be below those considered
satisfactory for the affected land use.

e Temporary Noise Increase. A significant temporary noise impact would be identified if construction-
related noise would temporarily increase ambient noise levels at sensitive receptors as follows. Hourly
average noise levels exceeding 60 dBA Leq at the property lines shared with residential land uses,
and the ambient noise level by at least 5 dBA Leq, for a period of more than one year would constitute
a significant temporary noise increase at adjacent residential land uses. Hourly average noise levels
exceeding 70 dBA Leq at the property lines shared with commercial land uses, and the ambient by at
least 5 dBA Leq, for a period of more than one year would constitute a significant temporary noise
increase at adjacent commercial land uses.

e Groundborne Vibration Level. A significant impact would be identified if construction of the project
would expose persons to excessive vibration levels. Groundborne vibration levels exceeding 0.3
in/sec PPV would have the potential to result in cosmetic damage to buildings.

Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 Policy NS-B-4 requires preparation of an acoustical study for new projects in
areas with existing noise levels above 60 dBA DNL and for all new projects that could generate noise impacts
on other existing uses greater than those specified as normally acceptable in the Land Use Compatibility
Standards. As discussed, the project site is located in an area where noise levels are projected to be below 60
dBA. Furthermore, as a Shelter facility the Project is not expected to generate noise impacts on existing
residential land uses in the vicinity that would be above levels identified as normally acceptable for residential
uses, particularly with the noise corridor associated with South Wright Road and Finley Avenue being located
in the immediate site vicinity. As such, an acoustical analysis was not required to be prepared as part of the
Project. Additionally, the nine acre preserve on the western and southern borders of the project property serves
as a natural noise buffer between the project site and the residential neighborhood to the west.

In addition to NS-B-4, the Santa Rosa General Plan includes the following Goals and Policies with respect to
Noise which are applicable to the Project proposing improvements to the Shelter facility:

e NS-B-7: Allow reasonable latitude for noise generated by uses that are essential to community health,
safety, and welfare. These include emergency medical helicopter and vehicle operations, and
emergency vehicle sirens.
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DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). The Project is to enhance the existing infrastructure and Shelter operations via the construction of auxiliary
buildings, including two modular shower buildings measuring approximately 24-foot by 36-foot and 12-foot by
12-foot, respectively, and two modular restrooms buildings measuring approximately 12-foot by 60-foot and
12-foot by 36-foot, respectively. Additional Project elements include minor accessory improvement structures
associated with landscaping and waste management, additional concrete and asphalt pavement surfaces for
a courtyard, sidewalks and parking areas, and roadway markings to improve traffic safety, pedestrian, and
bicycle access along Finley Avenue adjacent to the project site. Ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the
Project will be temporarily increased by construction of the proposed Project elements; however, upon
completion of Project construction, noise associated with Shelter operations is not expected to increase
significantly from current operational noise levels.

Construction Noise

Neither the City of Santa Rosa nor the State of California specify quantitative thresholds for the impact of
temporary increases in noise due to construction. The noise threshold for construction applied to this Project
is based on the 45-dBA noise level, at which speech interference occurs indoors. Construction of the Project
would result in temporary and intermittent noise increases onsite and in the project site vicinity from the use of
construction equipment. Construction noise associated with the Project would be perceptible to established
uses in the immediate vicinity, including residences located across Finley Avenue and South Wright Road from
the project site.

Noise impacts resulting from Project construction depend upon the noise generated by various pieces of
construction equipment, the timing and duration of noise-generating activities, and the distance between
construction noise sources and noise-sensitive areas. Construction noise impacts result principally from when
construction activities are conducted during noise-sensitive times of the day (e.g., early morning, evening, or
nighttime hours), the construction occurs in areas immediately adjoining noise-sensitive land uses, or when
construction occurs over extended periods of time.

Construction of the Project is anticipated to occur over a 4- to 6-month period and would include site
preparation, excavation, grading, trenching, modular building erection, and paving. During each stage of
construction, there would be a different array of construction equipment operating, and noise levels would vary
based on the type, amount, and location of construction equipment in operation. Typical demolition and
construction equipment generates maximum noise levels within the range of 75 to 90 dBA at a distance of 50
feet from the source?. Table 1 (excerpted from the referenced FTA document) demonstrates noise levels from
construction activities and Table 2 shows the range of vibration source levels for construction equipment
commonly used in construction projects.

Table 1: Construction Equipment Noise Emission Levels

Equipment Typical Sound Level Typical Noise Level
(dBA) 50 Feet from (dBA) 100 Feet from
Source Source

Air compressor 81 75
Backhoe 80 74
Compactor 82 76
Concrete mixer 85 79
Concrete vibrator 82 76
Concrete pump 76 70
Crane, mobile 83 77
Dozer 85 79
Generator 81 75
Grader 85 79
Impact wrench 85 79
Jackhammer 88 82
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Loader 85 79
Paver 89 83
Pneumatic tool 85 79
Pump 76 70
Roller 74 68
Saw 76 70

As shown in Table 1, construction activities typically generate noise levels ranging from approximately 75 to
90 dB (decibels) at a distance of 50 feet from the construction activities and ranging from approximately 68 to
82 dB at 100 feet. The noise levels from construction operations generally decrease at a rate of approximately
6 dB per doubling distance from the source.

Construction activities will occur within approximately 100 feet of the nearest existing residential land uses
(north). Given the relatively close proximity, nearby residents may be exposed to elevated noise levels
temporarily during construction activities. However, exposure will be intermittent and will cease altogether upon
completion of the Project. Based on the proximity to existing residential land uses, construction activities have
the potential to generate noise levels exceeding 60 dBA Leq at sensitive receptors surrounding the site during
project construction, which is considered a potentially significant impact. Based on the anticipated construction
schedule of 4- to 6-months, daytime ambient noise levels are not expected to increase by 5 dBA Leq or more
at existing sensitive receptors for a period of more than 6-months. Nonetheless, to minimize potential noise
impacts generated during construction, the Project shall comply with Mitigation Measure NOI-1 which requires
implementation of construction best management practices (BMPs) to reduce construction noise levels
emanating from the site, limit construction hours, and minimize disruptions and annoyances due to noise
exposure. With implementation of Mitigation Measure NOI-1, the Project will not exceed the City’s established
noise standards for construction activities and impacts from temporary construction activities will be less than
significant.

The nearest noise-sensitive land use to the Project are residences located approximately 100 feet to the north
of the project site, across Finley Avenue. Average noise exposure for these residences due to Project
construction would be approximately 83 dBA Leq based on an average distance of 100 feet from construction
activities. While short-term, construction-related noise levels have the potential to be higher than ambient noise
levels in the Project area under existing conditions, the noise impacts would no cease upon the completion of
Project construction, and construction-related noise impacts would remain below the 90 dBA Leq 1-hour
construction noise level criteria established by the FTA for residential uses. This would be considered a
conservative standard to apply to the Project to reduce temporary construction noise impacts on the residences
to the north.

Compliance with the City’s Noise Ordinance would ensure that construction noise does not disturb the
residential uses during hours when ambient noise levels are likely to be lower (i.e., at night). Although
construction noise would be higher than the ambient noise in the Project vicinity, construction noise would
cease to occur once Project construction is completed. As such, construction activity noise impacts are
anticipated to be temporary and less than significant with implementation of mitigation measure NOI-1.

Operational Noise

At operation, the Project would contribute to the ambient noise environment from the introduction of mechanical
equipment, an outdoor courtyard, a covered dog kennel area, and the parking lot. The City of Santa Rosa
Municipal Code Section 17-16.030 defines ambient base noise levels of 55 dBA Leq from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00
p.m., 50 dBA Leq from 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m., and 45 dBA Leq from 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. for single-family
residential areas. Multi-family ambient base noise levels are 5 dBA higher. Commercial ambient base noise
levels are 10 dBA higher.

Mechanical Equipment
Mechanical equipment noise is limited to not exceed the ambient base noise level by more than 5 dBA. This
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analysis assesses mechanical equipment noise generated by the Project against the more conservative
nighttime residential threshold of 50 dBA Leq (5 dBA above the ambient base noise level of 45 dBA). The
principal noise-generating mechanical equipment pertaining to the Project is the installation of a stand-by
generator, which would be used only during emergency circumstances and is thus exempt from the City’s
Municipal Code standards.

Project Design Feature. In order to ensure that interior noise levels remain below the City’s standard of 45 dBA
CNEL, the following project design feature would be required: The Project plans shall confirm that any glass
fagades and curtain walls have a minimum Sound Transmission Class (STC) rating of 46 or an Outdoor/Indoor
Transmission Class (OITC) of 42.

Project-Generated Traffic Noise

Based on General Plan Policy NS-B-14, a significant impact would occur if a) the Project would result in a
permanent noise level increase due to Project-generated increase of 5 dBA Ldn or greater within 250 feet of
sensitive receptors with a future noise level of less than 60 dBA Ldn, or b) the noise level increase is 3 dBA or
greater at sensitive receptors with a future noise of 60 dBA Ldn or greater.

Based on the project site’s proximity to major roadways, which generate higher levels of noise, and the site
location in an area where noise levels are less than 60 dBA, the Project will not site new sensitive receptors in
an incompatible noise environment, and is therefore consistent with the Land Use Compatibility Standards set
forth in the General Plan.

b). Vibration from heavy equipment operation can result in effects ranging from annoyance of people to
damage of structures®. Varying geology and distance will result in different vibration levels containing different
frequencies and displacements?®. In all cases, vibration amplitudes will decrease with increasing distance from
the source. Perceptible ground-borne vibration is generally limited to areas within a few hundred feet of
construction activities®. As seismic waves travel outward from a vibration source, they excite the particles of
rock and soil through which they pass and cause them to oscillate. The rate or velocity (in inches per second)
at which these particles move is the commonly accepted descriptor of the vibration amplitude, referred to as
the peak particle velocity (PPV). Groundborne vibration of 0.3 in/sec PPV is established for older residential
structures and 0.5 in/sec PPV for newer residential structures®. Groundborne vibration is considered barely
perceptible to humans at 0.01 in/sec PPV and severe at 0.4 in/sec PPV3.

Heavy equipment used for Project construction would generate localized vibration in the immediate vicinity of
the construction site. The nearest sensitive receptor to the project site is located approximately 100 feet from
the proposed Project construction activities. The range of vibration source levels for construction equipment
commonly used in similar projects is shown in Table 2 (excerpted from the referenced FTA document) and
represents measurements at a distance of 25 feet from the equipment (Table 12-1)2.

Table 2: Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment

Equipment PPV at 25 feet (in/sec) Approximate RMS Ly' at 25 feet
Hoe ram 0.089 87
Large bulldozer 0.089 87
Caisson drilling 0.089 87
Loaded trucks 0.076 86
Jackhammer 0.035 79
Small bulldozer 0.003 58

It is noted that the types of construction equipment required for construction of the Project tend to generate
vibration levels that dissipate very rapidly with distance, and that the proposed construction would occur at a
distance of at least 100 feet from the nearest residential structure to the north. As such, vibration levels due to
typical construction equipment would be below 0.1 inch per second PPV (peak particle velocity) during Project
construction, and thus the Project would not generate excessive groundborne vibration or noise in excess of
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0.3 in./sec PPV at existing off-site sensitive receptors. Therefore, the Project would not expose people or
structures to excessive ground borne vibration and impacts from groundborne vibration and noise would be
less than significant with implementation of mitigation measure NOI-1.

c). The project site is located adjacent to a relict airstrip; however, the historic air strip is no longer operational
and has a General Plan Land Use of low density residential, medium-high density residential, and retail/medium
residential, and functions primarily as open space. The nearest commercial airport is the Charles M. Schulz
Sonoma County Airport, located approximately 6.5 miles north of the Project Site. The Project would not have
the potential to expose people working on-site to excessive aircraft noise from this airport because the project
site is not located within the airport's takeoff or landing approaches. Employees and shelter occupants would
not be exposed to excessive noise levels as a result of being located within an airport land use plan area or
within the vicinity of a private airstrip. Therefore, no impacts due to excessive airport noise exposure would
occur. No impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:

NOI-1: The following Best Construction Management Practices shall be implemented during all phases of
construction to reduce construction noise levels emanating from the site, limit construction hours, and minimize
disruption and annoyance:

e Limit construction hours to between 7:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday and between
9:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. on Saturdays. No construction activities are permitted on Sundays and
holidays.

e Limit use of the concrete saw to a distance of 50 feet or greater from residences, where feasible.

e Construct temporary noise barriers, where feasible, to screen stationary noise-generating equipment
when located near adjoining sensitive land uses. Temporary noise barriers would provide a 5-dBA
noise reduction if the noise barrier interrupts the line-of-sight between the noise source and receiver
and if the barrier is constructed in a manner that eliminates any cracks or gaps.

e Equip all internal combustion engine-driven equipment with intake and exhaust mufflers that are in
good condition and appropriate for the equipment.

e Unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines shall be strictly prohibited.

e Locate stationary noise-generating equipment such as air compressors or portable power generators
as far as possible from sensitive receptors. If they must be located near receptors, adequate muffling
(with enclosures where feasible and appropriate) shall be used to reduce noise levels at the adjacent
sensitive receptors. Any enclosure openings or venting shall face away from sensitive receptors.

o Utilize "quiet" air compressors and other stationary noise sources where technology exists.

e Construction staging areas shall be established at locations that will create the greatest distance
between the construction-related noise sources and noise-sensitive receptors nearest the project site
during all project construction.

e Locate material stockpiles, as well as maintenance/equipment staging and parking areas, as far as
feasible from existing residences.

e Control noise from construction workers’ radios to a point where they are not audible at existing
residences bordering the project site.

e Designate a "disturbance coordinator" who would be responsible for responding to any complaints
about construction noise. The disturbance coordinator will determine the cause of the noise complaint
(e.g., bad muffler, etc.) and will require that reasonable measures be implemented to correct the
problem. Conspicuously post a telephone number for the disturbance coordinator at the construction
site and include in it the notice sent to neighbors regarding the construction schedule.

Sources:
1- Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 2035, Chapter 12 Noise and Safety, Table 12-1.
2- Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, Table 12-1. Dated
2006 (TRANSIT NOISE AND VIBRATION IMPACT ASSESSMENT (dot.gov))
3- California Department of Transportation, “Transportation and Construction Vibration Guidance
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Manual”, Updated April 2020. (https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/environmental-
analysis/documents/env/tcvgm-apr2020-a11y.pdf)
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4.14 Population and Housing:

Less Than
XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project: PN G il

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly
(e.g., by proposing new homes and/or businesses) or indirectly X
(e.g., through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating

the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? X

SETTING:

As described in the General Plan 2035, Santa Rosa voters approved a five-year Urban Growth Boundary (UGB)
in 1990 and a 20-year UGB measure in 1996, assuring that the current UGB would not be significantly changed
until at least 2016. Santa Rosa’s UGB is effective through 2035. The UGB contains 29,140 acres, a little more
than 45 square miles, and encompasses all incorporated land as well as unincorporated land that may eventually
be annexed into the City. The General Plan assumes all urban development through 2035 will be contained
within the city’s UGB and anticipates the population to reach 233,520 at General Plan build out. In 2022 the
City’s population was approximately 180,189, or 77% of the planned General Plan build out population.

The continued use of the project site as a Shelter is consistent with the General Plan Housing Element, Figure
4-1, which designates this site as the Preferred Emergency Shelter Site. Additionally, the Shelter is consistent
with General Plan Housing Element policies that encourage the development of homeless shelters and funding
for them as follows:

e (H-D-1) Continue existing programs for persons with special needs, including disabled persons, elderly,
homeless, large families, single parent households, and farm workers.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). Implementation of the Project is intended to continue providing a supportive, safe, and stable environment
for persons experiencing homelessness and their families to receive life-changing services needed to break the
cycle of homelessness and improve quality of life. The Project does not include a need for new homes, or other
new businesses that would directly induce population growth, but rather provides shelter for unhoused members
of the greater community. Continued operation of the Shelter facility includes employment for 24 full-time staff
members, and it is assumed that any future additional employees would be local residents who already reside
within the Santa Rosa area. The Project does not induce indirect population growth via the extension of roads
orinfrastructure, or by other means, because new roads and infrastructure are not needed to support the Project.
Therefore, the Project would not directly or indirectly induce population growth in the site vicinity. No impact.

b). The Project does not include the elimination of any existing housing and would not displace existing housing
or people. Rather, the Project provides housing and community services for persons experiencing
homelessness and is thus consistent with stated Goals and Objectives of the General Plan Housing Element.
The Project would not result in the displacement of people or homes because it would be constructed on existing
developed land within the city of Santa Rosa. The construction of replacement housing would not be required;
therefore, no impact would occur. No impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.
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4.15 Public Services:

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable Loss Than

service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any Potentially | Significant | Less Than
Significant | with Mitigation |  Significant

of the pu blic services: Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact
a) Fire protection? X

b) Police protection? X

c) Schools? X
d) Parks? X
e) Other public facilities? X
SETTING:

The City of Santa Rosa provides Police Protection and Fire Protection services within City boundaries. The
Santa Rosa Police Department (SRPD) is responsible for the protection of life and property within the City. The
SRPD provides a variety of law enforcement services and programs, including day-to-day patrol activities,
criminal investigations, traffic enforcement, environmental enforcement, and other specialized operations. The
SRPD consists of four divisions (Administration, Field Services, Special Services, and Technical Services),
consisting of seven Bureaus: Patrol, Investigations, Communications, Records, Technology, Traffic, and
Support Services. There is one SRPD station located at 965 Sonoma Avenue’.

The Santa Rosa Fire Department (SRFD) has a staff of 138 employees that serve a community population of
over 180,000 residents?. According to information available on the SRFD website, there are 10 fire stations
strategically located around the City, and the SRFD responds to more than 26,000 calls for service per year,
specific to fire, emergency medical, rescue, and hazardous materials incidents. The department provides fire
suppression, rescue, first response emergency medical services, operations-level hazardous materials
response, fire prevention, and life-safety services. In addition, the City has an agreement with the Rincon Valley
Fire District, which integrates its station on Todd Road into the citywide response matrix.

The Santa Rosa public school system is comprised of a middle and high school district and nine elementary
districts (Santa Rosa General Plan, Chapter 6 Public Services and Facilities). Santa Rosa City High School
District is a 7-12 district, and the elementary school districts serve grades K-6. The elementary districts include
Bellevue, Bennett Valley, Piner-Olivet, Rincon Valley, Roseland, Santa Rosa City, and Wright. Additionally, the
boundaries of Mark West and Kenwood Elementary School Districts overlap with the Santa Rosa Urban Growth
Boundary (UGB). Students from the elementary school districts later attend Santa Rosa City High School
facilities. Within the Santa Rosa UGB, there are a total of 33 elementary schools, five middle schools, five
comprehensive high schools, and one continuation high school, collectively serving an estimated 16,698
students from kindergarten through 12th grade. According to the General Plan, four new elementary schools
and two new middle schools are anticipated to accommodate Santa Rosa’s growing student population.

The City’s Recreation and Parks Department operates, manages, and maintains a total of 12 community parks,
52 neighborhood parks, three special purpose parks, and six trail parks2. A Place to Play Community Park is
located approximately 1.25-miles from the project site, and Southwest Community Park is located approximately
1.75-miles to the southeast. In addition, the Joe Rodota Trail and the Santa Rosa Creek Trail are located
approximately 2,800 feet and 1.5-miles to the north, respectively. Sonoma County Regional Parks maintains a
number of regional parks and trails within the sphere of influence of Santa Rosa, including Taylor Mountain
Regional Park, Spring Lake Regional Park, Colgan Creek Trail, and Hunter Creek Trail. Annadel State Park is
also located approximately 6-miles east of the project site and Taylor Mountain Regional Park is located
approximately 3.5-miles to the southeast.
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DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a-e). The project site is well served by existing public services and is not expected to result in an increase in
residents, visitors, or employees such that significant impacts would occur. As such, it is not anticipated that an
increase in the need for services from Fire and Police Departments, schools, and parks will be required as a
result of the Project. Increasing demands on public services have been anticipated as part of General Plan
buildout and are met with impact fees that provide funding for the incremental expansion of services.

General Plan policy PSF-E-1 sets forth a 5-minute travel time for emergency response within the City. The
project site is located closest to Santa Rosa Fire Station 8, located at 830 Burbank Avenue (approximately 1.75-
miles northeast). According to the General Plan (Chapter 6, Figure 6-3), two new fire stations are planned to be
constructed in the future, one of which would be located at the corner of Kawana Springs Road and Franz Kafka
Avenue. The Project’s addition of vehicle trips to the adjacent grid street network is not expected to cause a
reduction in travel speeds that would result in significant delays for emergency vehicles. Five-minute response
times are expected to be achieved due to the redundancy of approach access, the ability of emergency response
vehicles to override traffic controls with lights, sirens, and signal pre-emption, and to travel in opposing travel
lanes in congested conditions. Therefore, impacts to police and fire protection services as a result of the Project
would be less than significant.

There are several community schools within the project site vicinity, including Wright Charter School, Robert L.
Stevens School, Cook Junior High School, and Roseland Elementary School. In addition, the SRJC Roseland
campus is located to the northwest of the project site property. The Project does not include any new housing
and, as such, would not result in an increase in students or require additional school services or expanded
facilities. Given the information above, nearby schools will not experience significant impacts to school
enroliment as a result of the Project.

Project development will not impact local or regional parks, nor require the construction or provision of new or
expanded parks or other public facilities. As discussed, the Project does not include any new housing and, as
such, would not trigger the need for new or expanded parks, recreational facilities, or other public facilities
eliminating any environmental impacts due to the physical construction or expansion of such facilities.

Given the above information, the Project will not result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of or need for new or physically altered parks or other public facilities. As such, the Project will
have no impacts on acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the
public services. No significant impacts.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.

Sources
1- City of Santa Rosa Police Department Website (About Us | Santa Rosa, CA (srcity.org)
2- City of Santa Rosa Fire Department Website (About Us | Santa Rosa, CA (srcity.org))
3- City of Santa Rosa Recreation and Parks Department Website (Find a Park | Santa Rosa, CA

(srcity.org)

86|Page




\\ ENGINEERING

4.16 Recreation:

Less Than
R . Potentially Significant Less Than
XVI. RECREATION. Would the project: Significant | with Mitigation |  Significant

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

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

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

SETTING:

The City of Santa Rosa offers numerous recreational opportunities, including public plazas, gathering places,
and neighborhood, community, citywide, and special purpose parks and facilities. The City has many
established parks and new parks are being developed to meet the needs of the growing community. According
to the Santa Rosa General Plan, the City has a total of approximately 531 acres of neighborhood and community
parks, 170 acres of undeveloped parkland, and 14 community and/or recreational facilities (as of 2008).

The City of Santa Rosa is also located in close proximity to regional parks operated by the County of Sonoma
and State of California, including Spring Lake (Sonoma County Regional Park), Taylor Mountain Regional Park
and Open Space Preserve (Sonoma County Regional Park), and Annadel (State Park), which offer a variety of
recreational opportunities.

The City’s General Plan identifies a parkland ratio of 3.5 acres per 1,000 residents. Based on the 2035 buildout
population of 233,520 and the proposed parks facilities that will occupy 864.15 acres in aggregate, the City park
facilities will achieve a ratio of 3.7 acres at General Plan build-out, thereby exceeding the park ratio standard.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a,b). The Project is not expected to result in significant impacts to parks or recreational facilities. The project
site vicinity is served by existing and approved parks and recreational facilities, including A Place to Play, located
approximately 1.25-miles to the north, Village Green Park, located approximately 2,200 feet to the northeast,
and the Youth Community Park, and Southwest Community Park, located approximately 2,000 feet to the
southeast. In addition, the City of Santa Rosa has plans to develop Roseland Creek Community Park, which
will be approximately 1.75-miles to the east of the project site. The existing recreational facilities are sufficient
to meet active and passive recreational demands.

The Project will not substantially increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks such that physical
deterioration of facilities would occur or be accelerated. Potential impacts to recreational facilities within the
City of Santa Rosa as a result of new development have been identified and analyzed under the General Plan
EIR. The General Plan EIR determined that build out within the City’s Urban Growth Boundary (UGB) will have
a less than significant impact on recreational facilities, and it does not recommend any mitigation measures for
potential impacts to parks and recreation beyond those policies outlined in the Santa Rosa General Plan 2035.
Because the Project will not induce any significant population growth and is within the population growth
anticipated in the General Plan, further demands on recreational amenities are not anticipated. As such, no
impacts related to the increased use, deterioration, construction or expansion of recreational facilities are
expected as a result of the Project. No impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.
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4.17 Transportation:

Less Than
XVI. TRANSPORTATION. Would the project: PN G il

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

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

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA guidelines section

15064.3 (b)? X
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature
(e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible X
uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
d) Resultin inadequate emergency access? X
SETTING:

The project site is situated near the southeast corner of the intersection of Finley Avenue and South Wright
Road. South Wright Road is a north-south oriented collector road and represents the western City of Santa
Rosa boundary in the vicinity of the project site!. A major four-way intersection between South Wright
Road/Fulton Road and California State Route 12 (SR12), an interregional east-west highway corridor that
dissects the City of Santa Rosa, is located approximately 0.7-miles north of the project site'. As per the General
Plan 2035, westbound SR12 from the intersection is a two-lane collector road, whereas eastbound SR12 from
the intersection is a four-lane highway with a center median and guardrails’. According to the California
Department of Transportation 2020 reported traffic volumes on SR12 at the intersection of Wright/Fulton Roads
was 34,000 Annual Average Daily Trips (AADT)*. This vehicular traffic figure is corroborated by the Sonoma
County Transportation Authority (SCTA) Sonoma County Travel Behavior Study reported traffic volumes on SR
12 (SCTA, 2020)?. Sebastopol Road, a collector road south of and paralleling SR12, is located 0.4 miles north
of the project site'. Sebastopol road, along with other nearby collector and local roads, provides access to
nearby goods and services most immediately accessible to the northeast of the project site towards the City of
Santa Rosa. The Joe Rodota Trail, a paved off-road pedestrian and bicycle trail (Class | shared use path, as
per the Santa Rosa 2035 General Plan designation) that parallels SR12 and connects Sebastopol and Santa
Rosa, routes approximately 0.7-miles north of the project site and provides easy pedestrian access between
the project site and services along the Sebastopol Road corridor?.

