AL O T . Attachment E
&%, g, COUNTY OF PLACER ENVIRONMENTAL
: . Community Development Resource Agency COORDINATION

Agency Director Gina Langford, Coordinator

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION (Revised)

In aceordance with Placer County ardinances regarding implemeactaton of the Cabfarmia Environmental Qualty Act, Placer Counly has
conducled an fnikat Study to determine whether the lallowing projecl may have a sgnificant adverse effes! on the environment, and on 1he
basis of that sludy hereby finds.

[l Trhe proposed project will nat bave a significant adwverse effect on the emviranment; therelore, it does nol require the preparation of an
Environmental Impact Reper and thiz Negative Declaration has been prepared

BJ  Although the proposed project could have a significant adverse effect on the environment, there will not be a significant adverse effect
in this case becauwse the project has incorporaled specific provisions o reguce IMpacks to a fess han significant leve! andior the
miligation measures descrined hergin have boen added to the project. A Mitigated Negative Declaration has thus been prepared

The ervironmenial docurments, which conslitute the Initial Slugy and provide the basis and reasens for this determinaton are allachad

andinr referenced herein and are herety made a part of this document

PROJECT INFORMATION

Title: S1 Joseph Mavells Churgh [Piuse_PmPa 20080483

Description: St Josepn Marello Chuech 15 requesting approval of & Maar Use Permit (MUP) 1o develop a "house of worshp” facility
o0 a 12 B-acre ste. A winor Boundary Line Adyustment (MBLAY is requested 1o reconfigure the nothern parcel [(035-120-021) into a
4 G-acre parcel and the southern parcel (033-123-023) nto 2 12.8-acre parcel.

The Sacramento Diogese propases {o canstruc! a new church that is intanded o sarve the immediate communily of Grande
Bay The proposed howse of worship would be developed in two phases  Phase | would include a 14350 square foot, cne-siory,
multi-purpose buildg wib zpprowmately 240 parking stalls provided onsile. 8 slormwater retertion'detention lzcilty will be
conztrucled with Phase | and may be later used as playfields. Phase Il would include a 25000 square faot, one-slory, church
building (930 seats and administrative offizes) with an addisional 172 parking stalls for a tatal of 412, A 1,950 square {oal addiban 1o
the multi-purpose building may also be buill for a 1ofal of 16,300 square feet. Wth this addihor, at full build-out the bulkdings woald
tolal approximatety 44300 square fest

Location:  The projec! site (2 parcels) is lacated on the west side of Auburn Folsom Read, south of Cavitt S1aliman Read. The
properly addresses are TO00 Lawd Read (Parcel 1) and 7200 Auburn Falsam Road (Pareel 2], w Granite Bay

Project Owner:  Catholic Dhocese of Sacramento, 2110 Breadway, Sacramento, T8 93818

Project Applicant: RCH Group. Dave Coak, 1640 Lead Hil Blvi, Sune 220, Roseville, CA 93651

County Contact Person: Roy Schaefer ]530—?45—3061

FUBLIC NOTICE

The comment period for this docurnent closed on September 25, 2009 A copy of the MNegative Declacation 15 avadable far publc
review at the County's web site (bl fenew, placer ca goviDepanments!Comniunity DevalgnmetEmiCosrd SvesiiegDee aspx),
Comrmunity Development Resource Agency public counter, and at the Gramte Bay Public Library. Propery owners wathin 300 feet of
Yhe subject site shall be nowfed by mall of the upcoming hearing before the Flanning Commission  Addilional infoemation may be
obtaimed by contacling the Environmerilal Coordinaiion Senices. gl (533)745-3132 between the bows of 8 00 am and 4:50 pm 21 2091
Coundy Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603, For Tahos projects, please visit our Tahoe Office, SB5 Wesl Lake Blvd . Tahoe City, CA
26145

If you wish to appeal the appropniateness or adequacy sfthis documen!, address your wrtten commenis 1o our findmg thal the
project will nod have a significant adverse effect an the snwrgnment {1} identify the environmerial effectis]. why they would vogur and
why lhey would be significant, and {21 suggast any matgation measures which you believe would eliminate or reduce the effect to an
acceplable level. Reaarding item (1) above, explain the basis for your comments and suomit any supporing data or references  Refer
to Section 18.32 of \he Placer County Code farsmponant smformation regarding the Uimely filing of appeals.

3081 County Cenler Dnve, Sate 792 4 Auburn, Cakfermia 93603 7 (530} 745-3132 FFax (5307 7453003 1 emal. cdraccs @placer ca gov

TR — a | SERVICES
P g i Michael J. Johnson, AICP
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. !
Community Development Resource Agency Eggoﬁ,;?nb:ﬂfﬂgﬁ

‘ ) SERVICES

Michzel J. Johnson, AICP

3091 Counly Center Drive, Suile 190 + Auturn « Califormia 95803 « 530-745-3132 » lax 530.745- 2003 & wenw placer.cagowplanning

INITIAL STUDY & CHECKLIST (Revised)

The Inthial Study & Checklist was posted for a 30-day public review from £ugust 26, 2009 to September 25, 2009,
Subsequent to the public posting pericd, comments were received resulling revistons and clarifications to the

following sections,

FProject Description

Air Quality {Section I}

Hydrology and Water Quality {Section VIli)
Moise {Section X

Transportation and Traffic {Section X\
tHilitias and Service Systems (Section XVI)
Climate Change {Section E)

Discussion sections have been expanded and mitigation measures have been updaled {o address the above
referenced commenls. These changes, made on November 4, 2009 do nel canshtute significant new infarmation as
defined by CECQA Guidelings Sestion 1508855 nor affect the level of impacts discussed herein and do not require

reposting of the enviropmental document.

This Initial Study has been prepared to identify and assess the anticipated environmental impacts of the following
descnbed project applicatugn. The document may rety on previous envirehmental documents (see Section C} and
site-specific studies (see Section ) prepared to address in detail the effects or impacts associated with the project,

This document has been prepared to salisfy the Caiifornia Enviranmental Quality Act (CEQA) [Public
Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 15000 et seq.} CEQA requires
lhat all state and local government agencies consider the environmental consequences of projects over which they

have discretionary authority before acting on those projects.

The Initial Study is a public document used by the decision-making lead agency to determing whether a projecl
may have a significant effect an the environment. If the lead agency finds substantial evidence that any aspecl of
the project, gither individually or cumutatively. may have a significant effect on the envirorment, regardless of
whether the overall effecl of the project is adverse or beneficial, the lead agency is required {0 prépare an EIR. use -
a previously-prepared EIR and supplement that EIR, or prepare a Subsequent EIR to analyze the project at hand |
the agency finds no substantial awnidence that the project or any of its aspects may cause a signfficant effect on the
envirorment, a Negative Declaration shall be prepared. If in the course of analysis, lhé agency recognizes that the
project may have a significant impact on the environment, but thal by incorporating specific mitigation measures the
impact will be reduced to a less than significant effect, a Mitigated Negative Declaralion shafl be prepared,

A. BACKGROUND:

; PFDJECt T|lle St Joseph Marello Church

Agency Oirector Gina Langford, Coordinator

| Plus# PMPA T20080452

Entlllemenls Mmor Js& Permit & Minor Boundary Line Ad;ustmenl

Site Area The proposed 5t Joseph Marelle Church Site is 12.8 acres {consistng  APN: 035-120-021 (Parcel 1}
of two parcels of 6.5 and 10.4 acres in size).

Location: The project site (2 parcels) is located on the west side of Auburn Folsom Reoad, south of Cavitt Stallman
Road. The property addresses are 7000 Laird Read {Parcel 1)y and 7200 Auburn Folscr-'n Road (Pargel 2), i
Granite Bay.

and 035-120-023 (Parcel 2)

TAEC SIEPMPA 2008 0491 51 josepn chorchidieq Des RevisionsdS S0 FINAL Rewser doo



Initial Study B Checklist continued

Project Description:

5t Joseph Marello Chureh is requesting approval of a Mingr Use Permit {MUP) to develop a "house of worship”
facility on a 12.6-acre site. A Minor Boundary Line Agjustment (MBLA) is requested to recanfigure the northern
parcel (035-120-021) into 2 4.6-acre parcel and the sputhern parcel (D35-120-023) into a 12.8-acre parcel.

The Sacramento Diocese proposes to construct a new church that is intended to serve the immediate
community of Granmite Bay. The propesed house of worship would be developed in two phases. Phase | would
include a 14,350 square foot, one-story, muli-purpose building with approximately 240 parking stalls provided
onsite. A stormwater retentionddeiention facility will be conslructed with Phase | and may be later used as
playfields Phase || would include & 25 000 square fool. ene-story, church puilding {900 seats and administrative
offices) with an additional 172 parking stals for 3 total of 412, A 1,950 square foot addition to the multi-purpose
bullding may also be built for a total of 16,300 square feet. Wilh this addition, at full build-out the buildings would
total approximately 41 300 sguare feet.

Primary aceess to lhe site will be from a main entry to be constructad on Auburn Folsom Read, which will be
widened to accommodate turn and acceleralion/deceleration lanes. Secondary access will be at the connection to
the southern leg of the Laird RoadiCavitt Slaliman inlersection to be conveyed by Soulh Flacer Fire Districl in
exchange for installation of an emergency signal in front of the fire station. Intersection improvements are designed
to avoid an urbanized appearance and any impacts o the hisloric abandoned home located on the southwest
corner of the intersection. There will be minimal grading andfer slope impacts except Tor the removal of ong non-
native tree at the southwest corner of the intersection. Frordage improvements will be required for Auburn Folsom
Road and for a limited part of Cavit Stallman Road. There will be 412 off-street parking spaces provided.
Landscaping is proposed along the project's frontage (25-foot wide iandscape buffer/setback), within the parking ot
areas. and wilhin an entry feature at the east side of the project site.

Weekday and evening activities at the church will include administrative and maintenance as well as church
and community functions, The church will typically offer two Sunday morning services, From September through
May each year the Sunday afternoon service will be replaced by an evening $ervice and youth ministry. O
Monday through Friday the pansh officez will be open duwring the day. there will be small morming services opltered
(typicalry 10 to 20 participants), and funeral services will occasionally take place. There will be occasional monthly
weekday evening raeetings, youth ministry, bible studies, and choir practice. On Saturdays there will be occasional
afternoon funerals or weddings and an evening service. Special seasonal events such as Christmas and Easter
programes, sunrise and midnight worship services, as well as cccasional seasonal activities, such as barbegues and
picrizs, day camps, crafl fairs, harvesl festivals, concerts, theatre productions, plays, and seminars, may alsc be
conducted. The use of any outdoor amplified sound will be subject to further environmental review.

The appiicant also proposes to annex the project site into Placer COUHtjr Sewer Maintenance Mo, 2 for sewer
SEervices.

Project site:

The project site is compnged of two parcels, 10.4 acres and 6.8 acres, located on the south side of Cavitt Slallman
Road and on the west side of Laird Road and Auburn Folsem Road in the Granite Bay area. The site consists of
rolfing terrain interspersed with gramdic rock outcroppings at an elevation of approximately 425 feet. The site has
widely scattered interior live aak, blue oak, and foothill pine trees. There are 2 761 acres of waters of the United
States located on both parcels. The parcels include ponds, seasonal weliand swales, intermitlent drainages,
marshes. and seasonal wellands. The property was used as a commercial orchard until 1938 and has been ulilized
for grazing and residential land uses since then. The southern parcel of the project sile is currently developed with
an cccupied single-family residence (southwest comer of the parcel} and a large shop/barn, and the norlhern parcel
has an abandoned hisleric residence {nontheast comer of the parcell with sheds and a pond.  Surmeunding land
uses inglude rural residential uses 1o e north, south and west To the east are a South Placer Fire Station and
Auburn Folsom Road.

The project site 15 localed within the Granite Bay Commuonity Plan and i designated Rwal Eslales 4.6 acre 10
20 acre minnum. The property s zened RA-B-X-4 6 acre minimum {Residential Agricultural District combining a
minimum building site size of 4.6 acres). A “House of Warshup” 15 an allowable land use in the Residential
Agricultural zone district with the approval of a Minor Use Permit (MUFP).

B. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

‘ Location | Zaning General Plan { Commurity Plan i Existing Conditions & lmprovements ]
‘ Site | RA-B-X-4.8 acre ! Rural Estales 4 § acre to 20 acre | One parcelis deveioped with a single- |
L
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Inihal Study & Checkhst Ccontinued

; {Residential
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South Plager Fire Station & Hidden Valley
Subdivision - East Side of Auburn Folsom
Foad

RA-B-X-4 6 acre
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(Residential
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i combining a
| minimum building
C o sitesizeofd B

West

Rural Estales 4 6 acre 1o 20 acre
nHnimum

Rural. targe-lot residential uses

C. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

The County has determimed that an Initizk Study shall be prepared in order 1o determine whether the potential exisls
for unmttigatabte impacts resulting from the propesed project. Relevant analysis from the County-wide Gengral
Plan and Community Plan Certified EIRS, and other project-specihc studies and reports that have been generaled
1o date, were used as the database for the Inilial Study. The decision to prepare the Initial Study uwtilizing the
analysis contained in the General Plan and Specific Plan Cerlfied EIRs, and project-specific analysis summarized
herein, is sustained by Sections 15168 and 15183 of lhe CEQA Guidelines.

Section 15168 relating to Program EIRs indicates that where subsequen! activies imvolve site-specific
operations, the agency should use a written checklist or similar device 1o document the evalualion of the site and

1rutial Sludy £ Checklist
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Irtial Stugdy & Checkhst contnosd

the activily, lo determine whether the emvironmental effects of the operation were coverad in the earlier Program
EIR. A Program EIR is intended to provide the basis in an Initial Study for determining whether the later activity may
have any significant effects. 1L will also be incorporated by reference to address regional influences, secondary
effects, cumulative impacts, broad alternatives, and other factors that apply to the program as a whole.

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

= County-wide General Plan EIR
2 Granitg Bay Community Plan EIR

Section 15183 states that "projects which are consistent with the development density established by existing
zoning, community plan or ganeral plan policies for which an EIR was certified shall nat require additional
environmental review, excepl 3s may be necessary 0 examine whether there are project-specific significant
effects which are pecuhar to the project or site." Thus, if an impact is not peculiar 1o the projact or site, and it has
been addressed as a signilicant effect in the prior EIR, or will be substanlially mitigated by the impaosition of
aniformly applied development pohcies or standards, then additional environmental documentation need not be
prepared for the project solely on the basis of that impact.