Santa Rosa CityBus is the principal public transit service within Santa Rosa and is operated by the City of Santa
Rosa to provide regularly scheduled fixed-route service to residential neighborhoods, major activity centers, and
service facilities® 3. All Santa Rosa CityBus vehicles contain wheelchair lifts or ramps to provide accessibility to
disabled persons. Transit service centers operate from four transit hubs within Santa Rosa: the Downtown
Transit Mall, Southwest Community Park, Eastside Transfer Station (Montgomery Village), and the Westside
Transfer Station®. The nearest transit center to the Project is the Downtown Transit Mall, located approximately
three miles northeast of the project site3. The nearest bus route to the project site is route 2B, which operates
on a regular 15-minute and 30-minute scheduling interval and includes a bus stop (SR80147) near the
intersection of Finley Avenue and South Wright Road, located approximately 300 feet west of the project site
along Finley Avenue3. There are no sidewalks along Finley Avenue, however, there are concrete medians that
separate a walkway along the north and south shoulders of Finley Avenue which extend from the Project location
to South Wright Road, providing separation between pedestrian and vehicular traffic. Santa Rosa CityBus routes
2/2B operate along Sebastopol Road, where route 2B loops through the Project area and route 2 makes an
alternative loop to the east of the Project area3. Other bus routes in the greater Project area include Santa Rosa
CityBus route 15, along Stony Point Road, and route 6, along Fulton Road and West Third Street. All of the
aforementioned Santa Rosa CityBus routes link to the Downtown Mall Transit Center and operate on either 30-
minute or 60-minute regularly scheduled intervals3.

Effective July 1, 2020, vehicle miles traveled (VMT) is the primary metric for evaluating transportation impacts
under CEQA. The Governor’s Office of Research (OPR) has published guidance that a 15% reduction in VMT
per capita, relative to the regional average, be used as a significance threshold. Land use projects generally
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should be presumed to cause a less-than-significant transportation impact if they are within one-half mile of
either an existing major transit stop or a stop along an existing high-quality transit corridor. The project site is
located near a high-quality transit corridor and is situated along a public transportation bus route with frequent
service intervals™3. Also, projects that decrease VMT in the Project area compared to existing conditions should
be presumed to have a less-than-significant transportation impact. According to a Technical Advisory released
by the Governor's Office of Planning and Research, the land use projects of interest in VMT analysis are
residential, office, and retail (OPR, 2018). In general, Shelter employees are presumed to be from the greater
Santa Rosa area population. The Project elements of adding accessory modular shower and restroom facilities
and landscaping within the Project area would not cause significant additional traffic in the area, would have no
impact on existing transportation dynamics, and has a high likelihood of reducing offsite trips for guests due to
an increase in the level of onsite services offered to Shelter guests.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). The normal and existing operations of the Project generate approximately 48 vehicle trips by employees to
the property each day (24 employee shifts arriving and departing from the project site each day), an estimated
30 vehicle trips a month for incoming and outgoing shipments by vendors and/or distributors, and a temporary
increase during construction activities. The vehicle trips would be roughly split between the morning peak
transportation period, the afternoon peak transportation period, and a low traffic period for the night shift.
According to the California Department of Transportation 2020, reported traffic volumes for SR12 at the
intersection of Wright/Fulton Roads was 34,000 AADT. As SR12 currently accommodates 34,000 vehicles per
day and current Shelter operations include 48 daily employee vehicle trips, the Project would represent no
impact on traffic during the peak transportation periods. In addition, the Shelter is currently in operation, and
since the improvements discussed herein would not alter the existing Shelter capacity, there would be no impact
to current vehicle trips per day. Further, there are multiple bicycle and pedestrian options to access the project
site, including Sebastopol Road, which contains Eastbound and Westbound bike lanes and pedestrian
sidewalks, and the Joe Rodota Trail, which provides options for non-motorized transportation to the property.
The Project does not include any components that would remove or change the location of any sidewalk, bicycle
lane, ride sharing or public transportation facility, but rather incorporates roadway markings on Finley Avenue
for improved pedestrian and bicycle access and safety.

Based on the relatively low number of vehicle trips estimated as part of the Project, the Project is not anticipated
to result in a degradation of the LOS for South Wright Road, Finley Road, SR12, or Sebastopol Road — the four
principal access corridors to the project site. The Project is not anticipated to conflict with Transportation and
Circulations goals, policies, ordinances, and programs outlined in Section 5 of the City of Santa Rosa’s General
Plan (City of Santa Rosa, 2003). There is a high likelihood that the Project will, in fact, reduce VMT by Shelter
guests due to improvements to onsite services (e.g., hygienic facilities, improved accessibility to maintained
landscaped space, a dog kennel facility, secure bicycle parking, etc.) that guests might otherwise seek offsite.
Additionally, sufficient onsite parking for employees will be provided, and employees will be encouraged to utilize
existing mass transit and non-motorized transportation to the project site. In addition, the Project is well aligned
with elements of the general plan that may reduce required VMT by shelter guests; specifically, PSF-A-1 - which
directs the provision of recreation and park facilities and services needed by various segments of the population.
By improving the onsite level of service to shelter guests, the Project will both improve facility access to an
underserved segment of the population and simultaneously reduce the frequency of required offsite
transportation, thus having a positive effect on transportation and public services facilities elements of the
General Plan. No impact.

b). The CEQA guidelines § 15064.3 dictates criteria for analyzing transportation impacts for land use and
transportation projects. The regional transportation planning agency for Sonoma County is the SCTA. Under
its authority, SCTA submits an updated Comprehensive Transportation Plan (CPT) to various State agencies
every five years for review. As noted in Section 4.8 Greenhouse Gas Emissions, EBA utilized the Technical
Advisory for a screening threshold for small projects “that generate or attract fewer than 110 trips per day
generally may be assumed to cause less-than-significant transportation impacts” (OPR, 2018). With the Project
projected to have approximately 48 employee vehicle trips per day in addition to a small number of deliveries
and shipments per month (estimated 30 vehicle trips), this value is significantly less than the 110-trip threshold
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described in the Technical Advisory. In addition, the project site is located within one-half mile of either an
existing major transit stop or a stop along an existing high-quality transit corridor, there are multiple bicycle and
pedestrian options to access the project site, Finley Avenue contains concrete barrier between pedestrian and
vehicular traffic, and is in close proximity to the Joe Rodota Trail, which provides options for non-motorized
transportation to the property, all of which can decrease VMT. Finally, it is important to note that the Project
does not include any components that will increase the current number of employees and Shelter occupants.
Less than significant impact.

c). All activities associated with the Project are the development of accessory annex buildings, resurfacing, and
landscaping which would occur entirely within the project site and would not involve an increase in hazards due
to design features or driving or operating farm equipment on public roads. The Project does not propose any
sharp curves or other components that would increase hazards due to a design feature. Therefore, the Project
would not substantially increase hazards due to any design features (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment). No impact.

d). Finley Avenue is a small collector street accessed via the more significant collector streets of South Wright
Road and Sebastopol Road. Finley Avenue is not an essential service route for emergency services given its
offset location from the major transportation corridor of SR12 and the connecting collector streets of South
Wright Road and Fulton Road. The traffic associated with the Project will not result in significant restrictions on
emergency access. Upon completion, the project site will have 32 asphalt parking spaces (including two ADA
compliant spaces) and a designated loading zone which will ensure emergency vehicles have room to
maneuver. It should be noted that the project site already includes an emergency turn-around. With the addition
of the proposed parking spaces and loading/unloading zones, as well as a fire truck turnaround, driveways at
the project site will remain free of any hindrances to emergency vehicle movement at the property. Further,
internal circulation driveways at the project site would provide emergency vehicle access to all portions of the
property without having to turn around. The Project would not result in inadequate emergency access. No
impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.

Sources

1- Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 2035, Chapter 5 Transportation, Figure 5-2

2- Sonoma County Transportation Authority. 2020. Sonoma County Travel Behavior Study.
February 7, 2020. Prepared by Fehr Peers.

3- Santa Rosa CityBus. 2021. Santa Rosa CityBus Schedule Map. Updated 08/08/2021. Accessed
online at_https://www.srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/32978/Map-080821-Schedule

4- California Department of Transportation. 2020. Caltrans Traffic Census. Accessed online
3/31/2023 at_https://dot.ca.gov/-/media/dot-media/programs/traffic-
operations/documents/census/aadt/2020-traffic-volumes.xIsx
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4.18 Tribal and Cultural Resources:

XVIIl. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project cause
a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section
21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is
geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the

Less Than

landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a Potentialy | Significant | LessThan
California Native American tribe, and that is: s IR St | Nommpact
a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined X

in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

b) 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 forth in subdivision (c) of X
Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

SETTING:
According to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 21074, a resource is a tribal cultural resource if it is either:

1. Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes, sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe that are either of the following:

a. Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical Resources; or
b. Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in PRC Section 5020.1(k).

2. Aresource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to
be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in PRC Section 5024.1(c). In applying the criteria set forth in
PRC Section 5024.1(c), the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California
Native American tribe.

3. A cultural landscape that meets the criteria of PRC Section 21074(a) to the extent that the landscape is
geographically defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape.

4. A historical resource described in PRC Section 21084.1, a unique archaeological resource as defined
in PRC Section 21083.2(g), or a “non-unique archaeological resource” as defined in PRC Section
21083.2(h), if it conforms with the criteria of PRC Section 21074(a).

Origer conducted a Cultural Resources Study (CRS) in June 2022 (Origer, 2022). The CRS includes a review
of cultural resources, including buildings, structures, objects, sites, and districts, as defined by the State Office
of Historic Preservation (OHP). These were reviewed through records searches, eligibility for listing in the
National Register of Historic Places (NHRP), historic and modern maps and aerials, project area geology and
soils, and a field survey conducted by a qualified archaeologist. In addition, as discussed in Section 4.5, at the
request of FIGR, Origer returned to the project site property on August 17, 2023, to perform a field survey so
that FIGR staff could be present. Origer, FIGR and City of Santa Rosa staff walked the project site property
and discussed the proposed improvements. FIGR staff indicated that they did not have any concerns about the
proposed improvements at the project site property.

Origer conducted a records search at the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) on April 26, 2022 (NWIC File
#20-1790). Sources of information included but were not limited to the current listings of properties on the
National Register of Historic Places, California Historical Landmarks, California Register of Historical
Resources, and California Points of Historical Interest as listed in the OHP’s Historic Property Directory and the
Built Environment Resources Directory.
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As reported by Origer, archival research found that the study area has been subjected to previous cultural
resources studies. Ten additional studies are reported to have been conducted within a quarter mile of the study
area. Origer reported that there are two recorded cultural resources within a quarter mile of the study area.
Origer additionally reported that the Santa Rosa Auxiliary Naval Air Station, P-49-001801, once encompassed
the study area. The facility was evaluated and found ineligible for the National Register (Origer, 2022).

Origer noted that there are no reported ethnographic sites within one mile of the study area (Origer, 2022).

As noted by Origer, a review of 19t and 20t-century maps show no buildings within the study area. The Samuel
Jones Hall Annex, reportedly constructed in 1977, served as a United States Army Reserve Center. The project
site property was subsequently acquired by the City of Santa Rosa in 2003 and the building was remodeled in
2005 for use as a homeless shelter.

Based on landform age, Origer’s analysis of the environmental setting, and incorporating Byrd et al. analysis of
sensitivity for buried sites, Origer noted that there is the lowest (<1) potential for buried archaeological site
indicators at the project site property (Origer, 2022).

Field surveys were conducted by Origer on June 7, 2022, and August 17, 2023, which included a surface
examination consisting of walking in 15-meter transects and the use of a hoe to expose the ground surface.
Ground visibility for most of the study area was reported by Origer to be poor with vegetation and a building
being the primary hindrances. The field survey of the study area, as reported by Origer, found no archaeological
site indicators and no buried archaeological specimens or soils were observed in the auger boring. Itis important
to note that during the August 17, 2023, field survey FIGR stated that they did not have any concerns about the
proposed improvements at the project site property.

Based on the results of their cultural resources study, Origer reported that no recommendations were warranted.
However, in keeping with CEQA guidelines, Accidental Discovery protocols should be followed during
development activities at the project site if archaeological resources are uncovered.

On May 3, 2022, Origer submitted a Sacred Lands File & Native American Contacts List Request to the NAHC.
On June 30, 2022, NAHC responded to the request and indicated that the Sacred Lands File was completed for
the Project site with negative results. The NAHC provided a list of Native American tribes with traditional lands
or cultural places located within the boundaries of Sonoma County to contact for further information.

As part of the Cultural Resources Study performed by Origer, naotification letters were sent to the following
groups:

Cloverdale Rancheria of Pomo Indians of California
Dry Creek Rancheria of Pomo Indians

Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria (FIGR)
Guidiville Band of Pomo Indians

Kashia Band of Pomo Indians of the Stewarts Point Rancheria
Lytton Rancheria of California

Middletown Rancheria of Pomo Indians of California
Mishewal-Wappo Tribe of Alexander Valley
Muwekma Ohlone Indian Tribe of the SF Bay Area
Pinoleville Pomo Nation

Robinson Rancheria of Pomo Indians

The City’s Project Manager for this Project stated that tribes that wanted to be notified of this Project expressed
an interest in knowing when the archaeologist would perform fieldwork. A date and time were scheduled in
advance to provide the opportunity for the tribes to be present for field work. No tribal representatives were
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present for the survey. As discussed above, Origer subsequently scheduled a return field visit on August 17,
2023, to accommodate a request by FIGR to be present during the survey. During the field survey FIGR stated
that they did not have any concerns about the proposed improvements at the project site property.

No other responses were received. A log of contact efforts is appended to the Cultural Resources Report in
Appendix C.

As discussed, the FIGR responded to their notification on December 30, 2021, and indicated that the Project is
located within their ancestral territory and requested the results of research efforts and recommendations. FIGR
also requested the opportunity to accompany Origer during their field survey. A return visit to complete a field
survey with FIGR was conducted on August 17, 2023.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a,b). As described above in the Cultural Resources discussion (Section 7.5), the Cultural Resources Study did
not identify resources onsite that were listed or eligible for listing. Therefore, the Project would have less than
significant impacts on a tribal cultural resource that is listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section
5020.1(k).

As described above, the City of Santa Rosa carried out AB 52 consultation with FIGR. FIGR requested the
opportunity to accompany the Cultural Resources consultant during their assessment of the property that
occurred on August 17, 2023.

No tribal cultural resources were encountered during the cultural resources field surveys conducted onsite and
the project site was identified as having the lowest sensitivity for buried sites high potential to contain buried
tribal cultural resources. However, in keeping with CEQA guidelines for Accidental Discovery, if archaeological
resources are uncovered work at the place of discovery should be halted immediately until a qualified
archaeologist can evaluate the finds (§15064.5[f[). In addition, if human remains are encountered, excavation
or disturbance of the location must be halted in the vicinity of the find, and the county coroner contacted. If the
coroner determines the remains are Native American, the coroner will contact the NAHC.

Mitigation Measure TCUL-1, set forth below, ensures that all measures provided under the Cultural Resources
discussion above are implemented. Measure TCUL-1 provides protection of cultural resources, including Tribal
Cultural Resources, in the event of discovery. Therefore, the proposed project would have less than significant
impacts on Tribal Cultural Resources.

Mitigation Measure TCUL1. To protect tribal cultural resources that may be encountered during construction
activities, the Project shall implement Accidental Discovery protocols. Less than significant impact with
incorporation of mitigation measure TCUL-1.

MITIGATION MEASURES:

TCUL-1: If archaeological resources are encountered during site development activities, work at the place of
discovery should be halted immediately until a qualified archaeologist can evaluate the finds ( § 15064.5 [f]).
Prehistoric archaeological site indicators include: obsidian and chert flakes and chipped stone tools; grinding
and mashing implements (e.g., slabs and handstones, and mortars and pestles); bedrock outcrops and boulders
with mortar cups; and locally darkened midden soils. Midden soils may contain a combination of any of the
previously listed items with the possible addition of bone and shell remains and fire-affected stones. Historic
period site indicators generally include: fragments of glass, ceramic, and metal objects; milled and split lumber;
and structure and feature remains such as building foundations and discrete trash deposits (e.g., wells, privy
pits, dumps).

The following actions are promulgated in the CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(d) and pertain to the discovery
of human remains. If human remains are encountered, excavation or disturbance of the location must be halted
in the vicinity of the find, and the county coroner contacted. If the coroner determines the remains are Native
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American, the coroner will contact the NAHC. The NAHC will identify the person or persons believed to be most
likely descended from the deceased Native American. The most likely descendent makes recommendations
regarding the treatment of the remains with appropriate dignity.

Sources:
1- City of Santa Rosa, 2009. Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, Chapter 11_(Cover Final.indd
(srcity.org)

2- Origer, 2021. Cultural Resources Study for the Samuel Jones Hall Annex Improvements at 4020
Finley Avenue, Santa Rosa, , California. Dated June 30, 2022.

3- Public Resources Code__ § 21074. Public Resources Code  Definitions
(https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/codes_displaySection.xhtml|?lawCode=PRC&sectionNum
=21074 #:~:text=21074.,are%20either%200f%20the %20following % 3A&text=(b)%20A%20cultural
%20landscape%20that,and%20scope%200f%20the%20landscape)

4- Public Resources Code__§ 21080.3.1. Public Resources Code Definitions
(https://leginfo.leqislature.ca.gov/faces/codes displaySection.xhtml?lawCode=PRC&sectionNum
=21080.3.1.)
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4.19 Utilities and Service Systems:

Less Than
XIX.  UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project: PN G il

Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

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 telecommunications facilities, the X
construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and
reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and X
multiple dry years?

c) Resultin 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 demand in addition to the
provider’s existing commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in
excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair X
the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction
statutes and regulations related to solid waste?

SETTING:

The City of Santa Rosa collects development impact fees for water, wastewater, storm drains, and other public
utility infrastructure. The one-time impact fee is intended to offset the cost of improving or expanding city facilities
needed to accommodate new private development by providing funds for the expansion or construction of
capital improvements. The project is subject to all applicable development impact fees.

The project site utilized the Low Impact Development (LID) Technical Design Manual as a set of guidelines for
development in Santa Rosa. LID Best Management Practices (BMPs) are small scale, permanent, and aim to
capture, treat, and infiltrate storm water runoff as close to the source as possible via at least 50% vegetated
cover in conjunction with standard erosion control measures. The LID Manual requires certain projects to
incorporate sustainable LID strategies that encourage infiltration and minimize the introduction of pollutants into
downstream receiving waters. The City of Santa Rosa has adopted the LID Manual to satisfy the requirement
of their municipal storm water permit. The Project is projected to create approximately 0.89 acres (approximately
38,920 square feet) of new impervious surface which will require implementation of Permanent Strom Water
BMPs at the project site. The project site will be developed with bio retention swales that have been designed
with a volume retention component to capture runoff during light precipitation events. During higher intensity
rain events, runoff volumes that exceed the bio retention swale storage capacity will enter the overflow inlet and
be conveyed to the storm drain system at the north-central edge of the project site, which discharges to a
roadside drainage ditch that flows westward along Finley Avenue, and eventually into the Laguna de Santa
Rosa. It should be noted that approximately nine acres of the project parcel is a preserved natural area under
an existing conservation easement and will continue to operate as a low-gradient natural drainage to support
listed sensitive, threatened, and endangered species and natural habitats in perpetuity.

Utilities would extend to the new buildings via existing utility easements. Wastewater would be accommodated
via the installation of new sanitary sewer laterals that would connect to existing lines located in the northeastern
corner of the project site. The new sanitary sewer lines would collect wastewater generated onsite and convey
flows through the existing sanitary sewer system to the wastewater processing plant for treatment.

Potable water would be accommodated via the installation of new water laterals that would connect the proposed
modular shower and restroom facilities to the existing infrastructure at the project site and water supply lines
along Finley Avenue.
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Water Supplies

The City of Santa Rosa is a retail water supplier to approximately 54,000 residential and commercial accounts
within the Santa Rosa service area and receives a vast majority of its potable water supply from Sonoma Water
under the Restructured Agreement for Water Supply'. Sonoma Water exercises a water right to divert up to 92
million gallons per day from the Russian River, with a maximum annual diversion of 75,000 acre-feet per year
(AFY), subject to minimum flow thresholds and permit requirements overseen by the California Department of
Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) and the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB)'. Sonoma Water also
manages water levels in the Lake Sonoma reservoir, which offers up to 245,000 AFY of water supply storage
capacity'. Additionally, Sonoma water utilizes three groundwater extraction wells in the Santa Rosa Plain which
supply an average additional 3,870 AFY'. Under the current operational agreements, Sonoma Water delivers
water through the agency’s transmission and delivery system to eight major water contractors, of which the City
of Santa Rosa is the largest. Sonoma Water delivers water from the Russian River to the City via the Santa
Rosa Aqueduct'. Under current agreements, the City of Santa Rosa has an entitlement to receive up to 56.6.
million gallons per day, up to a maximum annual volume of 29,100 AFY".

The Wohler-Mirabel Water Supply Facilities, located adjacent to the Russian River southwest of Healdsburg,
consists of six collector wells which pump water from the Russian River alluvium and then distribute the water
through its aqueduct system to various cities within Sonoma and Marin Counties?. Additionally, Sonoma Water
has seven vertical groundwater wells in the Santa Rosa Plain Groundwater Sub-basin aqueduct, with a total
capacity of approximately seven- to ten-million gallons per day, which is used on an as-needed basis during
periods of drought or when Russian River supplies are otherwise constrained?.

Pursuant to the Urban Water Management Plan Act, the City of Santa Rosa’s Utilities Department is required to
prepare an Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) on a 5-year basis. The 2020 Santa Rosa UWMP, adopted
by the City in June 2021, addresses the City of Santa Rosa’s water system, and includes a description of the
water supply sources, historical and projected water use, and a comparison of water supply to water demands
during normal, single-dry, and multi-dry years through 20453. Currently, there are three existing sources of water
supply for the City of Santa Rosa: entitlement from Sonoma Water for potable water, groundwater from the
City’s potable water wells, and Recycled water (non-potable) from the Santa Rosa Regional Water Reuse
System. Included in the UWMP are projected water uses for the next 25 years, it should be noted that the City
elected to use a 25-year projection horizon instead of the mandatory 20-year horizon3. In 2020, the City of Santa
Rosa supplied 19,387 AF of water to consumers, whereas the anticipated annual water demand in 2045 is
25,097 AFY, representing a projected increase of approximately 5,700 AFY3. The City’s current and historical
annual purchases from Sonoma Water are well below the maximum water entitlement of 29,100 AFY, as per
the Restructured Agreement for Water Supply with Sonoma Water. It is noted that the projected 2045 buildout
water demand of 25,097 AFY in the City’'s UWMP is also less than the 29,100 AFY entitlement to the City of
Santa Rosa. The City’s plans for providing additional supply beyond their allotment are discussed in the City’s
2020 Urban Water Management Plan, which includes the use of the City’s groundwater resources?®.

The City of Santa Rosa currently has a total of six groundwater supply wells within the Santa Rosa Plain sub-
basin, but only two are active wells which are permitted by the SWRCB to supply potable water. One of the
wells can be used only during emergencies, and the remaining three wells are currently used for landscape
irrigation - but could be utilized for emergency purposes. It is estimated that the annual groundwater pumpage
volumes of 1,550 to 2,300 AFY are available, if needed.

To ensure that the City of Santa Rosa maintains an adequate available water supply to meet the water demand
as the City continues to build out the General Plan, policy PSF-F-6 stipulates the need for routine evaluation of
the City’s long-term water supply strategies and implementation of appropriate growth control measures, as
necessary’.

The Project will be connected to and served by the City of Santa Rosa water systems to supply potable water
for all on-site water needs, which includes construction activities, indoor use, and outdoor irrigation use. The
connection to the City of Santa Rosa water system will occur in the east central portion of the property, between
the two existing Samuel L. Jones Hall shelter buildings. The Project is to enhance the existing infrastructure and

96 |Page




EBA

onsite services via the construction of auxiliary buildings, including two modular shower buildings measuring
approximately 24-foot by 36-foot and 12-foot by 12-foot, respectively, and two modular restrooms buildings
measuring approximately 12-foot by 60-foot and 12-foot by 36-foot, respectively. Additional Project elements
include minor accessory improvement structures associated with landscaping, waste management, covered
dog kennels, and secure bicycle storage, and additional concrete and asphalt pavement surfaces for sidewalks
and parking areas.