The above stated decuments are available for review Monday through Friday, §am te 5pm, at the Placer
County Community Development Resource Agency, 3091 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 35603,

. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMFACTS:

The Initial Study checklist recommended by the Slate of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelings is
used to determing potential impacts of the proposed project on the physical environment. The checklisl provides a
list of questions congerning a comprehensive array of environmental issue greas potentially affected by the project
{see CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G}, Explanations to answers are provided in a discussion for each section of
questions as follows:

a) A brief explanation is required for all answers including "No Impact” answers,

by “Less Than Significant Impact’ applies where the prc:uact s impacts are insubstantial and do not require any
mitigation 1o reduce impacts.

¢} TLess Than Significant with Mitigation Measures™ applies where the incorporation of mitigation measurgs has
reduced an effect from “Polentially Significant lmpact” o a "Less than Significant Impact.” The County, as lead
agency, musl describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduee the effect to a less-than-
significant level {mitigation measwes from easlier analyses may be cross-referenced)

d) "Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substartial evidence that an effect may be significant. If
there are one or more "Polentially Significant Impacl” entries when (he delermination is made, an EIR is required.

e} All answers must take account of the entire action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well
as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts [CEQA Guidelnes,
Saglion 15063(a)(1}).

fi  Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering. Program EIR or pther CEQA process, an effect has
been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration [CEQA Guidelines, Section 15063(cK3)(01]. &
briet discussion should he attached addressing the following.

% Earlier analyses used — |dentify earlier analyses and state where they are available for review,

2 [mpacts adequately addressed — ldentify which effects from the above cheacklist wera within the scope of,
and adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable legat standards. Alsg, state whether
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis,

= Mitigation measures ~ For effects that are checked as “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Measures "
describe the mingaton measures which were incorporated or refingd from the earlier docurment and the
extent 1o which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

g} References to information sources for potential impacts {i.e. General PlansiCommunity Plans, zoning ordinances)
should be incorporated into the checklist. Reference to a previously-prepared of outside documenlt should include a
reference o the pages or chapters where the statement is substantiated A source list should be atlached and
ather sources used, or individuals contactad, shodld be cited in the discussian

Imtiak Study & Checklist ) q of 34



E'_ti_al Stud\_p & Checklist continued
. AESTHETICS — Would the project:

=

I Less Thaps =7 7.
"Potentlally SIQHIﬁGant.g Less Than
: Slgnlﬁcant With. | Slgnlﬁcant
T __I_mpac_t [ Mitlgatmn Impact
e toloe E e el e DA T R U ) MeBsures |k G

1. Have a substanhal adverse effect on a scenic vista? (PLN)

|
2. Substantially damage s¢enic résources, including, but not
limited to, rees, rack outcroppings, and histone buildings, : X
within 4 state scenic highway? (PLN}) i

D3 Subslantially degrade the existing visual character or quality : '

of the site and its surroundings? (PLIN) | ! X
4. Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which | ]
would adversely affect day or nightlime views in the area? ; X i

(PLIN} ‘ - i

Discussion- Item 1-1:

The proposed house of worship would be localed adjacent 10 a major travel corridor (Auburn Folsom Roady with an
elevation stightly fower than the road. Although this comidor is considered a scenic corridor within the Placer County
scemc highway element, it has not been designated as a stale scenic highway.

As a result, the Gramite Bay Community Plan has design standards that are spegific to several corridors within

the Granite Bay Community Plan area. Avburn-Folsom Road s one of the carridors that have been designaled as a
Scenic Corridar within the Placer County Scenic Highway glement and the following design stangdards will apply:

*  Landscaping - Specific Standards - The planting of cne theme tree shall be required for every 100 feet of
propery frontage along Auburn-Folsom Read. The theme trees selected for Aubum-Folsom Read are {he
following cak species: Blue Oak, Valley Oak, Interior Live Oak, Coast Live Oak, Red Oak and Holly Qak.
Where existing lrees meet the theme tree standard, this requirement may be waived upon approval of the
Design Review Commitiee. The understory shall emphasize the use of native materials including: Toyon,
Wild Lilac, Redbud & Manzanita. There shal! be an average of four rees required for sach 100 lineal feet of
project frontage. Al least 50% of the trees/shrubs in each project front shall be evergreen.

s Lighting - Light standards to be used shall be reviewed and approved by the Develgprment Review
Caommilies

v+ Trails - &ll development proposals shall be required to provide area for 2 multi-purpose trail where fronting
this road. The trail shall ke a minimum of four feat wide.

» Sethacks - &ll properies shall maintain a 25 foot scenic sethack/outfer area along the Auburn-Folsom
Road corrider oulside of the ultimate right-of-way, Within this buffer area, vegetation removal shall be kept
to- & minimurm and revegelation of all dislurbed areas shall be required Mo solid fences, walls or other
permanent structures shall be erected within this selback (oiher than individual project entries approved by
Design Review Committee)

Although the rural character of the sité will be changed by the proposed project, the setback/buffer. native

plantings and other measures identified above will prevent significant impacts from occurring along this ser:tmn of
roadway Mo mitigation measures are reqlired.

Discussicn- Item I-2:

The proposed project will not substantially damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway as it is not
located within a state scenic highway. However, there are design standards that apply 10 several corriders within
the Granite Bay Community Flan arga. Auburn Folsom Road is one of the corridors that have besn designated as a
scemc corridor within the Flacer County scenic highway element. One of the design standards 1s a requirement that
all properies shall mainlain a 25-foat scenic sethackufler area along the Auburn Folsom Road corridor outside of
the ulimate right-of-way. This project has ingorperated fhe 25-foot wide landscape buffer adhacent to Auburn
Falsom Road.

Discussion- Kem 1-3:

The existing wvisual character of the site can be des¢nbed as rural residential development (Parcel 43 and
abandoned rurzl residential uses (Parcel 2}, with scenic foreground and background views of annual grasslands,
nak trees, and rural residential fand uses to the north, south amd west, The proposed house of worship, with

PLM=Flanmng, ESC=Enginzanng & St;rveyiné Depar‘trﬁent, EHS=Enwronmental Health Servaices, APTD = Air Pollution Cantral {hstriet 5af 34
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

buildings tetaling 41,300 sguare feet, would be smgle story slructures with a maximum helght df 36 feet for lhe
muttipurpose building, and 50 feet for the church which will have two matching bell fowers 2ach with 3 height of
&7.3 feet {plus architectural features of an additional 10 feet). The proposed buildings would be wvisible from
adjacent rural properties, and from Auvburn Folsom Read. Placement of the multi-purpose huilding is propesed 30
feet from the western property boundary and 380 feet from the weslern edge of Auburn Folsom Road. The main
church wiil be set 135 feet from the western property boundary and 270 feet from Auburm Folsom Road. Both
buildings will be set among some of the larger trees that will remain and the grading of the building pads and
parking areas has been designed to maintain the natural siope of the site from the north to the south. Extensive
landscaping will be planted within the 25-foot wide scenic setback/buffer area along Auburn Folsom Road. The
planting of ane theme tree (Blue Oak, Valley Oak, interior Live Oak, Coast Live Qak, Red Qak or Holly Qak} shall
be required for every 100 feet of property fromage along Auburn Folsormn Road. The impact of the proposed project
an the visual enviromment is net considered potentially significant as the two church structures will be set back at
least 240 feet from the eastern (Auburn Folsom Road) property boundary and the playfields will be set back 300
leet from the eastern property boundary. The parking lots will be localed behind a 25-foot wide landscaping buffer
adjacent to Aubum Folsom Road and down shielded lighting will be required The exlensive landscaping and
increased setback/buffer arga and implementation of the required design features will prevent a significant impact
wilh ragard 1o the vispal character of the site. No mitigation measures are reguired

Discussion Item |-4:

The proposed house of worshup will introduce new lighting sources to the area thal include pole mounted lights
within parking 1o, building lights, and landscapefentrance feature lighting. In additien, Calfornia Mission slyle
architecture fealuring arches, colonnades, and low sloping roofs, would be integrated into the existing and
proposed landscaping.

This project would not create a new sowrce of substantial light or glare because all proposed parking lot
and exterior  structure lghting would be subject to approval for design, location and intensity (photometrics)
consistent with Rural Design Guidelines. Additionally, a 240-foot setback from Auburn Folsam Road and the 25-
foot landscape buffer would provide a low visual prefile from the road with regard to the proposed structures. No
mitigation measures are required.

Il AGRICULTURAL RESOURCE - WWould the project:

et [ Less Thaw TR
i Potantlally .Ssgmﬁcant Less Than f
s Slgnlﬁcan W|th .| Signifis cant

N | Impact T

P Lo SRl P T U T Measures e,
1. Cdnven ana Farmland Umque Farmland ar Farmland of
Slatewide or Local Impertance {(Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant 1o the Farmland Mapping and
Moniloring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agrigultural use? (PLN}

2. Conhict with General Plan or gther policias regarding land ¥
use buffers for agm:ullural operahdns’? {PLM)

3, Cdnfﬂr:t with existing zoning for agricullural yse, or a i X
Willamsen Act contract? (PLN)

4 involve other changes in the existing envirgnment which, due
to thewr location gr nature, could resalt in conversion of .

. : . . = X
Farmiand {including livestock grazing} to non-agriculiural use?
{PLN)Y

Discussion- ltem 11-1:
The project site is not considered prime farmland, unigue farmland, or farmtand of statewide or local importance.

Ciscussion- lem II-2, 3:

The praposed house of worship would be consistent with lhe Granile Bay Community Plan land use, as designated
and underlying Residential Agricultural zone district.  However, the project site is localed in an area where
residential agricultural parcels exist and there is the polential that existing and future agricultural operations could
Le adversely impacted by the proposed development. The County has adopted 2 "Right to Farm” ordinance which
allows exishng agneultural operations to coninue, in a manner consistent with the underlying zoning. A candition of

P_H=Panning, ESD-Enginearmy & Surveying Departmant, EH5=Ervironmental Health Servicas, APCD=4Air Pallution Cantrol| Dnstruct ol 34
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

project approval shall provide notification to the property owner that agriculturat operations may take place on
adjacent/surrounding parcels, and the approval of lhis project shall not impact the abilily of existing and future
agricullural operations to continue in 8 manner consistent with the underlying zoning regulations. iImplementation of
this mitigation measure will reduce any potential impacts to 2 less than significant level. The proposed project
would not conflict with ary Williamson Act contracl as there is no Williamson Act contract ¢on the subject parcels.

Mitigation Measures- ltem Ii-2, 3:

MM 111 Motification shall be provided to the propedy owner(s) of the County's Right to Farm Crdinance,
which discloses the polential effects of residing near on-geing agricultural operations, This statement shall infortn
the property owner(s) that farm operators have a "right to farm® their lands despite potential nuisance to
neighboring properties, including neise, odors, and use of taxic and hazardous malerials, (PD}

Discussion {tem- N-4-

The proposed house of worship is limited to on-site development gnd off-site read improvements to Laird Road
south of Cavitt Stallman and Auburn Folsom road. The northern parcel has been utilized for horse pasture, the
southern parcel (Used as an orchard as early as 1938} has not been recenlly used for agncullural usg. The
development of the proposed project will not involve other changes that would significantly impact land used for
agricullural purposes. Mo mitigation is required,

it AR QRUALITY ~Would the project;

" J;Less Than [~ - 2T
‘gignificant § Less Than | =«
o ignificant (. with - | Significant. Im act
- SR ST SR A Impact - .i-Mitigation § ; Impact 77| p__“
l--_;;,_._ e DDLU s e TR R G A R0 TSe -0 Measures [ Thn L% B
‘ 1. Conflict with or obstruct implamentation of the applicable air ' X
; quality plan? (AFCDY)
© 2. Violate any arr quality standard ar conlribute subslantially to X
an existing or projected air quality violation? (APCDY
3. Result in a curnulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria for witich the project region is non-attainment under an
I applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard X
including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative
| thresholds for ozone precursors)? (APCD) )
4. Expose sensitive receptors to substankial pollutant I X
concentrations? (APCD) :
J -
5. Create odors affecting a substantial number of people? | X
{APCDY ,

Discussion - tem 11)-1:

The Placer County Air Pollution Contral District has pnmary responsibility for the control of air pallution from local
sources.  The Districl analyzes the impacts of a proposed project on amhbien! air quality and the exposure of
people. especially sensitive individuats, o hazardous poliutant concentrations, The pollutants of concern include
bath criteria pollutants and toxic air contaminants.

Al the fedsral level, the Califormia Clean Air Act (CCAA) 15 administered by the United States
Environmental Protection Agency {(USEPA). The USEPA is also responsible for establishing the National Ambient
A Quality Standards [NAAQS) required under the 1377 CAA and subsequent amendments. At the state level, the
CCAA 5 administered by the Calfornia Air Resources Board {CARDB) and by the Air Quality Management District's
at the regional and local levels. '

The project site is located within the Sacramento Vallay Air Basin (SVAB). and is under the jurisdiction of
the Placer County APCD. Although the SYAB 15 desigrated as nonattainment for federal and siate oczone (O3)
standards, ponattainment for the federal pariculate matter standard {PM; ) and state parbculate matter standard
(PMy), the project will not contribute a significant impact to the Region given thai {he project related emissions are
below the District's thresholds of significance. Therefore the project will not result in a stgnificant obstruction e the
Sacramenta Regional A Quality Fian.
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inigal Study & Checkhst conbnyed

Discussion - ltems 111-2, 3;

As stated above, the SVYAB is designated as non-allainment for the federal and state ozone and particulate matter
standards According to the project description, the project will result in an increase in regional and local emissions
from construclion and operation (see attachrment A).