The Shelter will continue to operate 24 hours per day, 7 days per week, 365 days per year. Shelter employees
include one full-time Program Manager who works Monday through Friday, 8AM to 4PM, and approximately 23
full-time employees who rotate among three, 8-hour shifts per day. Based on the OWTS Manual, an employee
is anticipated to use 15 gallons of water per day (GPD), this would equate to an average daily Shelter employee
water use of 345 GPD, or 125,925 gallons per year.

The Shelter guest capacity is 138 beds, with an additional 50 bed capacity during winter operations - for a total
of 188 beds, as per the Conditional Use Permit. However, a Santa Rosa City Council declaration made in 2016
regarding the homeless shelter crisis increased the Shelter capacity to 213 total beds. The USGS estimates
average daily household water use to be approximately 82 GPD, per person (USGS, 2015). A conservative
(maximum) estimate of current water use, assuming a 100% occupancy rate of the 213 available beds, yields
an annual operational water demand of 6,375,100 gallons per year for potential Shelter guests.

The Project will have approximately 18,173 square feet of low water use irrigated landscaping (Master Plan Set
Sheets L1.01 and L1.02). Irrigated landscaping will consist of low-water/drought-tolerant shrubs, trees, and
stormwater management planting (bio-retention swale) in conjunction with a high-efficiency in-line drip or
bubbler irrigation system. Landscaping irrigation demand was estimated using the Water Use Classification of
Landscape Species Il (WUCOLS llI; DWR, 2000) method with monthly average reference evapotranspiration
values from the California Irrigation Management Information System (CIMIS; DWR) station located in Santa
Rosa, California (Station #83). Of the 18,173 square feet of irrigated landscaping, 9,700 square feet was
estimated to be low water use shrubs, 6,060 square feet estimated to be low water use trees, and 2,413 square
feet estimated to be seasonal grasses and forbs, all planted in low to moderate densities. Using corresponding
WUCOLS Il parameter values, the 15,000 square feet of low water use landscaped area at the project site
would use approximately 181,025 gallons per year, equivalent to approximately 0.56 AFY. The amount of water
is anticipated to decrease in the years following planting due to the establishment of the plants in their new
environment.

The maximum combined operational water demand, including Shelter operational water use and onsite Project
landscaping irrigation, is estimated to be approximately 6,682,900 gallons per year - or approximately 20.51
acre-feet per year (AFY). This value is well within the current water available from Sonoma Water. Based on
Sonoma Water's Schedule of Actual Water Deliveries, during the fiscal year of 2020-2021 the City of Santa
Rosa purchased 16,570 acre-feet of water. The Project would reasonably consume a maximum of 0.124% of
the volume of water delivered by the City of Santa Rosa in fiscal year 2020-2021.

Wastewater

The Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant (WTP) services a population of approximately 240,000 in the City of
Santa Rosa and the surrounding area. The water recycling facility produces tertiary recycled water in compliance
with the California Department of Health Services. As detailed in the Annual Report 2019 the WTP received
approximately 7.48 billion gallons of sewage with an average of 20.49 million gallons of sewage per day. Using
these figures to estimate an average per capita wastewater treatment for the City of Santa Rosa and the
surrounding area, the WTP treats an average of 85 gallons per day (GPD) of wastewater per capita.
Approximately two-thirds of the recycled water produced at the WTP was utilized by the Geysers hydrothermal
steam field, which produces renewable energy. The remaining one-third of the recycled wastewater is used for
urban and agricultural irrigation. An Incremental Recycled Water Program (IRWP) has been approved and will
be implemented as growth occurs. With the IRWP in place it is expected that the treatment capacity for the plant
will increase to 25.79 mgd, 18.25 mgd of which will be allocated to the City of Santa Rosa for beneficial reuse.
The 2020 UWMP anticipates increasing the use of recycled water from 110 AFY in 2020 to 140 AFY in 2025.
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Storm Drains

Within the City of Santa Rosa, storm drains convey runoff from impervious surfaces, such as streets, sidewalks,
and buildings, routing storm water via six drainage basins into the Laguna de Santa Rosa. These waters are
untreated and can transport contaminants picked up along the way, including, but not limited to solvents, oils,
petroleum products, and sediments. Stormwater discharge and maintenance activities are regulated and
monitored under a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit. The City’s Stormwater
Ordinance, set forth in Chapter 17-12 of the City’s Municipal Code, establishes the standard requirements and
controls on the storm drain system. All existing and proposed development must adhere to the City’s Stormwater
Ordinance, as well as the policies set forth in the General Plan including:

PSF-1-1 Require dedication, improvement, and maintenance of stormwater flow and retention areas as a
condition of approval.

PSF-1-2 Require developers to cover the costs of drainage facilities needed for surface runoff generated as a
result of new development.

PSF-I-3 Require erosion and sedimentation control measures to maintain an operational drainage system,
preserve drainage capacity, and protect water quality.

PSF-I-4 Require measures to maintain and improve the storm drainage system, consistent with goals of the
Santa Rosa Citywide Creek Master Plan, to preserve natural conditions of waterways and minimize paving of
creek channels.

PSF-1-6 Require implementation of Best Management Practices to reduce drainage system discharge of non-
point source pollutants originating from streets, parking lots, residential areas, businesses, industrial operations,
and those open space areas involved with pesticide application.

Solid Waste

The City of Santa Rosa currently contracts with Recology Sonoma Marin to provide collection of solid waste,
organic waste, and recyclable materials. . However, it should be noted that the contract for solid waste collection
services could change to another waste collection contractor in the future. Recology collects both residential
and commercial waste and delivers it to a transfer station at 500 Meacham Road in Petaluma. The solid waste
generated by the City of Santa Rosa is then transferred to the Redwood Landfill in Marin County, Keller Canyon
Landfill in Contra Costa County, or the Potrero Hills landfill in Solano County. Per the California Integrated Waste
Management Act (Assembly Bill 939), Sonoma County adopted an Integrated Waste Management Plan
(ColWMP) with the goal of achieving a 70 percent diversion rate by 2015.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). Utilities and Service Systems

The Project is to enhance the onsite services provided by existing infrastructure via the construction of accessory
buildings, including two modular shower buildings measuring approximately 24-foot by 36-foot and 12-foot by
12-foot, respectively, and two modular restrooms buildings measuring approximately 12-foot by 60-foot and 12-
foot by 36-foot, respectively. Additional Project elements include minor accessory improvement structures
associated with landscaping, stormwater drainage, waste management, covered dog kennels, secure bicycle
storage, and additional concrete and asphalt pavement surfaces for sidewalks and parking areas. While the
Project would not directly increase the occupancy capacity of the shelter, the Project would generate additional
demand for utilities to provide more and improved onsite services, including water, wastewater, storm drain
infrastructure, and energy. The project site is well served by existing utilities, which will be expanded onsite to
provide services to new uses.

As noted above, the wastewater generation from the Project would be a maximum of approximately 2,168 GPD
if the Shelter is occupied at full capacity, including full-time employees. This number falls well within the capacity
of the existing sanitary sewer lines and the City’s WTP. The Project’s influence on wastewater was anticipated
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in the General Plan and has been considered for operating capacity of the WTP (20.94 million gallons per day).
The increase in wastewater generated by the proposed use at the project site is well within the flow capacity
analyzed as part of the General Plan. As such, the Project will not cause or exceed wastewater treatment
requirements set forth by the Regional Water Quality Control Board, nor is the Project expected to necessitate
the expansion or construction of water or wastewater treatment facilities.

The existing water supplies and infrastructure are adequate to meet the demands of the Project without the
need for expansion. Water demand for the proposed activities on-site will be limited via the installation of efficient
landscaping irrigation, drought tolerant landscape vegetation, and water-efficient fixtures and appliances,
consistent with requirements established by the CalGreen Building Code. The Project’'s water demands are
anticipated in the General Plan and the recent 2020 UWMP and would not increase the City’s water needs
beyond what has already been anticipated.

The existing water supply and wastewater treatment system have adequate capacity to meet the new demands
generated by the Project. Therefore, the Project will have less than significant impacts related to the adequacy
or capacity of water supply facilities and wastewater treatment facilities.

Improvements proposed by the Project that will increase impervious surfaces include the accessory building
footprints and paved courtyard and parking lot surfaces. Although the proposed development will result in an
increase in impervious surfaces relative to existing conditions, the Project has been designed in accordance
with the City’s Standard Urban Storm Water Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) guidelines that encourage the integration
of Low Impact Design (LID) measures into site designs. These designs include the installation of bioretention
swale systems. The new storm drainage infrastructure (including bioretention systems) would be installed to
accommodate the increases in impervious surfaces that would result from the Project. On-site improvements
such as the bioretention swale systems would capture storm water runoff and enhance natural percolation and
recharge rates. Excess volumes of storm water runoff would enter the overflow piping within the bioretention
system and convey the flows towards the roadside ditch/storm drain lines on Finley Avenue, directing excess
flows to the Laguna de Santa Rosa.

The Project is well served by existing infrastructure and all utilities, including electricity, natural gas, and
telecommunication facilities. Therefore, impacts related to the relocation, construction, or expansion of utilities
will be less than significant.

b). Construction activities will require water for dust suppression, as per mitigation measure AQ-1, and would
also be used for soil compaction. Construction water volumes would be minimal and would not require new or
expanded water supplies or entitlements. Following construction, the Project will utilize water from the City’s
water supply system to meet daily on-site water demands. Potable water would be connected to the City’s water
supply system via the installation of new water laterals to existing on-site and City of Santa Rosa water supply
infrastructure on Finley Avenue.

The maximum water consumption the Project will utilize is approximately 18,310 GPD (20.51 AFY), accounting
for employee, landscaping, and guest water use, and assuming 100% occupancy rates, which will likely vary by
season. However, it should be noted that the Project does not include an increase in the population allowed by
the existing approved use. The increase in on-site water demand resulting from the Project is consistent with
projected water use in the General Plan and the 2020 UWMP'- 3, The existing entitlements for water supplied to
the City are sufficient to continue to meet the needs of Santa Rosa during normal, dry, and multiple dry years in
addition to the water demands generated by the project’. Consequently, impacts due to insufficient water
supplies would be less than significant.

c) The Laguna Wastewater Treatment Plant (WTP) services a population of approximately 240,000 in the City
of Santa Rosa and the surrounding area. The water recycling facility produces tertiary recycled water in
compliance with the California Department of Health Services. As detailed in the Annual Report 2019, the WTP
received approximately 7.48-billion gallons of sewage with an average of 20.49-million gallons of sewage per
day. Approximately two-thirds of the recycled water produced at the WTP was utilized by the Geysers
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hydrothermal steam field, which produces renewable energy. The remaining one-third of the recycled
wastewater is used for urban and agricultural irrigation. An Incremental Recycled Water Program (IRWP) has
been approved and will be implemented as growth occurs. With the IRWP in place it is expected that the
treatment capacity for the plant will increase to 25.79 mgd, 18.25 mgd of which will be allocated to the City of
Santa Rosa for beneficial reuse. The 2020 UWMP anticipates increasing the use of recycled water from 110
AFY in 2020 to 140 AFY in 2025. Given that the Project is to construct accessory buildings to the existing,
operational Shelter structures at the Samuel L. Jones Hall, there will be no additional guest capacity due to the
Project, and thus a less than significant impact on the ability of the local wastewater treatment facility to
accommodate additional wastewater inputs.

d,e). The Project will not significantly add to the generation of solid waste relative to current Shelter operations,
as the Project is to add accessory buildings to improve the level of service offered at the Shelter and will not
result in an increased guest capacity. The Project is required to adhere to all regulations governing the disposal
of solid waste. Construction-related waste will be reduced through the development of a construction waste
management plan.

The City of Santa Rosa currently contracts with Recology to provide collection of solid waste, organic waste,
and recyclable materials. However, it should be noted that the solid waste contractor could change in the future.
Recology collects both residential and commercial waste and delivers it to a transfer station at 500 Meacham
Road in Petaluma. The solid waste generated by the City of Santa Rosa is then transferred to the Redwood
Landfill in Marin County, Keller Canyon Landfill in Contra Costa County, or the Potrero Hills landfill in Solano
County. Per the California Integrated Waste Management Act (Assembly Bill 939). Although the waste stream
generated by the Project is expected to increase during construction and operation, it is not expected to exceed
landfill capacity and is not expected to result in violations of federal, state, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste. Therefore, the disposal of solid waste resulting from Project construction and operations
would be in compliance with all federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations
related to solid waste, and thus have a less than significant impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.

Sources

1- City of Santa Rosa, 2009. Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, Section 6-6 — Water Supply.

2- Sonoma Water (formerly Sonoma County Water Agency). (https://www.sonomawater.org/water-
supply). Accessed online 6/14/2023.

3- City of Santa Rosa 2020 Urban Water Management Plan. City of Santa Rosa and West Yost. June
2021. (https://www.srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/35798/UWMP---Complete-document)
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4.20 Wildfire:
XX. WILDFIRE. If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands Less Than
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the Potentially | Significant | Less Than
o . Significant | with Mitigation |  Significant
prOJect. Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or

. X
emergency evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate
wildfire risks, and thereby expose project 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 exacerbate fire risk X
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 landslides, as a result of X
runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?

SETTING:

Santa Rosa is susceptible to wildland fires due to the steep topography, abundant fuel load, and climatic
conditions, particularly along the northern and eastern edges of the City. The areas that are most susceptible to
fire hazards are located near Fountaingrove Parkway (in the east), Escalero Road (in the northeast), south of
Oakmont Drive (in the east), and north of Eliza Way (in the east); these areas are designated as “Very High Fire
Hazard Severity Zone” (VHFHSZ) within a Local Responsible Area (LRA) by CAL FIRE (Figure 7).

In October 2017, the Tubbs Fire (Central LNU Complex) burned approximately 36,807 acres in the northern and
eastern portions of the City. Residents were exposed to direct effects of the wildfire, such as the loss of a
structure, and to the secondary effects of the wildfire, such as smoke and air pollution. Smoke generated by
wildfire consists of visible and invisible emissions that contain particulate matter (soot, tar, water vapor, and
minerals) and gases (carbon monoxide, carbon dioxide, nitrogen oxides). Public health impacts associated with
wildfire include difficulty in breathing, odor, and reduction in visibility. In subsequent years, multiple wildfires
ignited and spread throughout Sonoma County including the 2020 Glass Fire, which burned along the eastern
flank of Santa Rosa.

As discussed in section 4.9 Hazards/Hazardous Materials, there are no parcels in close proximity that are
wildland areas which contain large amounts of vegetation or fire fuel. As noted previously in this document,
CAL FIRE is required by law to map areas of significant fire hazards based on fuels, terrain, weather, and other
relevant factors. These Fire Hazard Severity Zones (FHSZ) influence how people construct buildings and protect
property to reduce risk associated with wildland fires. The project site is located in a local responsibility area
(LRA), designating an area where local governments have financial responsibility for wildland fire protection.
The nearest areas mapped as “Moderate/High Fire Hazard Severity Zone” are located over at least four miles
away from the project site property (Figure 7).

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

a). Primary vehicular access to the project site would be provided from Finley Avenue to the north. The Project
would include new driveways, which will improve access to and within the project site property, and via a
permanent public utility and access easement over a portion of the adjacent private driveway to the east
pursuant to the Irrevocable Offer of Dedication. As discussed in Section 4.9, the Project would not conflict with
or obstruct an adopted emergency response plan but, rather, would improve access to the project site property.
In compliance with the City Code and the California Fire Code, all the Project roadways/driveways would be
accessible for fire trucks and emergency vehicles. As such, impacts would be less than significant. Less than
significant impact.
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b). Topography at the project site is relatively flat. The Project will result in the conversion of a majority of the
undeveloped portions of the project site to asphalt and concrete surfaces, stabilized decomposed granite, or
low-lying vegetative-grassy and landscaped surfaces with interspersed bio-retention areas. As such, the
Project would not exacerbate wildfire risks due to development on a severe slope. The BAAQMD collects wind
speed data from the City of Napa, which is approximately 25 miles southeast of Santa Rosa. The area is located
in a similar climate as Santa Rosa, and thus has similar average wind speeds. The BAAQMD data
demonstrates an average wind speed of 5.67 mph from August 2018 to July 2019 (the most recent available
data). The project site would be expected to experience similar wind speed conditions as experienced in Napa
and would not be susceptible to significantly high wind speeds that could exacerbate risk of spreading wildfires.
Given that the project site is not located in or near an area of steep terrain nor experiences consistent high
winds, the project site would not be prone to greater wildfire risk than other properties in the vicinity. No impact.

c). The project site is not located in an SRA or in an area designated as a “Very High Fire Hazard Severity
Zone” in an LRA and is bordered by Finley Avenue to the north and a privately owned asphalt driveway to the
east. Adjacent to the south and west of the project site are lands in a habitat preserve that do not contain large
amounts of vegetation/fire fuel. The Project does not include any road or fuel breaks and would not require
emergency water sources as potable water is currently provided by the City. Proposed asphalt driveways,
concrete walking paths, and irrigated vegetative cover at the project site would further reduce the risk of wildfire
due to the reduction of fuels at the property. No impact.

d). The project site and surrounding area is relatively flat and does not contain steep slopes. Although areas
within the City of Santa Rosa have experienced significant damage from recent wildfires, the project site has
not previously been directly damaged. Additionally, the project site does not contain post-fire slope instability
nor is it directly downslope from affected areas. As such, the Project would not expose people to significant
risks of downslope or downstream flooding. No impact.

MITIGATION MEASURES:
No mitigation required.

Sources
1- California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CalFire). 2008. Fire and Resources Assessment
Program Map. https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/media/6820/fhszl_map49.pdf
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CHAPTER 5.0 - CONCLUSIONS

5.1 Mandatory Findings of Significance:

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than

XXI.MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. Significant | with Mitigation | Significant
Impact Incorporation Impact No Impact

a) 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 X
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?

b) 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 X
viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of
other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects).

c) Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or X
indirectly?

DISCUSSION:

a). 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 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?

Less than significant with mitigation incorporated. The Project may result in impacts associated with air
quality, biological resources, cultural resources, hazards/hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, and
tribal cultural resources that would be significant if left unmitigated. Implementation of mitigation measures as
outlined in the respective sections of this ISMND would mitigate all potential impacts on these resources to
levels that are less than significant.

With implementation of the Mitigation Measures listed herein and summarized in the attached Table 5.2
in Appendix F (Mitigation and Monitoring Reporting Program [MMRP]), impacts would be less than
significant.

b). 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 with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects).

Less than significant impacts with mitigation incorporated. Implementation of mitigation as outlined in this
ISMND would reduce all potentially significant impacts to less than significant. Given that all impacts to a less
than significant level with mitigation and given the Project’s minimal size, the incremental effects of this Project
are not considerable relative to the effects of past, current, and probable future projects. Therefore, the Project
would not result in cumulatively considerable impacts, and impacts would be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.
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c). Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on human
beings, either directly or indirectly?

Less than significant with mitigation incorporated. The Project has been designed to avoid significant
environmental impacts. This study reviewed the Project’s potential impacts involving each of the issues included
in the environmental checklist. As concluded in these assessments, the Project would not result in any
significant impacts related to these issues or include any development that would result in any direct or indirect
impacts on humans with the implementation of appropriate mitigation measures. With implementation of
mitigation measures as discussed herein, the Project is not expected to result in any substantial adverse direct
or indirect effects on human beings. No significant impacts with implementation of mitigation measures.
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5.2 Discussion of Mitigation Measures, Monitoring and Reporting Program:

In accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), the following Mitigated
Negative Declaration (MND) and Initial Study for the Project located at 4020 Finley Avenue in
Santa Rosa, California was prepared. The MND indicates that the potential adverse
environmental impacts of the Project, in terms of air quality, biological resources, cultural
resources, hazards and hazardous materials, hydrology and water quality, noise, and tribal and
cultural resources could be reduced to below levels of significance or minimized with the
implementation of mitigation measures.

Section 21081.6 of the Public Resources Code (PRC) and CEQA Guidelines section 15097
require the Lead Agency for each project which is subject to CEQA to monitor performance of the
mitigation measures included in any environmental document to ensure thatimplementation does,
in fact, take place. The PRC requires the Lead Agency to adopt a monitoring and reporting
program that is designed to ensure compliance during project implementation. In accordance
with PRC Section 21081.6 and CEQA Guidelines section 15097, the following Mitigation
Monitoring Reporting Program has been prepared and will be implemented for the Samuel L.
Jones Hall homeless shelter improvements. Listed in Table 5.2 in Appendix F are the mitigation
measures or standard conditions, responsible parties, time frame for implementation, and
monitoring parties.
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City of Santa Rosa, Community Wildfire Protection Plan. Approved September 18, 2020.
(https://srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/30136/City-of-Santa-Rosa-Community-Wildfire-
Protection-Plan-CWPP 91820)

City of Santa Rosa, Creek Trails of Santa Rosa Map & Guide.
https://srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/14844/Santa-Rosa-Creek-Trails-Map---English

City of Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, 2020
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(https://srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/24327/Santa-Rosa-General-Plan-2035-PDF---October-
2020)

City of Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, Figure 12-3. Dated October 2020
(https://www.srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/24327/Santa-Rosa-General-Plan-2035-PDF---
October-2020)

City of Santa Rosa Local Hazard Mitigation Plan. Dated October 2016
(https://srcity.org/DocumentCenter/View/3982/Local-Hazard-Mitigation-Plan-Draft-PDF ?bidld=)

City of Santa Rosa Tree Preservation Ordinance, Chapter 17-24
(http://gcode.us/codes/santarosa/view.php?topic=17-17 24&showAll=1&frames=on)

County of Sonoma GIS Portal
(https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/64d531fc0e654c19a40a172a074a5640/page/Hazard
s/?views=Earthquake)

County of Sonoma On-site Waste Treatment System Manual, Table 11.1. Version 7.0. August
15, 2019.

County of Sonoma, Permit and Resource Management Department, Sonoma County Hazard
Mitigation Plan, Figure 8.5 100-Year Flood Zone. (https://sonomacounty.ca.gov/a/110304)

County of Sonoma - Permit and Resource Management Department, Sonoma Hazard Mitigation
Plan, Major Earthquake Fault Zones & Areas of Liquefaction Map. Dated July 15, 2016.

Draft Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 Final Environmental Impact Report. Dated March 2009
(207757 cover.ai (srcity.orq))

ECON Phase | Environmental Site Assessment, Samuel Jones Hall, 3900 Finley Avenue, Santa
Rosa, California. Dated March 5, 2004.

ECON Limited Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment, Samuel Jones Hall, 3900 Finley Avenue,
Santa Rosa, California. Dated May 25, 2004.

Environmental Data Resources Radius Map Report, Samuel L. Jones Hall, 4020 Finley Avenue,
Santa Rosa, California. Dated March 30, 2023.

Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment, Table 12-1.
Dated 2006 (TRANSIT NOISE AND VIBRATION IMPACT ASSESSMENT (dot.gov))

Laguna-Mark West Creek Watershed Planning Scoping Study, Screening Technical
Memorandum, prepared by Winzler & Kelly — GHD for Sonoma County Water Agency, May 2012.
(https://evogov.s3.amazonaws.com/185/media/165584.pdf)

Norbay Consulting Asbestos Bulk Sampling Results, 3900 Finley Avenue, Santa Rosa, California.
Dated October 6, 2003.

Office of Planning and Research Technical Advisory on Evaluating Transportation Impacts in
CEQA. Dated 2018 (https://www.opr.ca.gov/docs/20190122-743 Technical Advisory.pdf)
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San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board Environmental Screening Levels.
Dated January 2019.

Santa Rosa City Code, Chapter 20-30.080 Outdoor Lighting
(https://qcode.us/codes/santarosa/view.php?topic=20-3-20 30-20 30 080&frames=on)

Sonoma County Transportation Authority. 2020. Sonoma County Travel Behavior Study.
February 7, 2020. Prepared by Fehr Peers. (https://scta.ca.gov/wp-
content/uploads/2020/02/Sonoma_ TBS 2-7-2020 web.pdf)

Sonoma County Zoning and Land Use Map
(https://sonomacounty.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=06ac7fe1b8554171
b4682dc141293962)

Sonoma State University Northwest Information Center Website
(http://web.sonoma.edu/nwic/historical-inventory.html)

Surface Mining and Reclamation Act Website (SURFACE MINING AND RECLAMATION ACT
OF 1975)

Tom Origer & Associates Cultural Resources Study for the Samuel Jones Hall Annex
Improvements Project at 4020 Finley Avenue, Santa Rosa, California. Dated June 30, 2022.

University of California Davis Agriculture and Natural Resources GIS Web Portal SoilWeb
https://casoilresource.lawr.ucdavis.edu/gmap/

United States Geological Survey. Dated 2015. Estimated use of water in the United States in
2015. Water Availability and Use Science Program. Circular 1441. Accessed online 3/29/2023.
(https://pubs.er.usgs.gov/publication/cir1441)

United State Geological Survey, Geologic Map and Map Database of Western Sonoma,
Northernmost Marin, and Southernmost Mendocino Counties, California. Dated 2002.
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EXHIBIT “A”
LEGAL DESCRIPTION
Sewer, Water and Access Easement

Lying within the City of Santa Rosa, County of Sonoma, State of California and being a portion Parcel Two
of the lands of the Bilingual Broadcasting Foundation Inc., as described in the Deed of Trust recorded under
Document Number 1998-120147, Official Records of Sonoma County, said portion being more particularly
described as follows:

BEGINNING at the northeast corner of said Parcel Two from which a 1/2 inch diameter iron pipe with a
brass tag (illegible) bears South 5°06°39 East 50.00 feet, said corner being described as the “Northeast
Corner of Parcel 1 per R2” as shown on the Record of Survey filed in Book 836 of Maps at Page 04, Sonoma
County Records; thence leaving said northeast corner, along the easterly line of said Parcel Two, South
5°06°39 East 50.00 feet to said iron pipe; thence continuing along said easterly line; South 5°13°58” East
137.68 feet; thence leaving said easterly line, South 5°13°58” East 291.26 feet; thence South 84°46°02”
West 30.00 feet to the westerly line of said Parcel Two; thence along said westerly line, North 5°13°58”
West 479.00 feet to the northwest corner of said Parcel Two; thence leaving said northwest corner, along
the northerly line of said Parcel Two, North 84°53°21” East 30.11 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING.