The project’s related short-term construction air pollutant emissions will result primarily from sile grading activities,
diese-powered construction equipment, trucks hauling building supplies, worker vehicle exhaust, and building
painbing activities Based on the madeling anatysis, short-term construction gmissions for NOx may be above the
District threshaolds. With the implementation of the following mitigation measures, impacts relatad to construction
activities will be reduced 1o a less than significant leval,

The mitigation measures proposed below will reduce the projects air quality impacts, Thus, air quality impacts
assaciated with the project would be less then significant if the following condiions are implemented:

Further, the project’s ong-lerm operational ermissions would result from landscaping mainignance, vehicle
exhavsl, ulility usage, and waterfwastewater usage. The modeling analysis indicates that the aperational emissions
would not exceed the District's threshold of 321bs/day. Allhough the project's related operational emissions do not
exceed the District's thresholds, the project will condribute incremental emissions of ROG, NOx, and COZ2 to the
curnulalive impacts in Placer County, The implementation of the fotlowmg mitigation measures (MM 111.16-111.20)
would result in further reduction of the ROG, NOx and COZ emissions and ensuUre the projecl's related sumulative
impacts to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures- ltems lIl-2, 3:

M 1111 Prior to the approval of Gradingdmprovernent Flans, the applicant shall submit a Construclion
Emission / Dust Control Plan to the Flacer County APCD. This plan must address the minimum Administrative
Requirements found in secuon 300 and 400 of APCD Rule 228, Fugilive Dust.  The applicant shall not break ground
prior to receiving APCO appraoval of the Construction Emission / Dust Controd Plan.

Include Whe following standard note on the Improvement/Grading Plan: The prime contractor shall
2ubmit 10 the District a comprenensive inventory (1.e. make, model, year, ermission rahing) of all the heavy-duty off-
road equipment {50 horsepower of greater) that will be used an aggregate of 40 or mare heurs for the construclion
project. The inventory shall be updated, beginning 30 days a2fter any initial work on site has begun, and shall be
submitted on & monthly Basis throughout the duration of the project, except that an invantary shall not be regquired
far any 30-day period in which no construchion aclivity occurs. At least three business days prioe to the use of
subject heawy-duty off.-road equipment, the project representative shall provide the District with the anticipated
consltruction timeline including slart date, and name and phone number of the properly owrer, project manager,
and on-site foreman.

Fricr to the approval of Grading/dmprovement Plans, the applicant shall provide a plan to the Placer County
APCD for approval by the District demonstrating thal the heavy-duty {= 50 horsepower) off-road vehicles to be used
in the construction project, including owned, leased and subgconiractor vehizles will achieve a project wide fleet-
average 20 percent NOx reduction and 45 percenl particulale reduction compared to the most recent CARE flest
average. Acceptable oplions for reducing emissions may include use of lale model engines, low-emission diesel
products, alternative fuels, engine retroft technelogy, after-treatment products, andfor other options as they
become available.

M 1.2 include the following standard note on the Improvement/Grading Plan: Construclion eguipment
exhaust emissions shall mot exceed District Rule 202 Visible Emission hmitations. COperators of vehicles and
squipment found to excesd opacity limits are to be immedialely nolified by APCD to cease operalions and the
equipment must be repaired within 72 hours, Additienal information regarding Rule 202 can be found at

http itwwns placer.ca. goy/Depadments/Aic/Rubes aspx

M L3 Include ihe following standard note on the ImprovementGrading Plan  If reguired by the
Cepartment of Enginesring and Surveying andfor the Deparment of Public Works, the contractor shall have a pre-
construction meeting for grading activities. The contractor shall invite the Placer County APCD to the pre-
construction meeting n order lo discuss the construction emission/dust control plan with employees and/or
contractors.

MM 11 4 Include the faliowing standard note on the Improvement/Grading Plan: The contracter shall suspend
alt grading operabtons when fugitive dusl exceeds Placer County APCD Rule 228 (Fugitive Dust) imitatigns, The
priema contractor shall be responsible for having an individual who is CAREB-certified to perfarm Visible Emyssions
Evalatons (VEE} This individual shall evaluate comphance with Rule 228 on a weekly basis, It is {o be noted that
fueutive dust is not to exceed 40% opacily and not go beyond property boundary at any bime, If lime or other drying
agents are utiized to dry oul wet grading areas they shall be controlled as to not o exceed Placer County ARCD
Rule 228 Fugitive Dust imtabens.
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Initial Srudy & Chegklist continued

MMiIns - Prior to the approvat of Grading/Improverneant Plané_ran enforcement pia-n shall be established, an-:él

submitted to the APCD for review, in order to weekly evaluate project-retated on-and-off- road heavy-duty vehicle
engine emission opacities, using standards as defined in California Code of Reqgulations, Tite 13, Sections 2187 -
2124 An Environmental Coordinator, hired by the prima contractor or properly owner, and who is CARB-cerified to
perform Yisible Emissions Evaluations {(VEE), shall routingly evalvale projest related off-road and heavy duty on-
road equipment emissions for compliance with this requirement. Operators of vehicles and equipment found Lo
exceed opacity imits will be notfied by APCD and the equipment must be repaired within 72 hours.

MM LG In¢lude the following standard note on the ImprovementGrading Flan: During construction, no open
burning of removed vegetation shall be allowed. Al removed vegetative matenal shall be gither chipped on site or
taken to an appropriate disposal site,

M LT Include the following standard nole on the Improvement/Grading Flan: The prime contraclor shall be
respansible for keeping adjacent public Ihoreughfares clean of silt, dit. mud, and debris, and shall "wel brogm” the
streets if silt, diel, mud or debris is carried over t¢ adjacent public thorgughfares. Dry mechanical sweeping is
prohitited.

MM L8 Include the following standard note on the Improvement!Grading Plan: During canstruclion, traffic
speeds on all unpaved surfaces shall ke limited to 15 miles per hour or less.

TR inchude the following standard note on the ImprovementiGrading Plan: The prime conlraclor shall
suspend all grading operations when wind speeds (including instantanecus gusts) exceed 25 miles per hour and
dust is impacling adjacenl properties.

i il 10 fnefude the following standard nole on the Improvement/Grading Plan. The contractor shall apply
water to conlrel dust, as required by Rule 228, Fugitive Dust, to prevenl dust impacts offsite. Operationab water
truck(s) shafl be onsite, al all times, to control fugitive dust Construclion vehicles leaving the site shall be cleaned
to prevent dust, sill, mud, and dirl from being released or tracked off-site,

L O Include the following standard note on the Improverment/Grading Plan: During construction, the
contraclor shall minimize idling me lo a maximum of 3 minutes for al diesel powered squipmenl.

MR 112 Inclsde the following slandard note on the Improvement/Grading Plan: The contractor shall use
CARB ullra low diesel fuel for all diesel-powered equipment.  In addition, Yow sulfur fuef shall be ulilized for all
stationary eguipment.

MM I3 Include the following standard note on the ImprovementGrading Plan: The contractor shall utilize
existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or clean fuel generators rather than temporary diesel power generators.,

RN 1. 14 Inclyde the following standard note on the Improvement'Grading Plan: All on-site stationary
equprient which is classified as 50 hp or greater shall either oblain a state issued porable egquipment permit or a
Flacer County APCD issued portable equipment permil

M 1115 If a Traffic Flar s requirgd eliewhere within these conditions of approval, the Placer County APCD
shall also receive a copy of the plan for review. APCD recommendations within the plan may include, tul not be
limited lo: use of public transporation, and satellite parking areas with a shutile senvice.

Further, the project's long-term operational emissions would result from landscaping maintenance, ue"ucle
exhaust, utilly usage. and water/wastewater usage. The modeling analysis indicates that the operational emissions
would not exceed tha District's threshold of 82Ilbsfday. Although the preject's ielated operalional emissions do not
exceed the District's thresholds, the project will contribute incremental emissigns of ROG, NOx, and 07 10 the
cumulative impacts in Placer County. The implementation of the following mitigation measures would rescltin
furher reduction of the ROG. NOx and CQ; emissions and ensure the project’s related cumulative impacts to be
less than significant.

Mk 1116 Prior to approval of Improvement Plans, the applicanl shalt provide a landscaping plan for review
and approval by the DesigniSite Review Committes. A3 required by the Placer County APCD, tandscaping shall
include native dreught-resistant species (plants, trees and bushes) in order 0 reduce the demand for irrigation and
gas powered landscape maintenance equipment. In addition, a maximum of 25% lawn ares is allowed on site, As
& part of the project design, the applicant shall include irrigation systems which efficiently ulilize watker (e.g.. prohibil
svslems that apply water to non- vegetated surfaces and systems which create runoffy.  In addition, the applicant
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[rutial Study & Checklist contnued

shall install waler-efficient irrigalion syslems and devices, such as soil meisture-based irrigation controls, rain “shut
off' valves, or other devices as reviewed and approved by the Design Site Review Committee. (APCD)

RN L7 Frior to building permit approval, the applicant shall show that slectrical ouvtlets shall be installed on
Ihe exterior walls of both the front and back of all buildings to promate 1he use of efectric landscape maintenance
equipment. [APCD}

MR )13 Prior to building permit approval, the applicant shall show provisions for construction of new
buildings, and where natural gas is available, the installation of a gas outlet for use with outdoor cooking
apphances, such as a gas barbecue or outdoor recreational fire pits,

MA I 18 Frior to the issuance of a Building Permit, the applicant shall shiow that all lal roofs with parapels
shallinclude & while or silver cap sheet to reduce gnergy demands. (APCDY

MhA HL20 Frior to Design Review approval, the applicant shall show that an-sile bicycle racks, as required by
the Placer County APCD. shall be reviewed and approved by the Design Site Review Committee | (APCD)

Discussicn - ltem 1l1-4:

The praposed project is net expected to adversely impact s&nsitive receptors due o the project related long-term
erisgions being below the District’'s significant thresholds. Therefore, the impacts to any potential sensitive groups
are less than significant.

Discussicn - ltem 1-5:

The preject would resuit in additional air pollutant emissions generated by diesel-powered construction equipment,
and vehicle exhaust from fraffic that could creale odors. However, the long-term operaticnal emissions {vehicle
traffic) from lhis project alone will not axceed ihe District's significant thresholds, Therefore, potentiat impacts from
odors will be less than significant,

V. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES - Would the project:

+Less Than | DX s
. Slgnlfcant ; Less Than Nu T
“with, Slgmﬁcant ] Impact
Mltlgatmn Impacl
I S A TN SIS, SN VD SR SR : M_gasures R ,-:; w, o i '_
1. Have a substanlial adverse effect, gither direclly or through ! -
hatutat madhfications, on any species identified as a candidate, i [
sensilive, of special status species in local or regional plans, X .
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish :
& Game or US. Fish & Wildlife Service? (PLN) _j_’ .,
2. Substantially reduce the habitat of 2 fish or wildlife species, ' '
cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining |
levels, threalen to ehminale a plant or animal commurnity, ' X
subslantially reduce the number of restrict the range of an
© endangered. rare, or threatened specigs? (PLN) . _
. 3. Have a substanbal adverse effect on the gnvironment by X
|

convening oak waodlands’? (PLN}

other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional
plans, policres or regulations or by the Calforpia Department of
Fish & Game or |1.5. Fish & Wildlile Service? (FLN)

5. Have a subslantial adverse effect on federally protected
wetlands as defined hy Section 404 of the Clean Water Act

{including, bt not imited to. marsh, vernal poel, coasial, elc.} l' X '

through direct remaoval, filling, hydrological interruption, or other | i

| means? (PLN) - [ ]

§. Interfere 5ubstant|a1|y wath the mavament of any native [ |

resident or migralory fish or wildlife species or with established | X X |
I

native resident or migratory wildhfe corndors, or impede (he use |
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Lratial Study & Checklist continued

of native wildlife nursery sites? (PLN} T _ ) T i T

7. Conflict with any local po'l'ic'res or ordinances protecting
biglagical resources, such as a tree preservation pelicy or x
ordinance? (PLN}

&. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat

Conservation Plan, Nalural Cormmunty Conservation Plan, or
other approved logal, regional, or state habitat ¢enservation |
| plan? {(PLN) |

Discussion- ltems 1¥-1,2,4:

Bruce D. Barmelt, Ph. [, conducted 2 Biological Resources Assessment of the project area on July 12, 2008, On-
site habitat consisls primanly of disturbed annuab grassland wilh widely scallered oaks, riparian serub, ripanan
woodland, emergent marsh, and seep habitats. The majority of plant species within this habitai type consist of
introduced annual grasses and broad-leaved plants thal persist as a result of continued disturbance {e.g.. grazing,
mowing, spraying)

The consultant determined the possible occurrence of special-siatus {i.e., endangered, threatened, or rare}
plant and wildlife species within the project site and vicinily through habitat information collected during the July
2008 figld review of the project sile, the preévious 2006 special-status species assessment conducted by ECORP
censulling, and query updates of the California databases. There are curently no documented occurrences of
special-stalus species within the project sile; those recorded speciat-status species that could be supported by
habitats present at the project site are discussed in the following sections.

Seven plant species generated by the data search are endemic to a special habitat type comprised of
arigque soil substrates known as the "Fine Hill Formation”, which is an area of approximately 30 000 acres located
near Cameron Park in Eldorade County, The project site is not part of the Ping Hill Formation and, consequently,
these seven plant species would not pccur at the project site. Plant species that could potentially be supported by
existing habitats at the project site, but were not detected during the appropriate blooming period during the July
2008 survey, include: Jepson's onion, Brandegee's clarkia, Bogygs Lake hedge-hyssop, and Sanfords arrowhead,
The absence of wernal pocls, mesic (i e, wel-drained) grasslands, or habitats with alkafi scil substrates also
preclude many of the remaining species that would not be supported by existing habitats at the project sile.

The absence of vernal pools and other miche habitats preclude the presence of the majority of spenial-
status wildife species generated by the data search. The ripanian woodland al the project site could, howsver,
provide suitable nesting habitat for Cooper's hawk. and white-tailed kite, while Lhe open grassland habitat of the
projecl site could provide suitatle foraging habitat for these species. as well as the Swainson's hawh.

© Only one special status plant species are known to be present onsite, & single blue elderberry shreb was
tdentihed along Lhe extreme eastern boundary of the project site. Miigalion measures would be required as a resull
of the project lo ensure that impacts remain [ess than significant.

Mitigation Measurg- ltems |V-1,2,4:

MM V-1 A qualfied brologist shall conduct 2 pre-construction survey prior to approval of final improvement
plans to determine the presence of VELE habital. The information gathered in thiz survey would include the number
of elderberry stems greater than 1-inch in diameter and the number of emergence holes in these stems for gach
glderberry shrub encountered. If no VELB habitat is found within 100 feet of the project, then no further mitigation is
required

If VELB hakitat exists within 100 feet of the project. then the U 5. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
Conservalion Guidelines for the Valley Elderberry Longheorn Beetle shalf be implemented and coordination shall be
inibated ta determine appropriale gvoidance or miligation measures.