Containing 14,373 square feet, more or less.

END OF DESCRIPTION

Basis of Bearings:
Record of Survey filed in Book 836 of Maps at Page 04, Sonoma County Records.
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GENERAL NOTES

1. SEE SHEET A1.0 FOR CONCEPTUAL FLOOR PLANS FOR EACH

MODULAR BUILDING. & e
2. SEE SHEETS C1.0 AND C1.1 FOR CONCEPTUAL ELECTRICAL e
IMPROVEMENTS. 825 SONONA LVENUE
3. SEE SHEETS L1.01-L1.03 FOR CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE SANTA ROSA, CA 95404
IMPROVEMENTS. ’
4. IMPROVEMENTS SHOWN HEREIN ARE CONCEPTUAL AND SUBJECT
TO CHANGE.

X ELECTRICAL NOTES

E1| STREET LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED RURAL STREET

FINLEY AVENUE

e ——— e RS, _ LIGHTING.
7 /'/"///////'//////, ; -- i , Ll L L L LA , 4 A //////.//,///é//////,/////,//////////// /;///7;/7/7/7/7//7 P a. STREET LIGHT SYSTEMS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
¢ TP / ST 70 e J | _
A e i R TN FROJEGTS A SUBLECT TOAPPROVAL 51 e
ERT AL T 7S R T R S ) e (A S AT TS A ey (g B s 9 2 TN /’/// 2 CITY ENGINEER. DESIGN SHALL CONFORM TO THESE
_/_/ Z//L/é// o //{ 7 % / B K LB A 77, G / v // S S S S S /'/ S S S / / / / / // / / / / / / / Y4 /// //;/ o ﬁgtgﬁe\éir\glﬁ EEI;(FSEPT AS OTHERWISE APPROVED BY

T————)4"SDT T Y DA LT | .

oooooooooooooooooooo
oooooooooooooooo
«««««««««««««««

b. THE DEVELOPER/ENGINEER SHALL MAKE ARRANGEMENTS

s o ol v i —— — oW — ———
e, P PROXIATE PROPERTY TNE TIPS WITH P.G. & E FOR SERVICE POINTS. SERVICE POINTS

T da -

L - a4~ P
L — T —

———

P—— pr SHALL BE SHOWN ON THE IMPROVEMENT PLANS. THE
PARKING, (4 TOTAL) DEVELOPER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL COSTS
ASSOCIATED THEREWITH WHICH SHALL BE PAID DIRECTLY
TO P.G. & E. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE STREET
LIGHT SERVICE POINT LOCATION(S) WITH P.G. & E. PRIOR
: /'@| _ TO INSTALLATION. THE CITY WILL REQUEST ENERGIZATION
. @ é _ i tes L e, FROM P.G. & E.
c. FOR ALL DEVELOPMENTS OUTSIDE OF THE SANTA ROSA

CITY LIMITS BUT WITHIN THE SANTA ROSA URBAN
BOUNDARY, THE DEVELOPER SHALL INSTALL THE ENTIRE
LIGHTING SYSTEM, INCLUDING THE LUMINAIRE.

E2| PARKING LOT LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED LED
LIGHTING MOUNTED 14'-0" MAX. HIGH. FIXTURE SHALL HAVE
INTEGRAL MOTION AND PHOTOCELL CONTROL TO MEET
CALIFORNIA TITLE (T24) REQUIREMENTS FOR SITE LIGHTING.
ILLUMINATION LEVELS SHALL MEET IESNA RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR ZONE 3 UNCOVERED PARKING AREAS, 1FC AVERAGE
HORIZONTAL, 0.5-2.0 RANGE.

SEE LANDSCAPE PLANS @-\ =
SHEETS L1.01-L1.03 :

A
{ ]

fi50kw GENSET AND ATS e
(E) ELECTRICAL SERVICE ]

PARKING (5 TOTAL)
PARKING (4 TOT'f\L)

4020 FINLEY AVE
SAMUEL L. JONES' HALL
BUILDING

E3] WALKWAY LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED LED LIGHTING
MOUNTED 12'-0” MAX. HIGH. FIXTURE SHALL HAVE INTEGRAL
MOTION AND PHOTOCELL CONTROL TO MEET CALIFORNIA
TITLE (T24) REQUIREMENTS FOR SITE LIGHTING. PROVIDED
CBC MEANS OF EGRESS ILLUMINATION FOR THE EXIT
DISCHARGE FROM ALL BUILDINGS. THE PATHWAYS SHALL BE
ILLUMINATED AT ALL TIMES THE BUILDING SPACE SERVED BY
THE MEANS OF EGRESS IS OCCUPIED. FIXTURES SHALL BE
EQUIPPED WITH BATTERY BACK UP RATED FOR 90 MINUTES
OF OPERATION.

—
DX

ELECTRICAL SERVICE -

E
E) PG&E SERVICE
FMR T-18
\ / ,,
® X TN
A

g...

MATCH LINE - SEE BELOW

(N) 600AMP ATS

) a— e— ——— e ) G G (G — D S —__e—

IR

E4| EXISTING WALL MOUNTED WALL PACK LIGHTING: REPLACE THE
EXISTING WALL PACK LIGHTING WITH NEW T-24 COMPLIANT

« MOTION SENSOR CONTROLLER DIMMING\PHOTOCELL

CONTROLLED UNITS PROVIDED WITH BACK UP BATTERY FOR

BUILDING PATH OF EGRESS LIGHTING.

- ELECTRICAL IMPROVEMENTS

T PARALLEL T
PARKING (3 TOTAL)
ST T e~

24

E5 MAIN SHELTER NEW UTILITY SERVICE: PROVIDE NEW NEMA
3R, 600AMP, 120/208V,3 PHASE, FUTURE PV READY
ELECTRICAL SERVICE. PROVIDE NEW UTILITY COMPANY
TRANSFORMER PAD AND 600AMP SECONDARY CONDUITS
FROM TRANSFORMER TO NEW MAIN SWITCHBOARD VIA AA
GENERATOR AND AUTO TRANSFER SWITCH. BACK FEED
EXISTING 400AMP SERVICE TO REMAIN.

MATC H LI N E A .' | S H E ET C 1 ] 1 E6] ANNEXUTILITY SERVICE: THE EXISTING NEMA 3R, 600AMP,

120/208V,3 PHASE, UTURE PV READY ELECTRICAL SERVICE.
PROVIDE NEW UTILITY COMPANY TRANSFORMER PAD AND
600AMP SECONDARY CONDUITS FROM TRANSFORMER TO
NEW MAIN SWITCHBOARD. BACK FEED EXISTING 400AMP
SERVICE TO REMAIN.

E7| MODULAR BUILDING POWER PANEL: CONNECT NEW
MODULAR BUILDING POWER PANEL TO ANNEX BUILDING

LEG E N D SERVICE AND NEW GENERATOR.

E8| STAND BY GENERATOR:
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8 ASPHALT CONCRETE SECTION - OFESITE a. GENERATOR IS AN OPTIONAL STAND-BY GENERATOR Submittal / Revision:
< 5"AC OVER 16"AB b. OWNER TO PROVIDE AUTOMATIC LOAD SHED PER NEC A
ASPHALT CONCRETE SECTION - ONSITE 702.4(1) /2
LL 3"AC OVER 12"AB c. PROVIDE ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT PAD FOR NEW A
LL| 4 CONCRETE SIDEWALK GENERATOR. N
0 < PER CITY STD'S 230A, B & C d.INSTALL A SIGN AT THE SERVICE DENOTING THERE IS A A
MODULAR LANDINGS AND STANDBY SOURCE OF POWER AND WHERE IT IS LOCATED
I ADA ACCESSIBLE RAMPS e. PROVIDE VEHICULAR TRAFFIC PROTECTION AROUND YN
| = GENERATOR. MAX DISTANCE BETWEEN BOLLARDS SHALL A
********** GRADED AREA
Z e BE 3FT.
~ | == f. PROVIDE GEN SET HEATERS AND BATTERY CHARGER Job No: 22-3161
] LANDSCAPE/GARDEN AREA FROM GENERATOR TO NEAREST PANEL. CONNECT Drawn By: AG
HEATERS AND CHARGER COMPLETE.
v Checked By: DEM
1 RO BIO-RETENTION AREAS g. PROVIDE GENERATOR REMOTE CONTROL/MONITOR. Date: DEC 14, 2022
O REMOTE CONTROL/MONITOR PANEL SHALL HAVE
d X REMOVE EXISTING TREE BATTERY BACKUP AND 120V-24V POWER SUPPLY.
Sheet Numb
< X REFER TO KEYNOTE h. PROVIDE LEVEL Il WEATHERPROOF SOUND ATTENUATING oot THmber
E 20 0 20 * STREET LIGHT ENCLOSURE
I — ¥ PARKING LOT LIGHT i. PROVIDE CONNECTION TO NATURAL GAS -
SCALE : 17 = 20’
i WALKWAY LIGHT E9| NEW UNDERGROUND SERVICE TO EXISTING UTILITY POLE:
bt COORDINATE WITH PG&E FOR NEW UNDERGROUND SERVICE.

WALL PACK LIGHT
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GENERAL NOTES

1. SEE SHEET A1.0 FOR CONCEPTUAL FLOOR PLANS FOR EACH

EBA
MATC H LI N E S _I E ET C 1 - O 2. I\SAIEOSgI:éFI;ESUg_1D(|)N§ND C1.1 FOR CONCEPTUAL ELECTRICAL S TONEERING

IMPROVEMENTS. 825 SOIHE: SVENUE
3. SEE SHEETSL1.01-L1.03 FOR CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE SANTA ROSA, CA 95404
A IMPROVEMENTS. ’
4. IMPROVEMENTS SHOWN HEREIN ARE CONCEPTUAL AND SUBJECT
TO CHANGE.

ELECTRICAL NOTES

O=—-0

=

E1| STREET LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED RURAL STREET
LIGHTING.

a. STREET LIGHT SYSTEMS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
CURRENT CITY STANDARDS AND POLICIES. ALL STREET
LIGHTING PROJECTS ARE SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY THE
CITY ENGINEER. DESIGN SHALL CONFORM TO THESE
REQUIREMENTS EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE APPROVED BY
THE CITY ENGINEER.

b. THE DEVELOPER/ENGINEER SHALL MAKE ARRANGEMENTS
WITH P.G. & E FOR SERVICE POINTS. SERVICE POINTS
SHALL BE SHOWN ON THE IMPROVEMENT PLANS. THE
DEVELOPER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL COSTS
ASSOCIATED THEREWITH WHICH SHALL BE PAID DIRECTLY
TO P.G. & E. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE STREET
LIGHT SERVICE POINT LOCATION(S) WITH P.G. & E. PRIOR
TO INSTALLATION. THE CITY WILL REQUEST ENERGIZATION
FROM P.G. & E.

I

|

|

I

I

I

I

I

| c. FOR ALL DEVELOPMENTS OUTSIDE OF THE SANTA ROSA

I CITY LIMITS BUT WITHIN THE SANTA ROSA URBAN
BOUNDARY, THE DEVELOPER SHALL INSTALL THE ENTIRE

l LIGHTING SYSTEM, INCLUDING THE LUMINAIRE.

I

I

I

I

|

I

I

|

|
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LANDS oF
CITY OF saNTA ROSA
APN 035-141-013
N.ZOO4-095679
11.44 ACRES

SHOWER =
BUILDING
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E2| PARKING LOT LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED LED
LIGHTING MOUNTED 14'-0" MAX. HIGH. FIXTURE SHALL HAVE
INTEGRAL MOTION AND PHOTOCELL CONTROL TO MEET
CALIFORNIA TITLE (T24) REQUIREMENTS FOR SITE LIGHTING.
ILLUMINATION LEVELS SHALL MEET IESNA RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR ZONE 3 UNCOVERED PARKING AREAS, 1FC AVERAGE
HORIZONTAL, 0.5-2.0 RANGE.

4018 FINLEY AVE e
SAMUEL L. JONES HALL Cc))|

EMERGENCY SHELTER @_\@ T
O,

E3] WALKWAY LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED LED LIGHTING
MOUNTED 12'-0” MAX. HIGH. FIXTURE SHALL HAVE INTEGRAL
MOTION AND PHOTOCELL CONTROL TO MEET CALIFORNIA
TITLE (T24) REQUIREMENTS FOR SITE LIGHTING. PROVIDED
CBC MEANS OF EGRESS ILLUMINATION FOR THE EXIT
DISCHARGE FROM ALL BUILDINGS. THE PATHWAYS SHALL BE
ILLUMINATED AT ALL TIMES THE BUILDING SPACE SERVED BY
THE MEANS OF EGRESS IS OCCUPIED. FIXTURES SHALL BE
EQUIPPED WITH BATTERY BACK UP RATED FOR 90 MINUTES
OF OPERATION.

E4| EXISTING WALL MOUNTED WALL PACK LIGHTING: REPLACE THE
EXISTING WALL PACK LIGHTING WITH NEW T-24 COMPLIANT
MOTION SENSOR CONTROLLER DIMMING\PHOTOCELL
CONTROLLED UNITS PROVIDED WITH BACK UP BATTERY FOR
BUILDING PATH OF EGRESS LIGHTING.

75kw GENSET-AND ATS |-/

E5 MAIN SHELTER NEW UTILITY SERVICE: PROVIDE NEW NEMA
3R, 600AMP, 120/208V,3 PHASE, FUTURE PV READY
ELECTRICAL SERVICE. PROVIDE NEW UTILITY COMPANY
TRANSFORMER PAD AND 600AMP SECONDARY CONDUITS
FROM TRANSFORMER TO NEW MAIN SWITCHBOARD VIA AA
GENERATOR AND AUTO TRANSFER SWITCH. BACK FEED
EXISTING 400AMP SERVICE TO REMAIN.

E6] ANNEXUTILITY SERVICE: THE EXISTING NEMA 3R, 600AMP,
120/208V,3 PHASE, UTURE PV READY ELECTRICAL SERVICE.
PROVIDE NEW UTILITY COMPANY TRANSFORMER PAD AND
600AMP SECONDARY CONDUITS FROM TRANSFORMER TO
NEW MAIN SWITCHBOARD. BACK FEED EXISTING 400AMP
SERVICE TO REMAIN.

E7| MODULAR BUILDING POWER PANEL: CONNECT NEW
MODULAR BUILDING POWER PANEL TO ANNEX BUILDING

LEG E N D SERVICE AND NEW GENERATOR.

E8| STAND BY GENERATOR:
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ASPHALT CONCRETE SECTION - OFFSITE a. GENERATOR IS AN OPTIONAL STAND-BY GENERATOR Submittal / Revision:
5"AC OVER 16"AB b. OWNER TO PROVIDE AUTOMATIC LOAD SHED PER NEC AN
ASPHALT CONCRETE SECTION - ONSITE 702.4(1) /2
3"AC OVER 12"AB c. PROVIDE ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT PAD FOR NEW A
4 CONCRETE SIDEWALK GENERATOR. N
< PER CITY STD'S 230A, B & C d. INSTALL A SIGN AT THE SERVICE DENOTING THERE IS A A
MODULAR LANDINGS AND STANDBY SOURCE OF POWER AND WHERE IT IS LOCATED
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BioLoGIcAL ASSESSMENT: 4020 FINLEY AVENUE, SANTA RosA, CA

1 SUMMARY

This Biological Assessment presents the findings of surveys and habitat assessments for special-
status species and sensitive natural communities for a 2.5-acre portion of the Samuel L. Jones
Hall Annex project site, located at 4020 Finley Avenue in Santa Rosa, CA (referred to as the
“site”) (Figure 1). The project site does not include the approximately 8.98-acre Samuel Jones
Habitat Preserve, which is under a conservation easement.

Darren Wiemeyer, a qualified biologist, performed site visits on April 13, May 11 and June 7,
2022 and March 29, May 9 and June 2, 2023. Site visits consisted of performing protocol-level
special-status plant species surveys, special-status animal species habitat assessments, a
California tiger salamander habitat assessment, plant inventories and wildlife inventories.
Darren Wiemeyer performed a wetland delineation at the site on June 2, 2023.

Habitat types at the site consist of non-native annual grassland and seasonal wetland habitat. A
total of 0.22-acres of seasonal wetland habitat was delineated at the site. No special-status plant
species or special-status animal species have been observed at the site.

The seasonal wetland habitat at the site provides suitable habitat for federally endangered vernal
pool plant species, which include Burke’s goldfields (Lasthenia burkei), Sonoma sunshine
(Blennosperma bakeri) and Sebastopol meadowfoam (Limnanthes vinculans). The non-native
annual grassland and seasonal wetland habitat at the site provides suitable upland aestivation
habitat for California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense).

The site is within the potential range of the California tiger salamander (CTS) as mapped by the
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) according to the Santa Rosa Plain
Conservation Strategy (SRPCS) (SRPCST, 2005). The site is located within listed critical
habitat for California tiger salamander (Federal Register, 2011). The site is identified as “Likely
to Adversely Affect CTS and/or CTS Critical Habitat and Listed Plants” and has a required 3:1
habitat mitigation ratio, according to the Programmatic Biological Opinion (PBO) - Reinitiation
of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers (Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11,
2020 (USFWS, 2020).

The proposed project consists of several enhancements and additions to the current shelter
complex to accommodate the increase in occupants and the quality of the community services
provided. Components of the project includes a restroom and shower building, entrance
driveway and parking improvements, sidewalks and pathways, curb and gutter improvements,
lighting, installation of picnic tables, benches and a shelter shade structure, a dog relief area and
covered fenced dog kennels, bike parking, assorted landscape improvements, and new storm
drainage infrastructure and bio-retention areas.

The proposed project will result in the loss of non-native annual grassland and seasonal wetland
habitat and the removal of one cork oak tree and one mulberry tree. The proposed project will
permanently fill 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat and will temporarily impact 0.01-acres of
seasonal wetland habitat.
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The proposed project will result in the impact of 0.22-acres of seasonal wetland habitat, which
provides suitable habitat for federally endangered plant habitat. The site is located within the
Southern Core Zone for Burke’s goldfields, Sonoma sunshine and Sebastopol meadowfoam
according to the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -Reinitiation of Formal Consultation
of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020 (USFWS,
2020).

The proposed project will impact 1.23-acres of suitable upland aestivation habitat for California
tiger salamander. In addition, native nesting birds could be impacted or disturbed from tree
removal and construction activities. Recommended mitigation measures are proposed in Section
8.3 of this report to reduce potential significant adverse impacts to seasonal wetlands, suitable
federally endangered vernal pool plant species habitat, upland aestivation habitat for California
tiger salamander and native nesting birds to a less than significant level.

2 SITE DESCRIPTION

The subject site is located at 4020 Finley Avenue in the southwestern incorporated portion of the
City of Santa Rosa, in Sonoma County, CA (referred to as the “site”) (Figure 1). The project site
comprises an approximately 2.5-acre portion of the greater parcel of land designated as Sonoma
County Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 035-141-013. The remainder of the parcel consists of
an approximately 8.98-acre area conservation easement area known as the Samuel Jones Hall
Habitat Preserve.

The site is currently used as a homeless shelter and is operated by the Catholic Charities of the
Diocese of Santa Rosa. The complex consists of the original Samuel L. Jones Hall building, a
tent-like structure known as the “Annex”, in addition to two parking areas and an outside garden
and gathering area.

Photographs of the site are included as Photo Plate A.
2.1 TOPOGRAPHY

The site is generally flat with a slight slope to the south in the southwest portion of the site. The
roadside drainage ditch along Finley Avenue is approximately 3-4 feet lower than the remainder
of the site. Elevations range from approximately 78-82 feet above sea level (Figure 2).

2.2 HYDROLOGY

Surface water runoff flows onto the site from the northeast through a roadside drainage ditch
along Finley Avenue. Some surface water runoff flows from the access road along the east side
of the site into the broad wetland swale along the eastern portion of the site. The seasonal
wetland depression at the southwest portion of the site receives surface water runoff from
adjacent upland areas. Surface water from the broad wetland swale along the eastern side of the
site flows north into the roadside drainage ditch along Finley Avenue, which flows west, then
south along the east side of South Wright Avenue. Surface water then flows west under South
Wright Avenue near Miles Avenue and continues to flow in a westerly direction until it connects
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with the Laguna de Santa Rosa, west of Llano Road and east of the City of Sebastopol. The
Laguna de Santa Rosa, flows north into Mark West Creek, which flows into the Russian River,
which flows into the Pacific Ocean.

2.3 SOILTYPES

The soil types mapped at the site consist entirely of Wright loam, wet, 0 to 2 percent slopes
(WhA) (Figure 3).

2.4 HABITATS

Habitat types at the site consist of non-native annual grassland and seasonal wetland habitats.
The non-native annual grassland is mostly disturbed, routinely mowed and could be considered
ruderal habitat. The seasonal wetland habitat occurs as a seasonal wetland depression in the
southwest portion of the site, a broad seasonal wetland swale along the eastern side of the site
and a roadside drainage ditch along the northern side of the site. The trees on the site consist of a
valley oak, a cork oak and a mulberry tree.

2.5 SURROUNDING LAND USE

Surrounding land uses consist of a small grocery market and rural residences to the north, rural
residences to the west, the Samuel Jones Hall Habitat Preserve and the western edge of the
former Naval Auxiliary Air Station to the south, and primarily undeveloped land with some
scattered commercial developments and the Naval Auxiliary Air Station to the east.

3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The Project proposes to enhance the current Shelter complex at the project site to accommodate
the recent increase in occupants and the quality of the community services provided. Listed
below are items that the Project proposes to include:

e An approximately 24-foot by 36-foot modular shower building. The restroom facility has
been sized to meet the needs for the maximum occupancy of the Annex.

e An approximately 12-foot by 60-foot and 12-foot by 36-foot modular restroom building.
The shower facilities have been sized to meet the needs for the maximum occupancy of
the Annex.

e An approximately 12-foot by 12-foot modular shower building.

Additional Project elements include, but are not limited to the following:

A concrete planter safety barrier between the parking stalls and the Annex.

A concrete block trash enclosure with covered roof.

A modular American with Disabilities Act ramp.

A new dedicated entrance driveway near the northeastern portion of the Project property
that provides access to the rear parking lot and Annex. Additional parking spaces are
also proposed for this area.
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e Additional asphalt parking and a driveway along the northern portion of the Project area.

e Concrete sidewalks along Finley and Leddy Avenues and a sidewalk barricade.

e Concrete pathways along the northern side of the Samuel L. Jones Hall building.

e Cross walk striping and bike lane marking.

e Curb and gutter improvements and lighting.

e OQutdoor/picnic tables, benches, and a 20-foot by 21-foot polygon curved roof arch shelter
shade structure.

e Assorted landscape improvements such as ornamental planters, raised planters, street

trees and large and small shade trees, low water shrub groundwater planting, bio-

retention areas, and ornamental planting.

Concrete paving and stabilized decomposed granite surfacing.

Dog relief area and covered fenced/lockable dog kennels.

Additional bike parking.

Optional stand-by generator with sound attenuating enclosure.

The Project will include new storm drainage infrastructure and a bio-retention area to
accommodate the increases in impervious surfaces that will result from the proposed
improvements. The project site development plans utilized The Low Impact Development (LID)
Technical Design Manual as a set of guidelines for development in Santa Rosa. LID Best
Management Practices (BMPs) are small scale, permanent, and aim to capture, treat, and
infiltrate storm water runoff as close to the source as possible via at least 50% vegetated cover in
conjunction with standard erosion control measures. The LID requires certain projects to
incorporate sustainable LID strategies that encourage infiltration and minimize the introduction
of pollutants into downstream receiving waters.

The City of Santa Rosa has adopted the LID Manual to satisfy the requirement in their municipal
storm water permit. The Project is projected to create approximately 0.39 acres (approximately
16,924 square feet) of new impervious surface which will require implementation of stormwater
BMPs at the property. Additionally, due to the size of the construction at the project site (greater
than one-acre) the Project will be required to file a Notice of Intent (NOI) document for the State
Water Resource Control Boards (SWRCB) General Permit No. CAS000002 for Discharges of
Storm Water Runoff Associated with Construction Activity (Construction General Permit). The
Construction General Permit requires development and implementation of a Storm Water
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP), by a qualified SWPPP developer (QSD), which includes
BMPs for pollution prevention.

Further, the City of Santa Rosa Standard Urban Stormwater Mitigation Plan (SUSMP) requires
post-construction BMPs for projects that create or replace 10,000 square feet or more of
impervious surfaces. The City of Santa Rosa also requires compliance with the LID Technical
Design Manual, which includes strategies to capture runoff and encourage infiltration on-site.
Bio-retention swales are constructed design features that function to filter and infiltrate on-site
stormwater, effectively reducing stormwater pollutants via naturally occurring and enhanced
physical and biological processes.

A copy of the Site Plan is included in the Figures section.
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4 REGULATORY CONTEXT

4.1 UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

The United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) administers the federal Endangered
Species Act (ESA). Listed threatened and endangered species are protected from take, defined
as direct or indirect harm, unless a Section 10 permit is granted to an entity other than a federal
agency or a Biological Opinion with incidental take provisions is rendered to a federal lead
agency via ESA Section 7 consultation. Pursuant to the requirements of ESA, an agency
reviewing a proposed project within its jurisdiction must determine whether any federally listed
species may be present in the study area and determine whether the proposed federal action will
jeopardize the continued existence of the species.

Under ESA, habitat loss is considered to be an adverse effect to a species. In addition, the action
agency is required to determine whether its action is likely to jeopardize the continued existence
of any species that is proposed for listing under ESA or to result in the destruction or adverse
modification of critical habitat proposed to be designated for such species. The USFWS also
administers the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918. Under this legislation, it is unlawful
to destroy active nests, eggs, and young.

4.2 UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS

The United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) administers the federal Clean Water Act
(CWA). Section 404 of the CWA requires approval prior to discharging dredged or fill material
into the waters of the United States. Waters of the United States includes essentially all surface
waters such as all navigable waters and their tributaries, all interstate waters and their tributaries,
all wetlands adjacent to these waters, and all impoundments of these waters. "Wetlands" are
areas characterized by growth of wetland vegetation where the soil is saturated during a portion
of the growing season or the surface is flooded during some part of most years. Wetlands
generally include seasonally inundated wetlands, swamps, marshes, bogs and similar areas.

4.3 CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) administers the California Endangered
Species Act (CESA). It is state policy to conserve, protect, restore and enhance any endangered
or threatened species and its habitat. The CDFW has jurisdiction over species that are formally
listed as threatened or endangered under the CESA. The CESA provides broad protection for
species of fish, wildlife and plants that are listed as threatened or endangered in the state. In
addition to CESA, the California Native Plant Protection Act (NPPA) provides protection to
endangered and rare plant species. The CDFW also maintains a list of species of special concern
to be considered during CEQA review.

Pursuant to the requirements of CESA, a state or local agency reviewing a proposed project
within its jurisdiction must determine whether any state-listed species may be present in the
project area and determine whether the proposed project will have a potentially significant
impact upon such species. If significant impacts to state listed species are identified, the state
lead agency must adopt reasonable and prudent alternatives as specified by CDFW to prevent or
mitigate for impacts. CDFW can authorize take of a state-listed species if an incidental take
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permit is issued by the Secretary of the Interior or Commerce in compliance with the federal
ESA, or if the director of CDFW issues a permit under Section 2080 in those cases where it is
demonstrated that the impacts are minimized and mitigated.

CDFW also administers the California Fish and Game Code. California Fish and Game Code
Section 3503.5 makes it unlawful to take, possess or destroy birds in the Falconiformes (birds of
prey, vultures, eagles, falcons) and Strigiformes (owls) families, which can include nest
disturbance from construction and other activities.

4.4 STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) administers the state CWA. Under Section
401 of the CWA, projects that apply for a USACE permit for discharge of dredge or fill material,
and projects that qualify for a Nationwide Permit, must obtain water quality certification from
the RWQCB that the project will uphold state water quality standards. The SWRCB also
administers the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) which includes the
General Permit for Storm Water Discharges from Construction Activities.

45 CALIFORNIA NATIVE PLANT SOCIETY

The California Native Plant Society (CNPS) is a non-profit group dedicated to preserving the
state’s native flora. It has developed lists of plants of special concern in California (Skinner and
Pavlik 1994). In the spring of 2011, CNPS officially changed the name “CNPS List” to
“California Rare Plant Rank” (CRPR). The definitions of the ranks and the ranking system have
not changed, and the ranks are still used to categorize the same degrees of concern, which are
described as follows:

CRPR 1A: The plants with a California Rare Plant Rank of 1A are presumed extinct because
they have not been seen or collected in the wild in California for many years. This rank includes
plants that are both presumed extinct as well as those plants which are presumed extirpated in
California. A plant is extinct if it no longer occurs anywhere. A plant that is extirpated from
California has been eliminated from California, but may still occur elsewhere in its range. All of
the plants constituting California Rare Plant Rank 1A meet the definitions of Sec. 1901, Chapter
10 (Native Plant Protection Act) or Secs. 2062 and 2067 (California Endangered Species Act) of
the California Department of Fish and Game Code, and are eligible for state listing. Should these
taxa be rediscovered, it is mandatory that they be fully considered during preparation of
environmental documents relating to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

CRPR 1B: Plants with a California Rare Plant Rank of 1B are rare throughout their range with
the majority of them endemic to California. Most of the plants that are ranked 1B have declined
significantly over the last century. California Rare Plant Rank 1B plants constitute the majority
of taxa in the CNPS Inventory, with more than 1,000 plants assigned to this category of rarity.
All of the plants constituting California Rare Plant Rank 1B meet the definitions of Sec. 1901,
Chapter 10 (Native Plant Protection Act) or Secs. 2062 and 2067 (California Endangered Species
Act) of the California Department of Fish and Game Code, and are eligible for state listing. It is
mandatory that they be fully considered during preparation of environmental documents relating
to CEQA.
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CRPR 2: Except for being common beyond the boundaries of California, plants with a
California Rare Plant Rank of 2 would have been ranked 1B. From the federal perspective, plants
common in other states or countries are not eligible for consideration under the provisions of the
Endangered Species Act. Until 1979, a similar policy was followed in California. However, after
the passage of the Native Plant Protection Act in 1979, plants were considered for protection
without regard to their distribution outside the state. With California Rare Plant Rank 2, we
recognize the importance of protecting the geographic range of widespread species. In this way
we protect the diversity of our own state's flora and help maintain evolutionary processes and
genetic diversity within species. All of the plants constituting California Rare Plant Rank 2 meet
the definitions of Sec. 1901, Chapter 10 (Native Plant Protection Act) or Secs. 2062 and 2067
(California Endangered Species Act) of the California Department of Fish and Game Code, and
are eligible for state listing. It is mandatory that they be fully considered during preparation of
environmental documents relating to CEQA.

CRPR 3: The plants that comprise California Rare Plant Rank 3 are united by one common
theme - we lack the necessary information to assign them to one of the other ranks or to reject
them. Nearly all of the plants constituting California Rare Plant Rank 3 are taxonomically
problematic. Some of the plants constituting California Rare Plant Rank 3 meet the definitions of
Sec. 1901, Chapter 10 (Native Plant Protection Act) or Secs. 2062 and 2067 (California
Endangered Species Act) of the California Department of Fish and Game Code, and are eligible
for state listing. We strongly recommend that California Rare Plant Rank 3 plants be evaluated
for consideration during preparation of environmental documents relating to CEQA.

CRPR 4: The plants in this category are of limited distribution or infrequent throughout a
broader area in California. While we cannot call these plants "rare” from a statewide perspective,
they are uncommon enough that their status should be monitored regularly. Very few of the
plants constituting California Rare Plant Rank 4 meet the definitions of Sec. 1901, Chapter 10
(Native Plant Protection Act) or Secs. 2062 and 2067 (California Endangered Species Act) of the
California Department of Fish and Game Code, and few, if any, are eligible for state listing.
Nevertheless, many of them are significant locally, and we strongly recommend that California
Rare Plant Rank 4 plants be evaluated for consideration during preparation of environmental
documents relating to CEQA.

5 LITERATURE REVIEW

The CDFW California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB, July 2023) was queried for a list
of all plant and animal species reported from the Sebastopol, Mark West Springs, Cotati, Santa
Rosa, Guerneville, Valley Ford, Camp Meeker, Two Rock and Healdsburg USGS 7.5-minute
quadrangles (nine quad search). The Electronic Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular
Plants of California (CNPS, July 2023) was queried for a list of all plant species reported from
the Sebastopol, Mark West Springs, Cotati, Santa Rosa, Guerneville, Valley Ford, Camp
Meeker, Two Rock and Healdsburg USGS 7.5-minute quadrangles.
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The following table (Table 1) is a list of special-status plant species that have the potential to
occur only within the study area based on the general habitat type(s) that each species is known
to occur in and not based on species known proximity to the site or an evaluation of habitat

quality. A full list of special-status plant species compiled is provided in Appendix A.
Table 1. Special-Status Plant Species With The Potential To Occur In The Study Area.

Scientific | Common | Plant Federal Blooming
Name Name Rank | State List List Period Habitat
Cismontane woodland, Coastal
Amsinckia bent-flowered bluff scrub, Valley and foothill
lunaris fiddleneck 1B.2 None None Mar-Jun grassland
Chaparral, Coastal prairie,
Centromadia Marshes and swamps,
parryi ssp. pappose Meadows and seeps, Valley and
parryi tarplant 1B.2 None None May-Nov foothill grassland
Calystegia Mt. Saint Chaparral, Lower montane
collina ssp. Helena coniferous forest, Valley and
oxyphylla morning-glory | 4.2 None None Apr-Jun foothill grassland
congested-
Hemizonia headed
congesta ssp. hayfield
congesta tarplant 1B.2 None None Apr-Nov Valley and foothill grassland
Clarkia Vine Hill Chaparral, Valley and foothill
imbricata clarkia 1B.1 Endangered Endangered Jun-Aug grassland
Meadows and seeps, Valley
Limnanthes Sebastopol and foothill grassland, Vernal
vinculans meadowfoam | 1B.1 Endangered Endangered Apr-May pools
Chaparral, Cismontane
Astragalus Brewer's woodland, Meadows and seeps,
breweri milk-vetch 4.2 None None Apr-Jun Valley and foothill grassland
Chaparral, Cismontane
Astragalus Clara Hunt's woodland, Valley and foothill
claranus milk-vetch 1B.1 Threatened Endangered Mar-May grassland
Chaparral, Cismontane
Balsamorhiza big-scale woodland, Valley and foothill
macrolepis balsamroot 1B.2 None None Mar-Jun grassland
Blennosperma | Sonoma Valley and foothill grassland,
bakeri sunshine 1B.1 Endangered Endangered Mar-May Vernal pools
Chaparral, Lower montane
coniferous forest, Meadows and
Calamagrostis | serpentine seeps, Valley and foothill
ophitidis reed grass 4.3 None None Apr-Jul grassland
Downingia dwarf Valley and foothill grassland,
pusilla downingia 2B.2 None None Mar-May Vernal pools
Eryngium Loch Lomond
constancei button-celery | 1B.1 Endangered Endangered Apr-Jun Vernal pools
Cismontane woodland, Coastal
Fritillaria fragrant prairie, Coastal scrub, Valley
liliacea fritillary 1B.2 None None Feb-Apr and foothill grassland
Boggs Lake
Gratiola hedge- Marshes and swamps, Vernal
heterosepala hyssop 1B.2 Endangered None Apr-Aug pools
Broadleafed upland forest,
Horkelia thin-lobed Chapatrral, Valley and foothill
tenuiloba horkelia 1B.2 None None May-Jul(Aug) grassland
Lasthenia Burke's Meadows and seeps, Vernal
burkei goldfields 1B.1 Endangered | Endangered Apr-Jun pools
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Scientific Common | Plant Federal Blooming
Name Name Rank | State List List Period Habitat
Legenere
limosa legenere 1B.1 None None Apr-Jun Vernal pools
Navarretia Tehama Valley and foothill grassland,
heterandra navarretia 4.3 None None Apr-Jun Vernal pools
Navarretia many-
leucocephala flowered
ssp. plieantha | navarretia 1B.2 Endangered | Endangered May-Jun Vernal pools
Calistoga Meadows and seeps, Valley
Plagiobothrys popcorn and foothill grassland, Vernal
strictus flower 1B.1 Threatened Endangered Mar-Jun pools
Marshes and swamps, Valley
Trifolium and foothill grassland, Vernal
hydrophilum saline clover 1B.2 None None Apr-Jun pools
Chaparral, Cismontane
Leptosiphon Jepson's woodland, Valley and foothill
jepsonii leptosiphon 1B.2 None None Mar-May grassland
Broadleafed upland forest,
Perideridia Chaparral, Coastal prairie,
gairdneri ssp. Gairdner's Valley and foothill grassland,
gairdneri yampah 4.2 None None Jun-Oct Vernal pools
Broadleafed upland forest,
woolly- Coastal scrub, Lower montane
Lessingia headed coniferous forest, Valley and
hololeuca lessingia 3 None None Jun-Oct foothill grassland
Napa blue Meadows and seeps, Valley
Poa napensis grass 1B.1 Endangered Endangered May-Aug and foothill grassland
Cismontane woodland, North
Lobb's Coast coniferous forest, Valley
Ranunculus aquatic and foothill grassland, Vernal
lobbii buttercup 4.2 None None Feb-May pools
Trifolium two-fork Coastal bluff scrub, Valley and
amoenum clover 1B.1 None Endangered Apr-Jun foothill grassland
Chaparral, Cismontane
woodland, Lower montane
Erythronium St. Helena coniferous forest, Valley and
helenae fawn lily 4.2 None None Mar-May foothill grassland
Chaparral, Cismontane
Layia woodland, Valley and foothill
septentrionalis | Colusa layia 1B.2 None None Apr-May grassland
Chaparral, Cismontane
Leptosiphon bristly woodland, Coastal prairie,
acicularis leptosiphon 4.2 None None Apr-Jul Valley and foothill grassland
Cismontane woodland, Lower
Navarretia montane coniferous forest,
leucocephala Baker's Meadows and seeps, Valley and
ssp. bakeri navarretia 1B.1 None None Apr-Jul foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Allium
peninsulare
var. Franciscan Cismontane woodland, Valley
franciscanum onion 1B.2 None None (Apr)May-Jun and foothill grassland
Broadleafed upland forest,
Chaparral, Cismontane
narrow- woodland, Lower montane
Brodiaea anthered coniferous forest, Valley and
leptandra brodiaea 1B.2 None None May-Jul foothill grassland
Hesperevax hogwallow Valley and foothill grassland,
caulescens starfish 4.2 None None Mar-Jun Vernal pools
Cismontane woodland, Closed-
cone coniferous forest, Coastal
Microseris marsh scrub, Valley and foothill
paludosa microseris 1B.2 None None Apr-Jun(Jul) grassland
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Scientific Common | Plant Federal Blooming
Name Name Rank | State List List Period Habitat
Chaparral, Cismontane
Navarretia cotula woodland, Valley and foothill
cotulifolia navarretia 4.2 None None May-Jun grassland
Broadleafed upland forest,
Cismontane woodland, Closed-
cone coniferous forest, Coastal
bluff scrub, Coastal prairie,
Coastal scrub, Marshes and
swamps, Meadows and seeps,
Hosackia harlequin North Coast coniferous forest,
gracilis lotus 4.2 None None Mar-Jul Valley and foothill grassland
Chaparral, Cismontane
woodland, Lower montane
Trichostema Napa coniferous forest, Valley and
ruygtii bluecurls 1B.2 None None Jun-Oct foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal
Castilleja prairie, Coastal scrub, Marshes
ambigua var. and swamps, Valley and foothill
ambigua johnny-nip 4.2 None None Mar-Aug grassland, Vernal pools
Chenopod scrub, Meadows and
Puccinellia California seeps, Valley and foothill
simplex alkali grass 1B.2 None None Mar-May grassland, Vernal pools

The following table (Table 2) is a list of special-status animal species that have the potential to
occur in habitats within or adjacent to the study based on the general habitat type(s) that each
species is known to occur in and not based on species known proximity to the site or an
evaluation of habitat quality. A full list of special-animal species is provided in Appendix B.

Table 2. Special-Status Animal Species With The Potential To Occur In Or Adjacent To
The Study Area.
Scientic Common Federal State CDFW
Name Name List List Status Habitats

Cismontane woodland | Riparian forest |

Accipiter Cooper's Riparian woodland | Upper montane

cooperii hawk None None Watch List coniferous forest

California
tiger

Ambystoma salamander - Cismontane woodland | Meadow & seep |

californiense Sonoma Riparian woodland | Valley & foothill grassland

pop. 3 County DPS Endangered | Threatened | Watch List | Vernal pool | Wetland
Chaparral | Coastal scrub | Desert wash |
Great Basin grassland | Great Basin scrub |

Species of Mojavean desert scrub | Riparian woodland |

Antrozous Special Sonoran desert scrub | Upper montane

pallidus pallid bat None None Concern coniferous forest | Valley & foothill grassland
Coastal prairie | Coastal scrub | Great Basin

Species of grassland | Great Basin scrub | Mojavean

Athene burrowing Special desert scrub | Sonoran desert scrub | Valley &

cunicularia owl None None Concern foothill grassland

Bombus Western

occidentalis bumble bee None Candidate None No Habitat Types Provided

10
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Scientic Common | Federal State CDFW
Name Name List List Status Habitats
Broadleaved upland forest | Chaparral |
Chenopod scrub | Great Basin grassland |
Great Basin scrub | Joshua tree woodland |
Lower montane coniferous forest | Meadow &
seep | Mojavean desert scrub | Riparian forest
Species of | Riparian woodland | Sonoran desert scrub |
Corynorhinus Townsend's Special Sonoran thorn woodland | Upper montane
townsendii big-eared bat | None None Concern coniferous forest | Valley & foothill grassland
Cismontane woodland | Marsh & swamp |
Elanus white-tailed Fully Riparian woodland | Valley & foothill grassland
leucurus kite None None Protected | Wetland
Species of Cismontane woodland | Lower montane
Lasiurus western red Special coniferous forest | Riparian forest | Riparian
blossevillii bat None None Concern woodland
Broadleaved upland forest | Cismontane
Lasiurus woodland | Lower montane coniferous forest |
cinereus hoary bat None None None North coast coniferous forest
Myotis fringed
thysanodes myotis None None None No Habitat Types Provided
Regional Habitats Only Listed: Broadleaved
upland forest | Chaparral | Cismontane
woodland | Closed-cone coniferous forest |
Coastal bluff scrub | Coastal dunes | Coastal
prairie | Coastal scrub | Freshwater marsh |
Lower montane coniferous forest | Marsh &
swamp | Meadow & seep | North coast
coniferous forest | Oldgrowth | Redwood |
Species of Riparian forest | Riparian scrub | Riparian
American Special woodland | Salt marsh | Upper montane
Taxidea taxus | badger None None Concern coniferous forest | Valley & foothill grassland

6 STUDY METHODS

6.1 SPECIAL-STATUS PLANT SPECIES HABITAT ASSESSMENT AND SURVEYS

Darren Wiemeyer, a qualified biologist, performed site visits on April 13, May 11 and June 7,
2022 and March 29, May 9 and June 2, 2023 to perform special-status plant species surveys, map
habitat types, compile a plant inventory and assess habitat types for special-status plant species
habitat suitability. Habitats were evaluated for their suitability to provide habitat for special-
status plant species based on current conditions and past activities.

Protocol level special-status plant species surveys were performed in accordance with state and
federal plant survey protocols (CDFW 2000; USFWS 1996a; USFWS 1996b). The surveys were
conducted at the time of year when rare or endangered species are both "evident” and
identifiable, i.e. they were scheduled (1) to coincide with known flowering periods, and/or (2)
during periods of phenological development that are necessary to identify special status plant
species. A meandering pattern was walked through each habitat to ensure that all areas were

viewed.

A plant inventory list is included as Appendix C.
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6.2 SPECIAL-STATUS ANIMAL SPECIES HABITAT ASSESSMENT AND WILDLIFE
INVENTORY

Darren Wiemeyer, a qualified biologist, performed site visits on April 13, May 11 and June 7,
2022 and March 29, May 9 and June 2, 2023 to perform special-status animal species habitat
assessments, a California tiger salamander habitat assessment and wildlife inventories.

Special-status animal species habitat assessment consisted of evaluating habitats for habitat
suitability for special-status animal species that have the potential to utilize habitats at the site
and in the vicinity of the site. The determination of presence for special-status animal species
possibly occurring at the site was based on habitat assessments, literature review and queries
through CNDDB. All wildlife species observed in the field were noted.

6.2.1 Birds

The site was searched for the presence of burrows which could be used by burrowing owl
(Athena cunicularia), the trees were evaluated for nesting suitability for Cooper’s hawk
(Accipiter cooperii) and white-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus) and the grasslands were evaluated
for nesting suitability for grasshopper sparrow (Ammodramus savannarum).

The nesting bird surveys consisted of surveying the site for any ground and tree nesting bird
nests. If a bird was seen, its behavior was observed to determine if it was actively nesting in the
area. Common nesting behavior by birds include collecting nesting materials, bringing food
items to a nest and vocalizations to attract a mate and to establish or defend a nesting territory.

6.2.2 Mammals

There site was searched for the presence of large burrows which could be used by American
badger (Taxidea taxus). Trees were assessed for suitable bat roosting habitat in the form of
exfoliating bark, cavities and broken branches. Trees were assessed for suitable bat roosting
habitat. Trees were inspected for any cavities, exfoliating bark or broken branches that could
provide suitable roosting habitat for special-status bat species.

Trees were assessed for suitable bat roosting habitat in the form of exfoliating bark, cavities and
broken branches, as well as looking for any evidence of active bat roosting. Trees were
inspected for any cavities, exfoliating bark or broken branches that could provide suitable
roosting habitat for special-status bat species.

6.2.3 Amphibians

Habitats were assesses for its habitat suitability for special-status amphibians, including
California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense). Although there are seasonal wetlands on
the site, they do not provide suitable habitat for any other aquatic amphibians or reptiles.

6.2.3.1 California Tiger Salamander

A detailed habitat suitability assessment was performed at the site for California tiger
salamander, including evaluating the seasonal wetlands for suitable breeding habitat, surveying
for fossorial mammal burrows, an assessment of potential barriers to movement and an
evaluation of the distance to known CTS occurrences and breeding ponds from the location of
the proposed project.
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6.2.4 Insects

A habitat assessment and surveys for western bumble bee (Bombus ocidentalis) was performed
at the site.

6.3 WETLAND DELINEATION

Darren Wiemeyer performed a wetland delineation at the site on June 2, 2023. Standard USACE
wetland delineation procedures as described in the USACE Wetlands Delineation Manual
(Environmental Laboratory, 1987) were used to determine whether wetlands were present at the
site. The December 2006 Interim Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland
Delineation Manual Arid West Region procedures was also used to determine the extent of
wetlands present at the site. A routine on-site investigation was conducted using the plant
community assessment method. Each sample included detailed application of the three-
parameter approach (vegetation, hydrology and soils).

Soil pits were dug where the soil was examined for evidence of reducing conditions (e.g.
gleying, mottling, low chroma, etc.). Soil color was determined using a Munsell color chart
(Munsell, 1975). Soil pits were dug up to 16 inches in depth at most locations. Visual
observations, either during the wetland delineation or during previous site observations of
saturated or inundated soil, and observations of oxidized root channels and biotic crust (algal
matting) were used as indicators of wetland hydrology.

Plant species quantities were visually estimated using a releve approach (Mueller-Dombois and
Ellenberg, 1974). The National List of Plant Species That Occur in Wetlands: California
(Region 0) (Reed, 1988) was used to assign wetland indicator status of species.

7 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

7.1 PLANT COMMUNITIES & HABITATS

Habitat types at the site consist of non-native annual grassland and seasonal wetland habitat
(Figure 4). A total of 0.22-acres of seasonal wetland habitat was delineated at the site. No

7.1.1 Non-Native Annual Grassland

Non-native annual grassland is the dominant habitat at the site (Figure 4). The majority of this
habitat type is routinely mowed and could be considered a degraded lawn. Dominant plant
species consist of wild oats (Avena fatua), perennial ryegrass (Festuca perennis), rip gut brome
(Bromus diandrus), soft chess (Bromus mollis), little quaking grass (Briza minor), field mustard
(Brassica rapa), spring vetch (Vicia sativa), cut-leaf geranium (Geranium dissectum), hairy cat
ears (Hypochaeris radicata), English plantain (Plantago lanceolata), morning glory
(Convolvulus arvensis) and red-stem filaree (Erodium cicutarium). Non-native grassland habitat
at the site has been degraded from routine mowing and other disturbances resulting in a
dominance of non-native, weedy species.

The proposed project will result in the loss of non-native annual grassland habitat at the site.
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7.1.2 Seasonal Wetland

Seasonal wetland habitat occurs in five specific locations throughout the site and totals 0.22-
acres (Figure 4). They consist of a low-lying depression at the southeast corner of the site, a
broad drainage swale near the northeast corner of the site, two long drainage swales along the
northern site boundary along Finely Avenue and a low-lying depression near the southwest
corner of the site (Figure 4).

The seasonal wetland drainage swale along the Finely Avenue functions as a constructed
roadside drainage ditch. The two seasonal wetland areas along the eastern portion of the site
appear to be a result of past site developments and the development of Leddy Avenue, which has
resulted in low-lying areas that pond water. The seasonal wetland at the southwest corner of the
site appears to be part of a larger seasonal wetland complex that extends into the Samuel Jones
Hall Habitat Area, but has been degraded from past site developments and routine mowing.

Dominant plant species consist of perennial rye-grass (Festuca perennis), Mediterranean barley
(Hordeum marinum ssp. gussoneanum), Bermuda grass (Cynodon dactylon), reed canary grass
(Phalaris arundinacea), hyssop loosestrife (Lystrum hyssopifolia) and bristly ox tongue
(Helminthotheca echioides). The seasonal wetland located in the southwest corner of the site
contained meadow barley (Hordeum brachyantherum) and the seasonal wetland located in the
southeast corner of the site contained fringed downingia (Downingia concolor).