In accordance with these guideiings. any removed skderberry bushes shall ke replanled in 3 location as
near as possible to the site from which they were removed, Removal and transplanting of projecl-impacted
eiderberry plants shall occur in the dormant season, from November 15" ta February 15, to minimize impacts to
these plants. If VELB are present in the project area, ng trimming of removal of elderberry bushes shall ocour
during construstion.

Discussion- ttemns I¥V-3,7:

Sierra Nevada Arbonsts prepared an Arborist Reporl for the project site on August 29, 2006. The Arborist Report
ideatified 9 trees (2 valley caks, 26 interior live oaks, and 2 blug 0aks, as well a5 other native and non-native
rees) on the site. Sixteen native caks trees would need to be removed as a resuft of this project The majority of
the invenloried trees are [ocated in the western half of the propeny, along ‘ence lines, or near dranage zreas gn
sHe,
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tnitial Study & Checklist continued

Effactive January 1, 2005, Senate Bill 1334 established Public Resources Code Section 210834, the
State's first oak woodiands conservation standards for CECQA. This new law creates two requirements for counties:
1} counties must determine whether or not 8 project that results in the conversion of oak woodiands will have a
significant effect; and 2) if there may be a significant effect. counties must employ specific mitigation measures, The
subject site is not considered oak woodlands as it does nol contain 10 percent or more gak canopy cover. As such,
the proposed remuoval of twelve oak lrees is subjecl 1o the Placer County Tree Preservalion Ordinance and the
following mitigation measure will be implemented.

Mitigation Measure- ltems IV-3,7!

M Y 2 As outlined in the Placer County Tree Crdinance, @ contribution of $100 per diameter inch at breast
height for each protecled oak ree removed of impacted, or the current market valug, as established by an Arborist,
Forester or Registered Landscape Architect, of the replacement trees, including the cast of installation, shall be
paid 1o the Placer County Tree Preservation Fund, These fees must be paid pror to issuance of Improvement
Plans.

MM V.3 The applicant shall install a &' tall, brightly colored {usually yellow or crangg), synthatic mesh
malertal fence (or an equivalent approved by the DRC) at the following locahons prior 1o any construction
gquipmeni being moved an-site or any conslruction aclivilies taking place;

« At the limils of construction, outside the dnp line of all trees 6" dbih {diameter at breast height), or 10" dbh
aggregate for multi-trunk rees, within 50' of any grading, road improvemnents, underground utilities, or other
develapment aclivily, or as olhenwse shown on the Tentative Map.

Mo development of the site. including grading, will be allowsd until this mitigation is satisfied. Any encroachment
within these areas, including anp lines of trees Lo be saved, must first be approved by the DRC, Temporary fancing
shall not be altered duting conslrugtion without written approval of the DRC. No grading, clearing, storage of
equipment or machinery, etc.. may occur unhtl a representative of the DRU has inspecled and approved all
lemporary construction fencing. This includes both an-site and off-site improvements. Efforts should be made to
save rees where feasible, This may include the use of retaimng walls, planter islands, pavers. or other techniques
commanly associated with tree preservation.

Liscussion Hem 1V-5:

This Mitigated Negative Declaration recognizes that the proposed project would represent @ parmanent change in
the charagter and use of the project site. The US Army Corps of Engineers verified a delineation of 2.73 acres of
waters of the United States prepared by CCORP Consulting, Inc. on the subject property in December of 2005, An
updated delineation by Bruce D. Barnett, Ph. D added an offsite feature aiong Aubumn Folsom Road contaning
0351 acres, for a total of 2.761-acres of waters of the United Stales {seasonal wetland - 0.065 acre, seasonal
wetland swale - 0.073, marsh - 0,863 acre, seep - 0.351 acre, intermittent drainage - 0.952 acre. pond - 0 621 acre,
and off-site improvemnents - 0.035 acre) The proposed development would impact 1.651 acres of all lypes
previously listed. The applicant has proposed mitigation by utilizing a wetland mitigatien bank. Witigation measures
for ail identified impacts will be developed in consultation with Placer County and represenlatives of responsible
and wustes agencies.

Mitigation Measure Item IV.5:
MM IV 4 Where off-site mitigation has been determined to be acceptable for compensation of
wetland/riparian impacts, the applicant or agent shall provide mitigation as fologws:

1) Provide written evidence that compensatory habiat has been established through the purchaze of
rmitigabion credits at a Counly-quealified weatland mitigation bank. The amount of money required 1o purchase cradits
shall be equal to the amounl necessary to replace wetland or riparian habital acreage and resource values
including compensation for temporal loss. The total amount of habitat to be replaced is 1 651-acres of weband. The
exact amount of habitat impact shall be deterrmined duning the Improvement Plan process. Ewdence of payment,
which describes the amount and type of habitat purchased at the bank site, must be provided 1o Ihe County prior to
issuance of improvement Plans.

MM IV S Prior to approvat of Improvement/Grading Plans, the applicant shall furnish to the DRC, evidence
that the U. 5. Army Corps of Engincers, the Calfornia Drepartment of Fish & Game (COFG) ({if applicable}, and the
U. 5. Fish and Wildife Service {if applicable} have heen nobfied by cerbfied letler regarding the existence and
removal of wetiands, streams, ponds andfor vernal pools on the property. Adddtionally, a permit is required from
the Army Corps of Engineers, the permit shall be obtained and copies submitted to DRC prior to acceptance of
tmprovement Flans.
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Tnitial Study & Checklist conteued

Discussion- Hem (V-6:

The ECORP Biological Resources Assessment identified the white-tailed kite and other raptor species as present
of with a high potential for occurrence on the project site. Therefore, there is a high potential for raptors to nest on
the sile. Pre~construction surveys for rapior species during lhe nesting season, as identifiad by MM V-6, will avpid
impacts 10 these species from preject construclion. The following mitigalion measure shall be implemented for the
proposed project to reduce potenlial impacts 1o a less than significant level:

Mitigation Measure- Item 1¥-6:

MM 16 Frior to any grading or tree removal activities. during the rapter nesting season (March 1 -
September 1), a focused survey for raptor nests shall be conducled by a gualified biviogist. A reporl summarizing
the survey shall be provided to Placer County and the California Department of Fish & Game (CDFG) within 30
days of the completed survey, If an active raptor nest is identified appropriate mitigation measures conducted by a
qualified biclogist I an aclive raptor nest is identified appropriate mitigation measures shall be developed and
implemeanted in consultation with COFG. If construction is proposed fo {ake place between March 1 and
Septermber 1%, no conslruction achvity or tree removal shall occur within 300 feet of an active nest {or greater
distance, as determined by the COFG).  Construction activities may only resume afler a follow up survey has been
conducled and a repori prepared by & qualified raptor biologist indicating that the nest {or nests) is no longer active,
and that no new nests have been identified. A follow up survey shall be conducted 2 months following the inilial
survey. if the initial survey occurs between March 1% and July 17 Additional follow up surveys may be required by
the DRC, based on the recommendations in the raptor study and/or as recommended by the COFG. Temporary
construction fencing and signage as described herein shall be inslalled at a mimimum 500 foot radius around {rees
containing active nests. 1 all project construclion cceurs between September 1% and March 1 no raptor surveys
will be requirad. Trees preuiously approved for removal by Placer County, which contain stick nests. may only be
removed between September 17 and March 1. A nole which includes the wording of this condition of approval
shall be placed on the Improvement Plans. Said plans shall also show all protective fencing for those trees
identified for protectron within the raptor repaort,

Discussion- Item IV.8:

At the present time, Placer County has not adepted a Habitat Conservation Plan or a Matural Communities
Conservation Flan. As such, there would be no impact o such plans.