The seasonal wetlands would most likely be considered Waters of the United States and would
be considered Waters of the State.

The proposed project will permanently fill 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat at the site. The
proposed project will temporarily impact 0.01-acres of seasonal wetland habitat in the northwest
seasonal wetland drainage swale, west of the existing entrance driveway.

7.2 SPECIAL-STATUS PLANTS

No special-status plant species were observed during two seasons of protocol-level surveys in
2022 and 2023 at the site. The non-native annual grassland and seasonal wetlands provides low
habitat suitability for special-status plant species as it is dominated by non-native grasses and
forbs which typically outcompete native species. In addition, routine mowing and other
disturbances have further reduced the site’s suitability to support special-status plant species.
Therefore, the non-native annual grassland habitat at the site does not exhibit suitable habitat for
any special-status plant species in Table 1.

Although the seasonal wetlands are degraded and do not contain and special-status plant species,
they still would be considered suitable habitat for federally listed vernal pool plant species as
they allowing ponding of water in the seasonal wetlands. These species include Sebastopol
meadowfoam (Limnanthes vinculans), Sonoma sunshine (Blennosperma bakeri) and Burke’s
goldfields (Lasthenia burkei).

The proposed project will result in the permanent and temporary impacts to 0.22-acres of
seasonal wetland habitat, which provides suitable habitat for federally endangered plant habitat.
The site is located within the Southern Core Zone for Burke’s goldfields, Sonoma sunshine and
Sebastopol meadowfoam according to the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -
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Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California

dated June 11, 2020 (USFWS, 2020).

Reference site surveys were conducted in 2022 and 2023 for federally endangered vernal pool
plant species on the Santa Rosa Plain. Table 3 includes details regarding these reference site

surveys.
Table 3.

Federally Endangered Vernal Pool Plant Species - Santa Rosa Plain Reference
Site Survey Documentation.

SPECIES

SURVEY DATE

REFERENCE SITE

PHENOLOGY —
Percent: vegetative (v);
blooming (b); seed set (ss)

Blennosperma bakeri

March 22, 2022

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,
Santa Rosa

v: 0%; b: 95%; ss: 5%

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,

April 9. 2022 Santa Rosa v: 0%; b: 30%; ss: 20%

April 18, 2022 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 5%: ss: 95%
Santa Rosa

May 11, 2022 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 0%: ss: 100%

Santa Rosa

March 23, 2023

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,
Santa Rosa

v: 160%; b: 40%; ss: 0%

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,

April 4, 2023 v: 20%; b: 75%; ss: 5%
Santa Rosa

April 18, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 70%: ss: 30%
Santa Rosa

April 27, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 50%; ss: 50%
Santa Rosa

May 3, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 40%; ss: 60%
Santa Rosa

May 11, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 20%: ss: 80%
Santa Rosa

May 16, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 10%: ss: 90%

Santa Rosa

Lasthenia bakeri

March 22,2022

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,
Santa Rosa

v: 100%; b: 0%; ss: 0%

April 9, 2022

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,
Santa Rosa

v: 60%; b: 40%; ss: 0%

April 18, 2022

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,
Santa Rosa

v: 0%; b: 80%; ss: 20%

March 23, 2023

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,
Santa Rosa

v: 100%; b: 0%; ss: 0%

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,

April 4, 2023 v: 100%; b: 0%; ss: 0%
Santa Rosa

April 18, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 95%: b: 5%: ss: 0%
Santa Rosa

April 27, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 70%; b: 30%: ss: 0%
Santa Rosa

May 3, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 10%: b: 90%: ss: 0%
Santa Rosa

May 11, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 70%: ss: 30%
Santa Rosa

May 16, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 70%: ss: 30%
Santa Rosa

May 11, 2022 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 20%: ss: 80%

Santa Rosa

Limnanthes vinculans

March 22, 2022

Alton Lane Conservation Bank,
Santa Rosa

v: 100%; b: 0%; ss: 0%
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PHENOLOGY —
SPECIES SURVEY DATE REFERENCE SITE Percent: vegetative (v);
blooming (b); seed set (ss)
Limnanthes vinculans | April 2, 2022 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, V: 40%; b: 60%; ss: 0%
Santa Rosa
April 18, 2022 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, V: 20%; b: 60%; ss: 20%
Santa Rosa
May 11, 2022 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 0%: b: 0%: ss: 100%
Santa Rosa
March 23, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 100%; b: 0%; ss: 0%
Santa Rosa
April 4, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 100%; b: 0%: ss: 0%
Santa Rosa
April 18, 2023 Alton Lane Conservation Bank, v: 100%: b: 0%: ss: 0%
Santa Rosa
April 28, 2023 Hazel Wetland Mitigation Bank, |\ 5604 - 4006; ss: 0%
Santa Rosa
May 16, 2023 Hazel Wetland Mitigation Bank, v: 20%: b: 40%: ss: 40%
Santa Rosa

7.3 WILDLIFE

The non-native grassland and seasonal wetland habitats at the site provide low habitat suitability
for wildlife, primarily because of the site is degraded from past developments and current uses as
an active homeless shelter. The few trees on the site provide limited bird nesting opportunities
and no bird nests were observed. The site provides very limited foraging habitat for bats and
birds of prey.

Pocket gopher, California meadow vole and possibly broad-footed mole burrows were observed,
but they were low in density. Small urban mammals such as raccoon, opossum, jack rabbit and
striped skunk may utilize the site at night for foraging and cover. The routine mowing and
limited flowering forbs greatly limits the food resources for insects and bees.

The seasonal wetlands do not pond water for a sufficient period to be suitable for amphibian
breeding habitat for species such as Pacific chorus frog (Pseudacris regilla) or California tiger
salamander (Ambystoma californiense). No pacific chorus frog eggs or larvae were observed in
any of the seasonal wetlands.

Wildlife species that were observed either through direct observation, heard, tracks observed,
scat observed, or other indication during the site survey include pocket gopher, broad-footed
mole, house finch, song sparrow, northern mockingbird, tufted titmouse, American goldfinch,
European sparrow, red-tailed hawk, fence lizard.

Native nesting birds could potentially initiate nesting at the site. Therefore, it has been
determined that there may be a significant impact to native nesting birds as a result of the
proposed project without appropriate avoidance and mitigation measures.
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7.4 SPECIAL-STATUS ANIMAL SPECIES
7.4.1 Birds

7.4.1.1 Cooper’s Hawk

Conservation Status: CDFW — Watch List

Cooper’s hawk (Accipiter cooperii) is generally found in dense stands of live oak, riparian
deciduous, or other forest habitats near water. Habitats at the site provide very limited foraging
habitat for this species and few trees at the site provides very limited suitable nesting habitat for
this species.

There nearest CNDDB occurrence of this species is approximately 1.8-miles to the east of the
site (Figure 5). It is highly unlikely that this species would nest at the site as it would prefer
dense stands of oak woodland, riparian or forest habitat that are not surrounded by development
with significant human activity. This species was not observed at the site.

The proposed project will result in the loss of potentially suitable foraging habitat for this
species, but this would not be considered a significant impact. Development activities and tree
removal is not likely to disturb this species as it is highly unlikely that this species would be
nesting in the few trees on the site. Therefore, it has been determined that there will be no
significant impact to this species as a result of the proposed project.

7.4.1.2 Grasshopper Sparrow
Conservation Status: CDFW — Species of Special Concern

Grasshopper sparrow (Ammodramus savannarum) is generally found in dense grasslands on
rolling hills, lowland plains, in valleys and on hillsides on lower mountain slopes. This species
favors native grasslands with a mix of grasses, forbs and scattered shrubs. The non-native
annual grassland provides very limited foraging and nesting habitat suitability for this species as
is contains no shrubs and no dominance of native grasses.

There are no CNDDB occurrences of this species within 5-miles of the site (Figure 5). It is
highly unlikely that this species would nest at the site as it would prefer dense grasslands that are
not surrounded by development with significant human activity. This species was not observed
at the site.

The proposed project will result in the loss of non-native annual grassland habitat at the site.
Development activities are not likely to disturb this species as it is highly unlikely that this
species would be nesting in the non-native annual grassland habitat at the site. Therefore, it has
been determined that there will be no significant impact to this species as a result of the proposed
project.
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7.4.1.3 Burrowing Owl
Conservation Status: CDFW - Species of Special Concern

Burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia) occurs in open, dry annual or perennial grasslands, deserts
and scrublands characterized by low-growing vegetation. Burrowing owl is a subterranean
nester which is dependent upon burrowing mammals, most notably, the California ground
squirrel. The site provides very limited habitat suitability for this species. No medium or large
burrows were observed at the site, which significantly limits the suitability of the site for nesting.
Furthermore, because the site has significant human activity, it is highly unlikely that this species
utilizes habitats at the site.

There are no CNDDB occurrences of this species within 5-miles of the site (Figure 5). This
species was not observed at the site.

The proposed project will result in the loss of non-native annual grassland habitat at the site,
which provides very limited habitat suitability for this species. Development activities are not
likely to disturb this species as it is highly unlikely that this species would be nesting in the non-
native annual grassland habitat at or adjacent to the site. Therefore, it has been determined that
there will be no significant impact to this species as a result of the proposed project.

7.4.1.4 White-tailed Kite
Conservation Status: CDFW - Fully Protected

White-tailed kite (Elanus leucurus) is generally found in rolling foothills and valley margins
with scattered oaks and river bottomlands or marshes next to deciduous woodlands. They
typically nest in oak trees with dense tops. Habitats at the site provide very limited foraging
habitat for this species and few trees at the site provides very limited suitable nesting habitat for
this species.

There nearest CNDDB occurrence of this species is approximately 2.1-miles to the east of the
site (Figure 5). It is highly unlikely that this species would nest at the site as it would prefer to
nest in areas with scatted oaks that are not surrounded by development with significant human
activity. This species was not observed at the site.

The proposed project will result in the loss of potentially suitable foraging habitat for this
species, but this would not be considered a significant impact. Development activities and tree
removal is not likely to disturb this species as it is highly unlikely that this species would be
nesting in the few trees on the site. Therefore, it has been determined that there will be no
significant impact to this species as a result of the proposed project.
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7.4.2 Mammals
7.4.2.1 American Badger
Conservation Status: CDFW - Species of Special Concern

American badger (Taxidea taxus) generally occur in open pasture and grassland habitats and are
most abundant in drier open stages of most shrub, forest and herbaceous habitats with friable
soils on uncultivated ground. They dig their own burrows and prey primarily on burrowing
rodents. The site provides very limited habitat suitability for this species. No medium or large
burrows were observed at the site, which significantly limits the habitat suitability of the site for
this species. Furthermore, because the site has significant human activity, it is highly unlikely
that this species utilizes habitats at the site.

There are no CNDDB occurrences of this species within 5-miles of the site (Figure 5). This
species was not observed at the site.

The proposed project will result in the loss of non-native annual grassland habitat at the site,
which provides very limited habitat suitability for this species. Development activities are not
likely to disturb this species as it is highly unlikely that this species would be nesting in the non-
native annual grassland habitat at or adjacent to the site. Therefore, it has been determined that
there will be no significant impact to this species as a result of the proposed project.

7.4.2.2 Special-Status Bat Species

All special-status bat species, including several bat species which do not have special status, but
have potential to occur in habitats at the site, have been included in this evaluation of habitat
suitability and discussion of potential impacts. All bat species have state protection during
nesting and roosting seasons. The following bat species are included in this habitat assessment:

Pallid Bat (Antrozous pallidus) - Conservation Status: CDFW - Species of Special
Concern

Townsend’s Big-Eared Bat (Corynorhinus townsendii) - Conservation Status: State -
Candidate Threatened; CDFW - Species of Special Concern

Western red bat (Lasiurus blossevillii) — Conservation Status: CDFW - Species of
Special Concern

Hoary Bat (Lasiurus cinereus) — Conservation Status: None
Fringed Myotis (Myotis thysanodes) — Conservation Status: None
Long-legged Myotis (Myotis volans) — Conservation Status: None
Yuma Myotis (Myotis yumanensis) — Conservation Status: None

Bats are known to utilize a vast variety of habitat types for foraging and several types of
structures for nesting and roosting including trees, cliffs, rock outcrops, buildings, bridges, caves
and mines. The habitats at the site provide very limited suitability as foraging habitat for bats.
The three trees on the site did not exhibit suitable roosting habitat as they did not exhibit cavities,
fissures or exfoliating bark.
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There are no CNDDB occurrences of special-status bat species within 5-miles of the site (Figure
5). It is highly unlikely that bat species would roost in the three trees at the site. Bat species
were not observed at the site and there was no indication that bat species were actively roosting
in the trees at the site.

The proposed project will result in the loss of one cork oak and one mulberry tree. These trees
do not exhibit suitable bat roosting habitat features. Therefore, it has been determined that there
will be no significant impact to this species as a result of the proposed project.

7.4.3 Amphibians

7.4.3.1 California Tiger Salamander

Conservation Status: Federal — Endangered; CDFW — Threatened
7.4.3.1.1 Biology

The California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense) is an amphibian in the family
Ambystomatidae. It is a large, stocky, terrestrial salamander with a broad, rounded snout. Adult
males are about 20 centimeters (8 inches) long, females a little less than 18 centimeters (7
inches). Coloration consists of white or pale yellow spots or bars on a black background on the
back and sides. The belly varies from almost uniform white or pale yellow to a variegated
pattern of white or pale yellow and black. The salamander's small eyes protrude from their
heads. They have black irises. Males can be distinguished from females, especially during the
breeding season, by their swollen cloacae, a common chamber into which the intestinal, urinary,
and reproductive canals discharge. They also have more developed tail fins and, as mentioned
above, larger overall size.

The species is restricted to grasslands and low (typically below 2000 feet/610 meters) foothill
regions where lowland aquatic sites are available for breeding. They prefer natural ephemeral
pools or ponds that mimic them (stock ponds that are allowed to go dry). Larvae require
significantly more time to transform into juvenile adults than other amphibians such as the
western spadefoot toad (Scaphiopus hammondii) and Pacific chorus frog (Pseudacris regilla).
Compared to the western toad (Bufo boreas) or western spadefoot toad, California tiger
salamanders are poor burrowers. They require refuges provided by ground squirrels and other
burrowing mammals in which to enter a dormant state called estivation during the dry months.

This species is restricted to California and does not overlap with any other species of tiger
salamander. California tiger salamanders are restricted to vernal pools and seasonal ponds,
including many constructed stock ponds, in grassland and oak savannah plant communities,
predominantly from sea level to 2,000 feet, in central California. In the Coastal region,
populations are scattered from Sonoma County in the northern San Francisco Bay Area to Santa
Barbara County (up to elevations of 3,500 feet/1067 meters), and in the Central Valley and
Sierra Nevada foothills from Yolo to Kern counties (up to 2,000 feet/610 meters). The Sonoma
population appears to have been geographically isolated from the remainder of the California
tiger salamander population by distance, mountains and major waterway barriers for more than
700,000 years.
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The primary cause of the decline of California tiger salamander populations is the loss and
fragmentation of habitat from human activities and the encroachment of nonnative predators.
Federal, State and local laws have not prevented past and ongoing losses of habitat. All of the
estimated seven genetic populations of this species have been significantly reduced because of
urban and agricultural development, land conversion, and other human-caused factors.

A typical salamander breeding population in a pond can drop to less than twenty breeding adults
and/or recruiting juveniles in some years, making these local populations prone to extinction.
California tiger salamanders therefore require large contiguous areas of vernal pools (vernal pool
complexes or comparable aquatic breeding habitat) containing multiple breeding ponds to ensure
re-colonization of individual ponds. Louisiana swamp crayfish, mosquito fish, green sunfish and
other introduced fishes prey on adult or larval salamanders.

7.4.3.1.2 CTS Occurrences

The site is within the potential range of the California tiger salamander (Ambystoma
californiense) (CTS) as mapped by the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
according to the Santa Rosa Plain Conservation Strategy (SRPCS) (SRPCST, 2005). The site is
located within listed critical habitat for California tiger salamander (Federal Register, 2011).
The site is identified as “Likely to Adversely Affect CTS and/or CTS Critical Habitat and Listed
Plants” and has a required 3:1 habitat mitigation ratio, according to the Programmatic Biological
Opinion (PBO) - Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section
404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma
County, California dated June 11, 2020 (USFWS, 2020).

There are several known CTS breeding site and adult sightings in the vicinity of the site and are
primarily located to the south of the site (Figure 6). The nearest CTS breeding site occurs within
the Samuel Jones Hall Habitat Preserve, located directly to the south and west of the project site.
The second nearest CTS breeding site occurs approximately 0.5-miles to the northwest of the site
at the northern end of the former Naval Auxiliary Air Station (Figure 6).

There are several additional CTS breeding sites and CTS adult sightings just beyond 0.6-miles to
the south of the site at the southern end of the former Naval Auxiliary Air Station and other
private properties and California Tiger Salamander Conservation Banks south of Ludwig Avenue
(Figure 6).

7.4.3.1.3 Site Evaluation

In general, the non-native annual grassland habitat provides potentially suitable upland
aestivation habitat for CTS. The site does have a low density of fossorial mammal burrows.
Although the site is an active homeless shelter with significant human activity and routine
mowing of the grassland habitat at the site, there is still potential for CTS to travel through the
site and aestivate in underground burrows on the site. Based on this assessment, the non-native
annual grassland and seasonal wetland habitats at the site provide suitable CTS upland
aestivation habitat.
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The seasonal wetlands at the site have a short to medium hydro-period and only ponds water to a
depth of 8-inches in the deepest seasonal wetland, located at the southeast corner of the site
(Figure 4). Furthermore, these seasonal wetlands have been degraded from past land
disturbances and routine mowing. The lack of any observed aquatic invertebrates and the lack of
observations of CTS eggs or Pacific tree frog eggs or larvae, further limits the seasonal wetland
habitat suitability for breeding habitat for CTS. Based on this assessment, the seasonal wetlands
at the site do not provide suitable CTS breeding habitat.

According to the California Tiger Salamander Habitat Mitigation Exhibit, provided in the
Figures Section, a total of 1.23-acres of suitable CTS upland aestivation habitat will be
permanently or temporarily impacted as result of the proposed project. Based on this evaluation,
it has been determined that there will be a significant impact to CTS as a result of the proposed
project without appropriate avoidance and mitigation measures.

7.4.4 Insects
7.4.4.1 Western Bumble Bee
Conservation Status: CDFW - Candidate Endangered

Western bumble bee (Bombus occidentalis) generally inhabits undisturbed prairies and meadows
and requires floral resources and undisturbed underground nest sites, primarily in the form of
small burrows. They have three basic habitat requirements: suitable nesting sites for the
colonies, nectar and pollen from floral resources available throughout the duration of the colony
period (spring, summer and fall), and suitable overwintering sites for the queens. Nests occur
primarily in underground cavities such as old squirrel or other animal nests. (Jepson et al. 2014).
Threats facing bumblebees include habitat loss, pesticides, disease, invasive insects, and climate
change, which influences the timing of when the flowers they depend on are available.

The site has very limited floral resources as the site is routinely mowed and consists primarily of
non-native grasses. There are limited flowering species, such as hairy cat’s ear (Hypochaeris
radicata), prickly lettuce (Lactuca serriola), spring vetch (Vicia sativa) and cut-leaf geranium
(Geranium dissectum) but they typically do not grow to blooming stage as a result of routine
mowing of the site. The site does have some limited burrows which could be used by bees as
nesting sites.

The nearest CNDDB occurrence of this species is approximately 3.2-miles to the southeast of the
site (Figure 5). This species was not observed at the site.

The proposed project will result in the loss of non-native grassland and seasonal wetland habitat
at the site. These habitats provide very limited habitat suitability for this species as the floral
resources are very limited and typically do not grow to blooming stage. Therefore, it has been
determined that there will be no significant impact to this species as a result of the proposed
project.
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8 DISCUSSION OF POTENTIAL IMPACTS

8.1 SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

The determination of significance of impacts to biological resources involves an evaluation of
the context in which the impact may occur and the intensity and extent of the impact’s effect.
The significance of potential impacts is assessed at a site-specific scale and in the larger regional
context. The project’s effect on biological resources would be considered significant if the
project results in:

e Alteration of unique characteristics of the area, such as sensitive plant
communities and habitats (i.e. serpentine habitats, wetlands, riparian habitats).

e Adverse impacts to special-status species

e Adverse impacts to important or vulnerable resources as determined by scientific
opinion or resource agency concerns (i.e. special status habitats; e.g. wetlands).

e Interference with migratory routes.

8.2 POTENTIAL IMPACTS

The proposed project will result in the loss of non-native annual grassland and seasonal wetland
habitat. The proposed project will permanently fill 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat and
will temporarily impact 0.01-acres of seasonal wetland habitat. The proposed project will impact
0.22-acres of suitable habitat for federally endangered vernal pool plant species. The proposed
project will impact 1.23-acres of suitable upland aestivation habitat for California tiger
salamander. In addition, native nesting birds could be impacted or disturbed from tree removal
and construction activities.

The proposed project has the potential to impact native nesting birds, if tree removal and
construction activities are initiated during bird nesting season.

8.3 IMPACTS AND RECOMMENDED MITIGATION

Implementation of the following recommended mitigation measures, in addition to any
regulatory agency conditions, will result in a finding of less than significant impacts to biological
resources as a result of site development for the Samuel L. Jones Hall Annex Project.

IMPACT 1. PERMANENT FILL OF 0.21-ACRES OF SEASONAL WETLAND
HABITAT

The proposed project will result in the permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat
and will temporarily impact 0.01-acres of seasonal wetland habitat. The seasonal wetlands at the
site would fall under the jurisdiction of the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) and
the United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) under the Clean Water Act.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation 1.1.  Obtain permit authorization from the USACE under the 404 Nationwide
Permit Program for the permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland
habitat. Implement all agency permit conditions.
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Mitigation 1.2.  Obtain permit authorization from the SWRCB under the 401 Water Quality
Certification Program for the permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland
habitat. Implement all agency permit conditions.

Mitigation 1.3.  Request the USACE to append the project to the USFWS Programmatic
Biological Opinion -Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean
Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.
Implement all conditions required by the USFWS under the Programmatic
Biological Opinion.

Mitigation 1.4.  Mitigate for the permanent fill of 0.21-acres of seasonal wetland habitat
through the purchase of seasonal wetland habitat credits at a 1:1 ratio,
totaling 0.21-acres, at an agency approved wetland mitigation bank.

IMPACT 2. IMPACT OF 0.22-ACRES OF SUITABLE FEDERALLY ENDANGERED
PLANT HABITAT

The proposed project will result in the impact of 0.22-acres of seasonal wetland habitat, which
provides suitable habitat for federally endangered plant habitat. The site is located within the
Southern Core Zone for Burke’s goldfields, Sonoma sunshine and Sebastopol meadowfoam
according to the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -Reinitiation of Formal Consultation
of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
(Corps) on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020 (USFWS,
2020).

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation 2.1.  Request the USACE to append the project to the USFWS Programmatic
Biological Opinion -Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean
Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.
Implement all conditions required by the USFWS under the Programmatic
Biological Opinion.

Mitigation 2.1.  Mitigate for impacts to 0.22-acres of suitable federally endangered vernal
pool plant habitat through the purchase of federally endangered vernal pool
plant species credits at a 1.5:1 mitigation ratio, totaling 0.33-acres, at an
agency approved plant preservation bank located within the Southern Core
Zone for Burke’s goldfields, Sonoma sunshine and Sebastopol meadowfoam.
Mitigation shall be split evenly between all three endangered vernal pool
plant species in accordance with the USFWS Programmatic Biological
Opinion -Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act,
Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) on the
Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.
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IMPACT 3. PERMANENT IMPACT TO 123-ACRES OF SUITABLE UPLAND
AESTIVATION HABITAT FOR CALIFORNIA TIGER SALAMANDER

The proposed project will result in permanent impact to 1.23-acres of suitable upland aestivation
habitat for California tiger salamander.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation 3.1.  Request the USACE to append the project to the USFWS Programmatic
Biological Opinion -Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean
Water Act, Section 404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps)
on the Santa Rosa Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.
Implement all conditions required by the USFWS under the Programmatic
Biological Opinion. Implement all conditions required by the USFWS under
the Programmatic Biological Opinion.

Mitigation 3.2.  Mitigate for the permanent impact to 1.23-acres of suitable upland aestivation
habitat for California tiger salamander at a 3:1 mitigation ratio, totaling
3.690-acres, at an agency approved California tiger salamander conservation
bank in accordance with the USFWS Programmatic Biological Opinion -
Reinitiation of Formal Consultation of Issuance of Clean Water Act, Section
404 Permits by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) on the Santa Rosa
Plain, Sonoma County, California dated June 11, 2020.

Mitigation 3.2. Obtain a California Department of Fish and Widlife Incidental Take Permit.
Implement all conditions required by the CDFW in the Incidental Take
Permit.

IMPACT 4. TREE REMOVAL AND CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITIES MAY IMPACT
NATIVE NESTING BIRDS

The proposed project has the potential to impact native nesting birds, if tree removal and
construction activities are initiated during bird nesting season, which is February 1 through
August 31.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation 3.1.  In the event that construction activities are initiated (including land clearing
and/or tree removal) within the avian nesting season (February 1 — August
31), a preconstruction survey shall be performed by a qualified biologist on
the site to locate any active bird nests on the site including a 500 foot buffer of
the site. The preconstruction survey shall be performed within 5 days before
initiation of construction activities. If active bird nests are identified,
protective measures shall be implemented. An appropriate non-disturbance
buffer zone shall be established — typically up to 500 feet for raptors and 100
feet for passerines, or as otherwise recommended by the biologist.

These protection measures shall remain in effect until the young have left the
nest and are foraging independently or the nest is no longer active, as
determined by the biologist. If construction activities can be performed
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outside of the nesting season (August 31 - January 31), no preconstruction
surveys for nesting birds are warranted.
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NON—CTS HABITAT = HARDSCAPE AREA

| (CONCRETE, ASPHALT, & STRUCTURES)

CTS HABITAT = CTS HABITAT THAT MAY BE
AFFECTED BY DEVELOPMENT ON PROJECT

i PARCEL DUE TO PLANNED CONSTRUCTION.

CALIFORNIA TIGER SALAMANDER HABITAT MITIGATION EXHIBIT

SAMUEL L. JONES HALL SHELTER

CITY OF SANTA ROSA
4020 FINLEY AVENUE, SANTA ROSA, CA 95407

825 SONOMA AVENUE
SUITE C

SANTA ROSA, CA 95404
TEL: (707) 544—0784
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4 CIVIL NOTES
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C1| MODULAR SHOWER BUILDING: 24'x36' (SEE SHEET A1.0)
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C6| CONCRETE PLANTER BARRIER

C8| CURB & GUTTER PER CITY STD 241

C9| VERTICAL CURB PER CITY STD 242

C10l VALLEY GUTTER PER CITY STD 243

C11l CURB OPENING

C120 CROSS WALK STRIPING PER CALTRANS STD'S

C13| BIKE LANE MARKING PER CALTRANS STD'S

(== e SEE LANDSCAPE PLANS :
BN SHEETS L1.01-L1.03 [958 :
| ' 4

C14 PAVEMENT MARKING PER CALTRANS STD : DOUBLE YELLOW

|

C15 PAVEMENT MARKING PER CALTRANS STD : WHITE ARROW

C160 CURB RAMP PER CITY STD 232A & B
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4020 FINLEY AVE C17| 24"x24" CONCRETE DI

SAMUEL L. JONES' HALL
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C18 HDPE STORM DRAIN PIPE PER CITY STD 215

C19 CONCRETE CURB INLET PER CITY STD 402

MATCH LINE - SEE BELOW

C200 CONCRETE HEADWALL PER CALTRANS STD D86B

C21| DRAINAGE DITCH/SWALE

&
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C22) CONFORM TO EXISTING ASPHALT

0
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C23 CONCRETE WHEEL STOP

- CIVIL IMPROVEMENTS

C24 ADA ACCESSIBLE PARKING STRIPING

C25 MODULAR SHOWER BUILDING 2: 12'x12' (SEE SHEET A1.0)

N
T PARALLEL
PARKING (3TOTAL)

24

C26| SIDEWALK BARRICADE PER CITY STD 236

C27| CURB RETURN DRIVEWAY PER CITY STD 250C

C28 FIRE TRUCK TURNAROUND

C29 WATER POINT OF CONNECTION
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C1| MODULAR SHOWER BUILDING: 24'x36' (SEE SHEET A1.0)
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C2| MODULAR RESTROOM BUILDING #1 : 12'x60' (SEE SHEET A1.0)

C3| MODULAR RESTROOM BUILDING #2 : 12'x36"' (SEE SHEET A1.0)

(g}
—
w

C4| MODULAR ADA COMPLIANT RAMP

PARALLEL PARKING (2 TO

025

C5| CHAIN LINK FENCE ENCLOSURE

C6| CONCRETE PLANTER BARRIER
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C7| CONCRETE BLOCK TRASH ENCLOSURE WITH COVERED ROOF

L E
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C8| CURB & GUTTER PER CITY STD 241

C9| VERTICAL CURB PER CITY STD 242

C100 VALLEY GUTTER PER CITY STD 243

C11l CURB OPENING

C13 BIKE LANE MARKING PER CALTRANS STD'S

C14 PAVEMENT MARKING PER CALTRANS STD : DOUBLE YELLOW

./u . i 4!. T c22{ca7
C10 aF
(TYP) [cs] @, Tl |¢ |

4018 FINLEY AVE e
SAMUEL L. JONES HALL ©
EMERGENCY SHELTER

C15 PAVEMENT MARKING PER CALTRANS STD : WHITE ARROW

C160 CURB RAMP PER CITY STD 232A & B

C17| 24"x24" CONCRETE DI

C18 HDPE STORM DRAIN PIPE PER CITY STD 215

C19 CONCRETE CURB INLET PER CITY STD 402
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C200 CONCRETE HEADWALL PER CALTRANS STD D86B

C21| DRAINAGE DITCH/SWALE

C22l CONFORM TO EXISTING ASPHALT

C23 CONCRETE WHEEL STOP

- CIVIL IMPROVEMENTS

C24 ADA ACCESSIBLE PARKING STRIPING

C25 MODULAR SHOWER BUILDING 2: 12'x12' (SEE SHEET A1.0)

C26| SIDEWALK BARRICADE PER CITY STD 236

C27| CURB RETURN DRIVEWAY PER CITY STD 250C

C28 FIRE TRUCK TURNAROUND

C29 WATER POINT OF CONNECTION
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GENERAL NOTES

1. SEE SHEET A1.0 FOR CONCEPTUAL FLOOR PLANS FOR EACH

MODULAR BUILDING. & e
2. SEE SHEETS C1.0 AND C1.1 FOR CONCEPTUAL ELECTRICAL e
IMPROVEMENTS. 825 SONONA LVENUE
3. SEE SHEETS L1.01-L1.03 FOR CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE SANTA ROSA, CA 95404
IMPROVEMENTS. ’
4. IMPROVEMENTS SHOWN HEREIN ARE CONCEPTUAL AND SUBJECT
TO CHANGE.

X ELECTRICAL NOTES

E1| STREET LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED RURAL STREET

FINLEY AVENUE

e ——— e RS, _ LIGHTING.
7 /'/"///////'//////, ; -- i , Ll L L L LA , 4 A //////.//,///é//////,/////,//////////// /;///7;/7/7/7/7//7 P a. STREET LIGHT SYSTEMS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
¢ TP / ST 70 e J | _
A e i R TN FROJEGTS A SUBLECT TOAPPROVAL 51 e
ERT AL T 7S R T R S ) e (A S AT TS A ey (g B s 9 2 TN /’/// 2 CITY ENGINEER. DESIGN SHALL CONFORM TO THESE
_/_/ Z//L/é// o //{ 7 % / B K LB A 77, G / v // S S S S S /'/ S S S / / / / / // / / / / / / / Y4 /// //;/ o ﬁgtgﬁe\éir\glﬁ EEI;(FSEPT AS OTHERWISE APPROVED BY

T————)4"SDT T Y DA LT | .

oooooooooooooooooooo
oooooooooooooooo
«««««««««««««««

b. THE DEVELOPER/ENGINEER SHALL MAKE ARRANGEMENTS

s o ol v i —— — oW — ———
e, P PROXIATE PROPERTY TNE TIPS WITH P.G. & E FOR SERVICE POINTS. SERVICE POINTS

T da -

L - a4~ P
L — T —

———

P—— pr SHALL BE SHOWN ON THE IMPROVEMENT PLANS. THE
PARKING, (4 TOTAL) DEVELOPER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL COSTS
ASSOCIATED THEREWITH WHICH SHALL BE PAID DIRECTLY
TO P.G. & E. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE STREET
LIGHT SERVICE POINT LOCATION(S) WITH P.G. & E. PRIOR
: /'@| _ TO INSTALLATION. THE CITY WILL REQUEST ENERGIZATION
. @ é _ i tes L e, FROM P.G. & E.
c. FOR ALL DEVELOPMENTS OUTSIDE OF THE SANTA ROSA

CITY LIMITS BUT WITHIN THE SANTA ROSA URBAN
BOUNDARY, THE DEVELOPER SHALL INSTALL THE ENTIRE
LIGHTING SYSTEM, INCLUDING THE LUMINAIRE.

E2| PARKING LOT LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED LED
LIGHTING MOUNTED 14'-0" MAX. HIGH. FIXTURE SHALL HAVE
INTEGRAL MOTION AND PHOTOCELL CONTROL TO MEET
CALIFORNIA TITLE (T24) REQUIREMENTS FOR SITE LIGHTING.
ILLUMINATION LEVELS SHALL MEET IESNA RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR ZONE 3 UNCOVERED PARKING AREAS, 1FC AVERAGE
HORIZONTAL, 0.5-2.0 RANGE.

SEE LANDSCAPE PLANS @-\ =
SHEETS L1.01-L1.03 :

A
{ ]

fi50kw GENSET AND ATS e
(E) ELECTRICAL SERVICE ]

PARKING (5 TOTAL)
PARKING (4 TOT'f\L)

4020 FINLEY AVE
SAMUEL L. JONES' HALL
BUILDING

E3] WALKWAY LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED LED LIGHTING
MOUNTED 12'-0” MAX. HIGH. FIXTURE SHALL HAVE INTEGRAL
MOTION AND PHOTOCELL CONTROL TO MEET CALIFORNIA
TITLE (T24) REQUIREMENTS FOR SITE LIGHTING. PROVIDED
CBC MEANS OF EGRESS ILLUMINATION FOR THE EXIT
DISCHARGE FROM ALL BUILDINGS. THE PATHWAYS SHALL BE
ILLUMINATED AT ALL TIMES THE BUILDING SPACE SERVED BY
THE MEANS OF EGRESS IS OCCUPIED. FIXTURES SHALL BE
EQUIPPED WITH BATTERY BACK UP RATED FOR 90 MINUTES
OF OPERATION.

—
DX

ELECTRICAL SERVICE -

E
E) PG&E SERVICE
FMR T-18
\ / ,,
® X TN
A

g...

MATCH LINE - SEE BELOW

(N) 600AMP ATS

) a— e— ——— e ) G G (G — D S —__e—

IR

E4| EXISTING WALL MOUNTED WALL PACK LIGHTING: REPLACE THE
EXISTING WALL PACK LIGHTING WITH NEW T-24 COMPLIANT

« MOTION SENSOR CONTROLLER DIMMING\PHOTOCELL

CONTROLLED UNITS PROVIDED WITH BACK UP BATTERY FOR

BUILDING PATH OF EGRESS LIGHTING.

- ELECTRICAL IMPROVEMENTS

T PARALLEL T
PARKING (3 TOTAL)
ST T e~

24

E5 MAIN SHELTER NEW UTILITY SERVICE: PROVIDE NEW NEMA
3R, 600AMP, 120/208V,3 PHASE, FUTURE PV READY
ELECTRICAL SERVICE. PROVIDE NEW UTILITY COMPANY
TRANSFORMER PAD AND 600AMP SECONDARY CONDUITS
FROM TRANSFORMER TO NEW MAIN SWITCHBOARD VIA AA
GENERATOR AND AUTO TRANSFER SWITCH. BACK FEED
EXISTING 400AMP SERVICE TO REMAIN.

MATC H LI N E A .' | S H E ET C 1 ] 1 E6] ANNEXUTILITY SERVICE: THE EXISTING NEMA 3R, 600AMP,

120/208V,3 PHASE, UTURE PV READY ELECTRICAL SERVICE.
PROVIDE NEW UTILITY COMPANY TRANSFORMER PAD AND
600AMP SECONDARY CONDUITS FROM TRANSFORMER TO
NEW MAIN SWITCHBOARD. BACK FEED EXISTING 400AMP
SERVICE TO REMAIN.

E7| MODULAR BUILDING POWER PANEL: CONNECT NEW
MODULAR BUILDING POWER PANEL TO ANNEX BUILDING

LEG E N D SERVICE AND NEW GENERATOR.

E8| STAND BY GENERATOR:
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8 ASPHALT CONCRETE SECTION - OFESITE a. GENERATOR IS AN OPTIONAL STAND-BY GENERATOR Submittal / Revision:
< 5"AC OVER 16"AB b. OWNER TO PROVIDE AUTOMATIC LOAD SHED PER NEC A
ASPHALT CONCRETE SECTION - ONSITE 702.4(1) /2
LL 3"AC OVER 12"AB c. PROVIDE ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT PAD FOR NEW A
LL| 4 CONCRETE SIDEWALK GENERATOR. N
0 < PER CITY STD'S 230A, B & C d.INSTALL A SIGN AT THE SERVICE DENOTING THERE IS A A
MODULAR LANDINGS AND STANDBY SOURCE OF POWER AND WHERE IT IS LOCATED
I ADA ACCESSIBLE RAMPS e. PROVIDE VEHICULAR TRAFFIC PROTECTION AROUND YN
| = GENERATOR. MAX DISTANCE BETWEEN BOLLARDS SHALL A
********** GRADED AREA
Z e BE 3FT.
~ | == f. PROVIDE GEN SET HEATERS AND BATTERY CHARGER Job No: 22-3161
] LANDSCAPE/GARDEN AREA FROM GENERATOR TO NEAREST PANEL. CONNECT Drawn By: AG
HEATERS AND CHARGER COMPLETE.
v Checked By: DEM
1 RO BIO-RETENTION AREAS g. PROVIDE GENERATOR REMOTE CONTROL/MONITOR. Date: DEC 14, 2022
O REMOTE CONTROL/MONITOR PANEL SHALL HAVE
d X REMOVE EXISTING TREE BATTERY BACKUP AND 120V-24V POWER SUPPLY.
Sheet Numb
< X REFER TO KEYNOTE h. PROVIDE LEVEL Il WEATHERPROOF SOUND ATTENUATING oot THmber
E 20 0 20 * STREET LIGHT ENCLOSURE
I — ¥ PARKING LOT LIGHT i. PROVIDE CONNECTION TO NATURAL GAS -
SCALE : 17 = 20’
i WALKWAY LIGHT E9| NEW UNDERGROUND SERVICE TO EXISTING UTILITY POLE:
bt COORDINATE WITH PG&E FOR NEW UNDERGROUND SERVICE.

WALL PACK LIGHT
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GENERAL NOTES

1. SEE SHEET A1.0 FOR CONCEPTUAL FLOOR PLANS FOR EACH

EBA
MATC H LI N E S _I E ET C 1 - O 2. I\SAIEOSgI:éFI;ESUg_1D(|)N§ND C1.1 FOR CONCEPTUAL ELECTRICAL S TONEERING

IMPROVEMENTS. 825 SOIHE: SVENUE
3. SEE SHEETSL1.01-L1.03 FOR CONCEPTUAL LANDSCAPE SANTA ROSA, CA 95404
A IMPROVEMENTS. ’
4. IMPROVEMENTS SHOWN HEREIN ARE CONCEPTUAL AND SUBJECT
TO CHANGE.

ELECTRICAL NOTES

O=—-0

=

E1| STREET LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED RURAL STREET
LIGHTING.

a. STREET LIGHT SYSTEMS IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
CURRENT CITY STANDARDS AND POLICIES. ALL STREET
LIGHTING PROJECTS ARE SUBJECT TO APPROVAL BY THE
CITY ENGINEER. DESIGN SHALL CONFORM TO THESE
REQUIREMENTS EXCEPT AS OTHERWISE APPROVED BY
THE CITY ENGINEER.

b. THE DEVELOPER/ENGINEER SHALL MAKE ARRANGEMENTS
WITH P.G. & E FOR SERVICE POINTS. SERVICE POINTS
SHALL BE SHOWN ON THE IMPROVEMENT PLANS. THE
DEVELOPER SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR ALL COSTS
ASSOCIATED THEREWITH WHICH SHALL BE PAID DIRECTLY
TO P.G. & E. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY THE STREET
LIGHT SERVICE POINT LOCATION(S) WITH P.G. & E. PRIOR
TO INSTALLATION. THE CITY WILL REQUEST ENERGIZATION
FROM P.G. & E.

I

|

|

I

I

I

I

I

| c. FOR ALL DEVELOPMENTS OUTSIDE OF THE SANTA ROSA

I CITY LIMITS BUT WITHIN THE SANTA ROSA URBAN
BOUNDARY, THE DEVELOPER SHALL INSTALL THE ENTIRE

l LIGHTING SYSTEM, INCLUDING THE LUMINAIRE.

I

I

I

I
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I
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LANDS oF
CITY OF saNTA ROSA
APN 035-141-013
N.ZOO4-095679
11.44 ACRES
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E2| PARKING LOT LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED LED
LIGHTING MOUNTED 14'-0" MAX. HIGH. FIXTURE SHALL HAVE
INTEGRAL MOTION AND PHOTOCELL CONTROL TO MEET
CALIFORNIA TITLE (T24) REQUIREMENTS FOR SITE LIGHTING.
ILLUMINATION LEVELS SHALL MEET IESNA RECOMMENDATIONS
FOR ZONE 3 UNCOVERED PARKING AREAS, 1FC AVERAGE
HORIZONTAL, 0.5-2.0 RANGE.

4018 FINLEY AVE e
SAMUEL L. JONES HALL Cc))|

EMERGENCY SHELTER @_\@ T
O,

E3] WALKWAY LIGHTING: PROVIDE POLE MOUNTED LED LIGHTING
MOUNTED 12'-0” MAX. HIGH. FIXTURE SHALL HAVE INTEGRAL
MOTION AND PHOTOCELL CONTROL TO MEET CALIFORNIA
TITLE (T24) REQUIREMENTS FOR SITE LIGHTING. PROVIDED
CBC MEANS OF EGRESS ILLUMINATION FOR THE EXIT
DISCHARGE FROM ALL BUILDINGS. THE PATHWAYS SHALL BE
ILLUMINATED AT ALL TIMES THE BUILDING SPACE SERVED BY
THE MEANS OF EGRESS IS OCCUPIED. FIXTURES SHALL BE
EQUIPPED WITH BATTERY BACK UP RATED FOR 90 MINUTES
OF OPERATION.

E4| EXISTING WALL MOUNTED WALL PACK LIGHTING: REPLACE THE
EXISTING WALL PACK LIGHTING WITH NEW T-24 COMPLIANT
MOTION SENSOR CONTROLLER DIMMING\PHOTOCELL
CONTROLLED UNITS PROVIDED WITH BACK UP BATTERY FOR
BUILDING PATH OF EGRESS LIGHTING.

75kw GENSET-AND ATS |-/

E5 MAIN SHELTER NEW UTILITY SERVICE: PROVIDE NEW NEMA
3R, 600AMP, 120/208V,3 PHASE, FUTURE PV READY
ELECTRICAL SERVICE. PROVIDE NEW UTILITY COMPANY
TRANSFORMER PAD AND 600AMP SECONDARY CONDUITS
FROM TRANSFORMER TO NEW MAIN SWITCHBOARD VIA AA
GENERATOR AND AUTO TRANSFER SWITCH. BACK FEED
EXISTING 400AMP SERVICE TO REMAIN.

E6] ANNEXUTILITY SERVICE: THE EXISTING NEMA 3R, 600AMP,
120/208V,3 PHASE, UTURE PV READY ELECTRICAL SERVICE.
PROVIDE NEW UTILITY COMPANY TRANSFORMER PAD AND
600AMP SECONDARY CONDUITS FROM TRANSFORMER TO
NEW MAIN SWITCHBOARD. BACK FEED EXISTING 400AMP
SERVICE TO REMAIN.

E7| MODULAR BUILDING POWER PANEL: CONNECT NEW
MODULAR BUILDING POWER PANEL TO ANNEX BUILDING

LEG E N D SERVICE AND NEW GENERATOR.

E8| STAND BY GENERATOR:
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ASPHALT CONCRETE SECTION - OFFSITE a. GENERATOR IS AN OPTIONAL STAND-BY GENERATOR Submittal / Revision:
5"AC OVER 16"AB b. OWNER TO PROVIDE AUTOMATIC LOAD SHED PER NEC AN
ASPHALT CONCRETE SECTION - ONSITE 702.4(1) /2
3"AC OVER 12"AB c. PROVIDE ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT PAD FOR NEW A
4 CONCRETE SIDEWALK GENERATOR. N
< PER CITY STD'S 230A, B & C d. INSTALL A SIGN AT THE SERVICE DENOTING THERE IS A A
MODULAR LANDINGS AND STANDBY SOURCE OF POWER AND WHERE IT IS LOCATED
ADA ACCESSIBLE RAMPS e. PROVIDE VEHICULAR TRAFFIC PROTECTION AROUND YN
IIIII GENERATOR. MAX DISTANCE BETWEEN BOLLARDS SHALL A
~~~~~~~~~~ GRADED AREA
~~~~~~~~~~ BE 3FT.
"""" f. PROVIDE GEN SET HEATERS AND BATTERY CHARGER Job No: 22-3161
LANDSCAPE/GARDEN AREA FROM GENERATOR TO NEAREST PANEL. CONNECT Drawn By: AG
wwwww HEATERS AND CHARGER COMPLETE. Checked By: -
O BIO-RETENTION AREAS g. PROVIDE GENERATOR REMOTE CONTROL/MONITOR. Date: DEC 14, 2022
REMOTE CONTROL/MONITOR PANEL SHALL HAVE
X REMOVE EXISTING TREE BATTERY BACKUP AND 120V-24V POWER SUPPLY.
Sheet Numb
X REFER TO KEYNOTE h. PROVIDE LEVEL Il WEATHERPROOF SOUND ATTENUATING oo THmRer
- o - S STREET LIGHT ENCLOSURE
T * PARKING LOT LIGHT i. PROVIDE CONNECTION TO NATURAL GAS i
SCALE : 1”7 = 20’
W WALKWAY LIGHT E9| NEW UNDERGROUND SERVICE TO EXISTING UTILITY POLE:
et COORDINATE WITH PG&E FOR NEW UNDERGROUND SERVICE.

WALL PACK LIGHT
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A-4: View seasonal wetland swale at northeast corner of site.

A-5: View of seasonal wetland ditch along north site boundary. : View of seasonal wetland ditch at northwest corner of site.
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APPENDIX A:

SPECIAL-STATUS PLANT SPECIES

Global | State Blooming
Scientific Name | Common Name | Plant Rank | Rank Rank | CESA | FESA Period Habitat
Blasdale's bent
Agrostis blasdalei |grass 1B.2 G2G3 |S2 None |None May-Jul Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal dunes, Coastal prairie
Alopecurus
aequalis var. Sonoma
sonomensis alopecurus 1B.1 G5T1 S1 None |FE May-Jul Marshes and swamps, Riparian scrub
Amorpha
californica var.
napensis Napa false indigo |1B.2 G4T2 S2 None |None Apr-Jul Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Cismontane woodland
bent-flowered
Amsinckia lunaris |fiddleneck 1B.2 G3 S3 None |None Mar-Jun Cismontane woodland, Coastal bluff scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Anomobryum slender silver Broadleafed upland forest, Lower montane coniferous forest, North Coast
julaceum moss 4.2 G5? S2 None |None coniferous forest
Arabis
blepharophylla coast rockcress 4.3 G4 S4 None |None Feb-May Broadleafed upland forest, Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub
Arctostaphylos Baker's
bakeri ssp. bakeri [manzanita 1B.1 G2T1 S1 CR None Feb-Apr Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral
Arctostaphylos
bakeri ssp. Cedars
sublaevis manzanita 1B.2 G2T2 S2 CR None Feb-May Chaparral, Closed-cone coniferous forest
Arctostaphylos  [Vine Hill
densiflora manzanita 1B.1 G1 S1 CE None Feb-Apr Chaparral
Arctostaphylos Howell's
hispidula manzanita 4.2 G4 S3 None |None Mar-Apr Chaparral
Arctostaphylos
stanfordiana ssp. |Rincon Ridge
decumbens manzanita 1B.1 G3T1 S1 None |None Feb-Apr(May) | Chaparral, Cismontane woodland
Astragalus Clara Hunt's milk-
claranus vetch 1B.1 G1 S1 CE FE Mar-May Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Valley and foothill grassland
Balsamorhiza big-scale
macrolepis balsamroot 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Mar-Jun Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Valley and foothill grassland
Blennosperma
bakeri Sonoma sunshine|1B.1 G1 S1 CE FE Mar-May Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools




APPENDIX A: SPECIAL-STATUS PLANT SPECIES

Global | State Blooming
Scientific Name | Common Name | Plant Rank | Rank Rank | CESA | FESA Period Habitat
Brodiaea narrow-anthered Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Lower montane
leptandra brodiaea 1B.2 G3? S3? None |None May-Jul coniferous forest, Valley and foothill grassland

Bogs and fens, Broadleafed upland forest, Closed-cone coniferous forest,

Calamagrostis Bolander's reed Coastal scrub, Marshes and swamps, Meadows and seeps, North Coast
bolanderi grass 4.2 G4 S4 None |None May-Aug coniferous forest
Calamagrostis Thurber's reed
crassiglumis grass 2B.1 G3Q S2 None |None May-Aug Coastal scrub, Marshes and swamps
Calamagrostis serpentine reed Chaparral, Lower montane coniferous forest, Meadows and seeps, Valley and
ophitidis grass 4.3 G3 S3 None |None Apr-Jul foothill grassland
Calandrinia Brewer's
breweri calandrinia 4.2 G4 S4 None |None (Jan)Mar-Jun | Chaparral, Coastal scrub
Calochortus Cedars fairy-
raichei lantern 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None May-Aug Chaparral, Closed-cone coniferous forest
Calochortus Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub, Meadows and seeps, North Coast coniferous
uniflorus pink star-tulip 4.2 G4 S4 None |None Apr-Jun forest
Calystegia collina |Mt. Saint Helena
ssp. oxyphylla morning-glory 4.2 G4T3 S3 None |None Apr-Jun Chaparral, Lower montane coniferous forest, Valley and foothill grassland
Calystegia
purpurata ssp. coastal bluff
saxicola morning-glory 1B.2 G4T2T3 |S2S3  |[None |None (Mar)Apr-Sep | Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal dunes, Coastal scrub, North Coast coniferous forest
Campanula Bogs and fens, Closed-cone coniferous forest, Coastal prairie, Marshes and
californica swamp harebell |1B.2 G3 S3 None |None Jun-Oct swamps, Meadows and seeps, North Coast coniferous forest
Carex comosa bristly sedge 2B.1 G5 S2 None |None May-Sep Coastal prairie, Marshes and swamps, Valley and foothill grassland
Castilleja
ambigua var. Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub, Marshes and swamps, Valley
ambigua johnny-nip 4.2 G4T4 S3S4 |None |None Mar-Aug and foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Castilleja Pitkin Marsh
uliginosa paintbrush 1A GXQ SX CE None Jun-Jul Marshes and swamps
Ceanothus Rincon Ridge
confusus ceanothus 1B.1 G1 S1 None |None Feb-Jun Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Closed-cone coniferous forest




APPENDIX A:

SPECIAL-STATUS PLANT SPECIES

Global | State Blooming
Scientific Name | Common Name | Plant Rank | Rank Rank | CESA | FESA Period Habitat
Ceanothus Calistoga
divergens ceanothus 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Feb-Apr Chaparral
Ceanothus
foliosus var. Vine Hill
vineatus ceanothus 1B.1 G3T1 S1 None |None Mar-May Chaparral
Ceanothus
gloriosus var.
exaltatus glory brush 4.3 G4T4 S4 None |None Mar-Jun(Aug) | Chaparral
Ceanothus holly-leaved
purpureus ceanothus 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Feb-Jun Chaparral, Cismontane woodland
Ceanothus Sonoma
sonomensis ceanothus 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Feb-Apr Chaparral
Centromadia Chaparral, Coastal prairie, Marshes and swamps, Meadows and seeps, Valley
parryi ssp. parryi |pappose tarplant |1B.2 G3T2 S2 None |None May-Nov and foothill grassland
Chorizanthe
cuspidata var. woolly-headed
villosa spineflower 1B.2 G2T2 S2 None |None May-Jul(Aug) | Coastal dunes, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub
Chorizanthe Sonoma
valida spineflower 1B.1 G1 S1 CE FE Jun-Aug Coastal prairie
Cirsium andrewsii | Franciscan thistle |1B.2 G3 S3 None |None Mar-Jul Broadleafed upland forest, Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub
Clarkia imbricata |Vine Hill clarkia |1B.1 G1 S1 CE FE Jun-Aug Chaparral, Valley and foothill grassland
Cordylanthus
tenuis ssp. serpentine bird's-
brunneus beak 4.3 G4G5T3[S3 None |None Jul-Aug Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Closed-cone coniferous forest
Cordylanthus
tenuis ssp. Pennell's bird's-
capillaris beak 1B.2 G4G5T1|S1 CR FE Jun-Sep Chaparral, Closed-cone coniferous forest
Cuscuta
obtusiflora var.
glandulosa Peruvian dodder |2B.2 G5T4? |SH None |None Jul-Oct Marshes and swamps
Cypripedium mountain lady's- Broadleafed upland forest, Cismontane woodland, Lower montane coniferous
montanum slipper 4.2 G4G5 |S4 None |None Mar-Aug forest, North Coast coniferous forest
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SPECIAL-STATUS PLANT SPECIES

Global | State Blooming
Scientific Name | Common Name | Plant Rank | Rank Rank | CESA | FESA Period Habitat
Delphinium bakeri|Baker's larkspur |1B.1 G1 S1 CE FE Mar-May Broadleafed upland forest, Coastal scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Delphinium
luteum golden larkspur |1B.1 G1 S1 CR FE Mar-May Chaparral, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub
Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Closed-cone
western coniferous forest, North Coast coniferous forest, Riparian forest, Riparian
Dirca occidentalis |leatherwood 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Jan-Mar(Apr) |woodland
Downingia pusilla [dwarf downingia |2B.2 GU S2 None |None Mar-May Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Elymus California bottle- Broadleafed upland forest, Cismontane woodland, North Coast coniferous forest,
californicus brush grass 4.3 G4 S4 None |None May-Aug(Nov) |Riparian woodland
Erigeron biolettii |streamside daisy |3 G3? S3? None |None Jun-Oct Broadleafed upland forest, Cismontane woodland, North Coast coniferous forest
Greene's narrow-
Erigeron greenei |leaved daisy 1B.2 G3 S3 None |None May-Sep Chaparral
Erigeron
serpentinus serpentine daisy |1B.3 G2 S2 None |None May-Aug Chaparral
Eriogonum
umbellatum var.
bahiiforme bay buckwheat 4.2 G5T3 S3 None |None Jul-Sep Cismontane woodland, Lower montane coniferous forest
Eriophorum slender
gracile cottongrass 4.3 G5 S4 None |None May-Sep Bogs and fens, Meadows and seeps, Upper montane coniferous forest
Cismontane woodland, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub, Valley and foothill
Fritillaria liliacea [fragrant fritillary |1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Feb-Apr grassland
Gilia capitata ssp.
chamissonis blue coast gilia  |1B.1 G5T2 S2 None |None Apr-Jul Coastal dunes, Coastal scrub
Gilia capitata ssp. |woolly-headed
tomentosa gilia 1B.1 G5T2 S2 None |None May-Jul Coastal bluff scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Gratiola Boggs Lake
heterosepala hedge-hyssop 1B.2 G2 S2 CE None Apr-Aug Marshes and swamps, Vernal pools
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Global | State Blooming

Scientific Name | Common Name | Plant Rank | Rank Rank | CESA | FESA Period Habitat

Harmonia nutans |nodding harmonia|4.3 G3 S3 None |None Mar-May Chaparral, Cismontane woodland

Hemizonia congested-

congesta ssp. headed hayfield

congesta tarplant 1B.2 G5T2 S2 None |None Apr-Nov Valley and foothill grassland

Hesperevax hogwallow

caulescens starfish 4.2 G3 S3 None |None Mar-Jun Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools

Hesperevax

sparsiflora var.

brevifolia short-leaved evax|1B.2 G4T3 S3 None |None Mar-Jun Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal dunes, Coastal prairie

Horkelia Point Reyes

marinensis horkelia 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None May-Sep Coastal dunes, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub

thin-lobed

Horkelia tenuiloba|horkelia 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None May-Jul(Aug) | Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Valley and foothill grassland
Broadleafed upland forest, Cismontane woodland, Closed-cone coniferous
forest, Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub, Marshes and swamps,

Hosackia gracilis |harlequin lotus 4.2 G3G4 |S3 None |None Mar-Jul Meadows and seeps, North Coast coniferous forest, Valley and foothill grassland

Iris longipetala coast iris 4.2 G3 S3 None |None Mar-May(Jun) | Coastal prairie, Lower montane coniferous forest, Meadows and seeps

Kopsiopsis

hookeri small groundcone |2B.3 G4? S1S2 |None |None Apr-Aug North Coast coniferous forest

Lasthenia burkei |Burke's goldfields |1B.1 G1 S1 CE FE Apr-Jun Meadows and seeps, Vernal pools

Lasthenia

californica ssp. Closed-cone coniferous forest, Coastal scrub, Marshes and swamps, Meadows

bakeri Baker's goldfields |1B.2 G3T1 S1 None |None Apr-Oct and seeps

Lasthenia

californica ssp. perennial

macrantha goldfields 1B.2 G3T2 S2 None |None Jan-Nov Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal dunes, Coastal scrub

Lasthenia Contra Costa

conjugens goldfields 1B.1 G1 S1 None |FE Mar-Jun Cismontane woodland, Playas, Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools

Layia

septentrionalis Colusa layia 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Apr-May Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Valley and foothill grassland
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Legenere limosa |legenere 1B.1 G2 S2 None |None Apr-Jun Vernal pools
Leptosiphon
aureus bristly leptosiphon|4.2 G4? S4? None |None Apr-Jul Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Coastal prairie, Valley and foothill grassland
Leptosiphon large-flowered Cismontane woodland, Closed-cone coniferous forest, Coastal bluff scrub,
grandiflorus leptosiphon 4.2 G3G4 |S3S4 [None |[None Apr-Aug Coastal dunes, Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Leptosiphon Jepson's
jepsonii leptosiphon 1B.2 G2G3 |S2S3 |[None [None Mar-May Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Valley and foothill grassland
Leptosiphon broad-lobed
latisectus leptosiphon 4.3 G4 S4 None |None Apr-Jun Broadleafed upland forest, Cismontane woodland
Leptosiphon
rosaceus rose leptosiphon |1B.1 G1 S1 None |None Apr-Jul Coastal bluff scrub
Lessingia Crystal Springs
arachnoidea lessingia 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Jul-Oct Cismontane woodland, Coastal scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Lessingia woolly-headed Broadleafed upland forest, Coastal scrub, Lower montane coniferous forest,
hololeuca lessingia 3 G2G3 |S2S3 [None [None Jun-Oct Valley and foothill grassland
Lilium pardalinum
ssp. pitkinense Pitkin Marsh lily |1B.1 G5T1 S1 CE FE Jun-Jul Cismontane woodland, Marshes and swamps, Meadows and seeps
Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Lower montane coniferous forest, North
Lilium rubescens [redwood lily 4.2 G3 S3 None |None Apr-Aug(Sep) |Coast coniferous forest, Upper montane coniferous forest
Limnanthes Sebastopol
vinculans meadowfoam 1B.1 G1 S1 CE FE Apr-May Meadows and seeps, Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Lomatium
repostum Napa lomatium  |1B.2 G2G3 |S2S3 [None |[None Mar-Jun Chaparral, Cismontane woodland
Cobb Mountain Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Lower montane
Lupinus sericatus |lupine 1B.2 G2? S2? None |None Mar-Jun coniferous forest
Microseris Cismontane woodland, Closed-cone coniferous forest, Coastal scrub, Valley and
paludosa marsh microseris |1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Apr-Jun(Jul) foothill grassland
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Monardella viridis |green monardella [4.3 G3 S3 None |None Jun-Sep Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Cismontane woodland
Navarretia
leucocephala ssp. Cismontane woodland, Lower montane coniferous forest, Meadows and seeps,
bakeri Baker's navarretia|1B.1 G4T2 S2 None |None Apr-Jul Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Navarretia
leucocephala ssp.|many-flowered
plieantha navarretia 1B.2 G4T1 S1 CE FE May-Jun Vernal pools
Perideridia
gairdneri ssp. Gairdner's Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Coastal prairie, Valley and foothill
gairdneri yampah 4.2 G5T3T4 |S3S4 [None |[None Jun-Oct grassland, Vernal pools

white-flowered Broadleafed upland forest, Lower montane coniferous forest, North Coast
Piperia candida |rein orchid 1B.2 G3? S3 None |None (Mar)May-Sep |coniferous forest
Pleuropogon North Coast
hooverianus semaphore grass |1B.1 G2 S2 CT None Apr-Jun Broadleafed upland forest, Meadows and seeps, North Coast coniferous forest
Pleuropogon nodding Lower montane coniferous forest, Meadows and seeps, North Coast coniferous
refractus semaphore grass |4.2 G4 S4 None |None (Mar)Apr-Aug |[forest, Riparian forest
Potentilla Cunningham
uliginosa Marsh cinquefoil |1A GX SX None |None May-Aug Marshes and swamps

Lobb's aquatic Cismontane woodland, North Coast coniferous forest, Valley and foothill
Ranunculus lobbii [buttercup 4.2 G4 S3 None |None Feb-May grassland, Vernal pools
Rhynchospora white beaked-
alba rush 2B.2 G5 S2 None |None Jun-Aug Bogs and fens, Marshes and swamps, Meadows and seeps
Rhynchospora California beaked- Bogs and fens, Lower montane coniferous forest, Marshes and swamps,
californica rush 1B.1 G1 S1 None |None May-Jul Meadows and seeps
Rhynchospora brownish beaked- Lower montane coniferous forest, Marshes and swamps, Meadows and seeps,
capitellata rush 2B.2 G5 S1 None |None Jul-Aug Upper montane coniferous forest
Rhynchospora round-headed
globularis beaked-rush 2B.1 G5 S1 None |None Jul-Aug Marshes and swamps
Sidalcea calycosa|Point Reyes
ssp. rhizomata checkerbloom 1B.2 G5T2 S2 None |None Apr-Sep Marshes and swamps
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Sidalcea
malviflora ssp. purple-stemmed
purpurea checkerbloom 1B.2 G5T1 S1 None |None May-Jun Broadleafed upland forest, Coastal prairie
Silene scouleri (Mar-May)Jun-
ssp. scouleri Scouler's catchfly |2B.2 G5T4T5 |S2S3  [None |None Aug(Sep) Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal prairie, Valley and foothill grassland
Thamnolia
vermicularis whiteworm lichen |2B.1 G5 S1 None |None Chaparral, Valley and foothill grassland
Trifolium
amoenum two-fork clover 1B.1 G1 S1 None |FE Apr-Jun Coastal bluff scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Trifolium
buckwestiorum  |Santa Cruz clover|[1B.1 G2 S2 None |None Apr-Oct Broadleafed upland forest, Cismontane woodland, Coastal prairie
Trifolium
hydrophilum saline clover 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Apr-Jun Marshes and swamps, Valley and foothill grassland, Vernal pools
Triphysaria San Francisco
floribunda owl's-clover 1B.2 G2? S2? None |None Apr-Jun Coastal prairie, Coastal scrub, Valley and foothill grassland
Triquetrella coastal
californica triquetrella 1B.2 G2 S2 None |None Coastal bluff scrub, Coastal scrub

dark-mouthed Broadleafed upland forest, Chaparral, Coastal scrub, Lower montane coniferous
Triteleia lugens  [triteleia 4.3 G4? S4? None |None Apr-Jun forest

Methuselah's
Usnea longissima |beard lichen 4.2 G4 S4 None |None Broadleafed upland forest, North Coast coniferous forest
Viburnum oval-leaved
ellipticum viburnum 2B.3 G4G5 |S3? None |None May-Jun Chaparral, Cismontane woodland, Lower montane coniferous forest
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Global State
Scientic Name |Common Name| Federal List| State List Rank Rank | CDFW Status Habitats
Cismontane woodland | Riparian forest | Riparian woodland | Upper montane coniferous
Accipiter cooperii |[Cooper's hawk |None None G5 S4 Watch List forest
tricolored Species of
Agelaius tricolor |blackbird None Threatened |G1G2 S1S2 |Special Concern |Freshwater marsh | Marsh & swamp | Swamp | Wetland
California tiger
Ambystoma salamander -
californiense pop.|Sonoma County Cismontane woodland | Meadow & seep | Riparian woodland | Valley & foothill
3 DPS Endangered [Threatened |G2G3T2 |S2 Watch List grassland | Vernal pool | Wetland
Blennosperma
Andrena vernal pool
blennospermatis |andrenid bee None None G2 S2 None Vernal pool
Anodonta
californiensis California floater [None None G3Q S2? None Aquatic
Anodonta
oregonensis Oregon floater |None None G5Q S27? None Aquatic
Chaparral | Coastal scrub | Desert wash | Great Basin grassland | Great Basin scrub |
Antrozous Species of Mojavean desert scrub | Riparian woodland | Sonoran desert scrub | Upper montane
pallidus pallid bat None None G4 S3 Special Concern [coniferous forest | Valley & foothill grassland
Sonoma tree Species of
Arborimus pomo |vole None None G3 S3 Special Concern [North coast coniferous forest | Oldgrowth | Redwood
Brackish marsh | Estuary | Freshwater marsh | Marsh & swamp | Riparian forest |
Ardea alba great egret None None G5 S4 None Wetland
Brackish marsh | Estuary | Freshwater marsh | Marsh & swamp | Riparian forest |
Ardea herodias |great blue heron|None None G5 S4 None Wetland
Athene Species of Coastal prairie | Coastal scrub | Great Basin grassland | Great Basin scrub | Mojavean
cunicularia burrowing owl  |None None G4 S3 Special Concern |desert scrub | Sonoran desert scrub | Valley & foothill grassland
Bombus obscure bumble
caliginosus bee None None G2G3 S1S2  |None
Bombus western bumble
occidentalis bee None None G2G3 S1 None
Callophrys mossii|Marin elfin
marinensis butterfly None None G4T1 S1 None Redwood
Coccyzus
americanus western yellow-
occidentalis billed cuckoo Threatened |Endangered |G5T2T3 |S1 None Riparian forest
globose dune
Coelus globosus [beetle None None G1G2 S1S2  |None Coastal dunes
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Broadleaved upland forest | Chaparral | Chenopod scrub | Great Basin grassland |
Great Basin scrub | Joshua tree woodland | Lower montane coniferous forest | Meadow
& seep | Mojavean desert scrub | Riparian forest | Riparian woodland | Sonoran desert
Corynorhinus Townsend's big- Species of scrub | Sonoran thorn woodland | Upper montane coniferous forest | Valley & foothill
townsendii eared bat None None G4 S2 Special Concern |grassland
Coturnicops Species of
noveboracensis |yellow rail None None G4 S1S2 |Special Concern |Freshwater marsh | Meadow & seep
Cypseloides Species of
niger black swift None None G4 S2 Special Concern
monarcn -
Danaus California
plexippus overwintering
plexippus pop. 1 |population Candidate None G4T2T3 |S2S3 |None Closed-cone coniferous forest
Dicamptodon California giant Species of
ensatus salamander None None G2G3 S2S3 |Special Concern |Aquatic | Meadow & seep | North coast coniferous forest | Riparian forest
Giuliani's
Dubiraphia dubiraphian riffle
giulianii beetle None None G1G3 S1S3  |None Aquatic
Cismontane woodland | Marsh & swamp | Riparian woodland | Valley & foothill
Elanus leucurus |white-tailed kite |None None G5 S3S4  |Fully Protected |grassland | Wetland
Aquatic | Artificial flowing waters | Klamath/North coast flowing waters | Klamath/North
coast standing waters | Marsh & swamp | Sacramento/San Joaquin flowing waters |
western pond Species of Sacramento/San Joaquin standing waters | South coast flowing waters | South coast
Emys marmorata |turtle None None G3G4 S3 Special Concern |standing waters | Wetland
Broadleaved upland forest | Cismontane woodland | Closed-cone coniferous forest |
Erethizon North American Lower montane coniferous forest | North coast coniferous forest | Upper montane
dorsatum porcupine None None G5 S3 None coniferous forest
Eucyclogobius Aguatic | Klamath/North coast flowing waters | Sacramento/San Joaquin flowing waters
newberryi tidewater goby [Endangered [None G3 S3 None | South coast flowing waters
western ridged
Gonidea angulata|mussel None None G3 S1S2  |None Aquatic
Hesperoleucus
venustus northern coastal Species of
navarroensis roach None None GNRT3 S3 Special Concern [Aquatic | Klamath/North coast flowing waters
Hysterocarpus Russian River Species of
traskii pomo tule perch None None G5T4 S4 Special Concern [Aquatic | Klamath/North coast flowing waters
Lasiurus Species of Cismontane woodland | Lower montane coniferous forest | Riparian forest | Riparian
blosseuvillii western red bat |[None None G4 S3 Special Concern |woodland
Broadleaved upland forest | Cismontane woodland | Lower montane coniferous forest |
Lasiurus cinereus|hoary bat None None G3G4 S4 None North coast coniferous forest
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bumblebee
Lichnanthe ursinalscarab beetle None None G2 S2 None Coastal dunes
Linderiella California
occidentalis linderiella None None G2G3 S2S3  |None Vernal pool
Myotis
thysanodes fringed myotis |None None G4 S3 None
coho salmon -
central
Oncorhynchus  |California coast
kisutch pop. 4 ESU Endangered |Endangered |G5T2Q S2 None Aquatic
steelhead -
Oncorhynchus  |central
mykiss irideus California coast
pop. 8 DPS Threatened |None G5T2T3Q |S2S3 |None Aquatic | Sacramento/San Joaquin flowing waters
Pandion
haliaetus osprey None None G5 S4 Watch List Riparian forest
Pelecanus
occidentalis California brown
californicus pelican Delisted Delisted GA4T3T4 |S3 Fully Protected
Aquatic | Chaparral | Cismontane woodland | Coastal scrub | Klamath/North coast
foothill yellow- Species of flowing waters | Lower montane coniferous forest | Meadow & seep | Riparian forest |
Rana boylii legged frog None Endangered [G3 S3 Special Concern [Riparian woodland | Sacramento/San Joaquin flowing waters
Aquatic | Artificial flowing waters | Artificial standing waters | Freshwater marsh | Marsh
& swamp | Riparian forest | Riparian scrub | Riparian woodland | Sacramento/San
California red- Species of Joaquin flowing waters | Sacramento/San Joaquin standing waters | South coast
Rana draytonii legged frog Threatened |None G2G3 S2S3 |Special Concern [flowing waters | South coast standing waters | Wetland
Myrtle's
Speyeria zerene |[silverspot
myrtleae butterfly Endangered [None G5T1 S1 None Coastal dunes
Spirinchus
thaleichthys longfin smelt Candidate Threatened |G5 S1 None Aguatic | Estuary
California
freshwater
Syncaris pacifica [shrimp Endangered |[Endangered |G2 S2 None Aquatic | Sacramento/San Joaquin flowing waters
Species of Broadleaved upland forest | North coast coniferous forest | Redwood | Riparian forest |
Taricha rivularis  |red-bellied newt |None None G2 S2 Special Concern |Riparian woodland
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Global
Rank
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Rank
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Taxidea taxus

American
badger

None

None

G5

S3

Species of
Special Concern

Alkali marsh | Alkali playa | Alpine | Alpine dwarf scrub | Bog & fen | Brackish marsh |
Broadleaved upland forest | Chaparral | Chenopod scrub | Cismontane woodland |
Closed-cone coniferous forest | Coastal bluff scrub | Coastal dunes | Coastal prairie |
Coastal scrub | Desert dunes | Desert wash | Freshwater marsh | Great Basin grassland
| Great Basin scrub | Interior dunes | lone formation | Joshua tree woodland | Limestone
| Lower montane coniferous forest | Marsh & swamp | Meadow & seep | Mojavean
desert scrub | Montane dwarf scrub | North coast coniferous forest | Oldgrowth |
Pavement plain | Redwood | Riparian forest | Riparian scrub | Riparian woodland | Salt
marsh | Sonoran desert scrub | Sonoran thorn woodland | Ultramafic | Upper montane
coniferous forest | Upper Sonoran scrub | Valley & foothill grassland

Vespericola
marinensis

Marin hesperian

None

None

G2

S2

None

Chaparral | Meadow & seep | North coast coniferous forest | Riparian woodland
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Appendix C: Plant Inventory List
4020 Finley Avenue, Santa Rosa, CA

FAMILY SPECIES NAME COMMON NAME NATIVE=N
INTRODUCED=I

Apiaceae

Daucus carota wild carrot |
Asteraceae

Chicorum intybus chicory |

Helminthotheca echioides bristly ox tongue |

Hypocharis radicata hairy cats ear |

Lactuca serriola prickly lettuce |

Matricaria matricarioides pineapple weed |

Sonchus oleraceus sow thistle |

Taraxacum officianale dandelion I
Campanulaceae

Downingia concolor fringed downingia N
Caryophyllaceae

Stellaria media chickweed |
Convolvulaceae

Convolvulus arvensis bindweed I
Cruciferae

Brassica nigra wild mustard |

Raphanus sativus wild radish |
Cyperaceae

Cyperus eragrostis nut-sedge |

Eleocharis macrostachya creeping spiked sedge N
Fabaceae

Lotus corniculatus birdsfoot trefoil |

Medicago polymorpha bur-clover |

Vicia sativa spring vetch |
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Fagaceae

Quercus lobata valley oak N

Quercus suber cork oak |
Geraniaceae

Erodium cicutarium redstem filaree |

Geranium dissectum wild geranium |

Geranium molle dove's foot geranium |
Isoetaceae

Isoetes howellii quillwort N
Juncaceae

Juncus bufonius toadrush N

Juncus phaeocephalus brown head rush N
Lamiaceae

Mentha pelugium pennyroyal |
Lythraceae

Lythrum hyssopifolia hyssop loosestrife |
Malvaceae

Malva rotundifolia mallow |

Sidalcea malvaeflora common checker N
Onagaraceae

Epilobium ciliatum willow herb N
Plantaginaceae

Plantago lanceolata English plantain |
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FAMILY SPECIES NAME COMMON NAME NATIVE=N
INTRODUCED=I

Poaceae

Avena fatua wild oat |

Briza minor small quaking grass |

Bromus diandrus rip-gut brome |

Bromus mollis soft chess |

Cynodon dactylon bermuda grass |

Danthonia californicus California oatgrass N

Festuca perennis perennial rye grass |

Hordeum brachyantherum meadow barley N

Hordeum marinum spp. gussoneanum Mediterranean barley |

Phalaris arundinacea reed canary grass |

Poa annua annual bluegrass |

Polypogon monspeliensis rabbitsfoot grass |
Polygonaceae

Polygonum aviculare common knotweed I

Rumex acetosella sheep sorrel |

Rumex crispus curly dock |
Primulaceae

Anagallis arvensis scarlet pimpernel |
Ranunculaceae

Ranunculus muricatus spiny buttercup |
Scrophulariaceae

Kixia elatine fluellin |

Parentucellia viscosa parentucella |
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