V. CULTURAL RESQURCES - Would the project

TS, o | LéssThan | i
. .- | Potentidlly, | Significant | Less Than | |
. | Significant |3 _with | Significants|,. -
A -| Mitigation | -Impact
Gt | Measures_ | UL

E

ental Issue

1. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a

historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines, Section i ! X
1506457 (PLN}
2. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a
unigue archagological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelings, !
Sechon 15064 57 (PLN}

3.-Directly or indireclly destroy a unique paleontolagical i
resouice of site o unique geologic featura? (PLM; [

4 Have the potenbal 1o cause a physical change, which would |
affest unique ethnic cultural values? (PLN)

5. Restrict existing relrgious or sacred uses within the polantial ) .
impact area? (PLM) !

&. Disturh any human rerains, including these interred outside :
of formal cemetenes? {PLN)

Discussion- lfem V-1;

PLN=Planming, ESC=Engineenng & Surveying Department, CH5=Envronmencai Health Services, AFCD= AL Poliution Contro! Disirict 13of 39
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TIrutial Styuthy & Checklst continyed

A Cultural Rescurce Assessment by Feak & Associates, Inc. dated September, 2008 and updaled May, 2009,
concluded that there was no evigence of prehistoric or historic sites within the project site and that no historical
resources were present in the project area However, two sites (EC-06-68 - a single family residence & EC-06-G9 -
a small concrele struclure) were recorded wilhin the parcel to the norh of the current project area. EC-06-88 is

polentially eligible for the National Register of Historic Places. The initial Field Survey result was part of the Cultural

Resources Survey Report prepared by ECORP Consulling, Inc. dated July of 2006, The two historic siles
{rortheast corner of APN 035-120-021) have been fenced off and the proposed 12.8-acre church project site would
not impact this area. The abandoned historic dwelling would be retained on a separate parcel of 4.6 acres. The
proposed project would nol impact this structure or its immediate surroundings. Construction of 2 church and multi-
purpose building on the adjacent parcel does not constilute a significant impact to this resource. The current project
was revised to in order to avoid any impacts to the northeast corner of the parcel (o the north of the church project
site

In addition, two Known cultural resourcas are located within 0.5 miles of the project property. These sites
are identified as CA-PLA-P-31-63 (historic metal cable) and CA-PLA-P-31-237-H (debns scatter and cellar
foundation}.

The proposed project will not impact any of these adjacem cultural resources,

Discussion- items V-2,5: .

The previous cultural resources reports (Feak and Associales, 2008 and ECORP Consulting, 2008) did not idenlify
any kind of an archaeclogical resource or burial ground within the project boundary. As such, the proposed project
will not distwry any human remains, including these interred cutside of formal cemeteries, However, standard
conditions. of approval shall be included in the project approvais and included on the Improvement Plans that
indicales the following:

"It any archaeologieal artilacts, exotic rock {(hon-nalive), or unusual amounts of shall or bone are uncoversd
during any cn-site construction activities, all work must stop immediately in the area and an archaeoloqist retained
te evaluate the deposil. The Placer County Planning Deparntment and Depariment of Museums must also be
contacted for rewview of lhe archaeclogical find{s).

If the discovery consists of human remains, the Placer County Cormner and Native American Heritage
Commission must alse be contacted. Waork in the ares may only proceed after authorization is granied by the
Placer County Planning Department. & note to this effecl wall be prowided an the Improvement Plans for the project

Following a review of the new find and consultation with appropnate experts, if necessary, the authorily o
procesd may be accampanied by the addition of development requirements which provide protechon of the sile
andfor additional mitigation measures necessary to address the unique or sensitive nature of the site”

Wilh these standard conditions any impacts o unknown resources will remain less than significant. No miligation
measures are reguired.

Discussion- ltern V-3

The site has no potenlial to yeld significant fossils.  As such, lhe proposed projecl is expecled 1o have no
significant impact on patecniclogic resources.  Although no mibgation measures are required, standard construction
conditions will apply lo this project and slate " note shall be placed on the improverment plans Lhat if
paleontological resources are discoversd on-site, the applicant shall retain a qualified palecntclogist to ohserve
grading aclivities and salvage fossils as pecessary. The paleontologist shall establish procedures for
paleontological resource survellance and shall establish. in cooperation with \he preject developer, procedures for
lernporarity halting or redirecting work to permit sampling, identification. and evaluation of fossils.  If major
paleontodogical resources are discavered, which require temporarky halling or redirecting of grading. the
paleontologist shall report sueh findmgs to the project developer, and o the Placer County Depanment of Musaums
and Planning Deparment. The pateontclogis! shall determine approprialg achens, in cooperaticn with the project
developer, which ensure proper exploration andior salvage. Excavated finds shatl be offered o a State-designated
repository such as Museum of Paleontology, U.C. Berkeley, the California Academy of Sciences, or any other
Stale-designaled repositary. Otherwise, the finds shall be offered to ihe Placer Counly Department of Museums for
purpeses of public education and interpretve displays. These actions, as well as final mitigatien and dispostion of
the resgurces shall be subject to approval by the Department of Museums. The paleontologist shall submit a
follow-vp repot to the Department of Museums and Flanming Department which shalt include the period of
inspection, an analysis of the fossils found, and present repasitory of fossils”,

Discussion Item- v-4:

The proposed project does not have the potential to cause a physical change that would affect unique elhnic
culturat values. The project site is not currently used in such a way as to sustain unigue elhnic cultura! values, and
therefore will not resull in 2 physical change that could affecl unigue ethnic cultural values.

PLN =Plarming, ESo=Inginesring & Surveying Departmé‘:nl, EMS= Emvaronmental Health Sorvizes, IF;':D:.ﬁ1r P\}'ELI‘T‘I"_‘:H Cortrol Districk 14 of 39
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Iniual Study & Checklist corined

Discussion- ltem V-5:

The proposed project will not restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the poientizl impact area, as lhe
project site is not used for religious or sacred uses, Furthermore, there is no evidence of existing religious or sacred
uses on the site or the surrounding areas.

Vi. GEOLOGY & SOILE - Would the project:

" | Léss Than .
otent:ally 3_S|gn|f“ cant,
_Slgnlfcant AR
Impact 'Mltlgat_lqn' )

1. Expose people or structures {0 unstable earth conditions or
changes in geolegic substructures? (ESD)

2. Result in significant disruptions, displacements, compaction
or overcrowding of the soif? (ESD)

3. Resullin substanlial change in topegraphy or ground surface '
relief features? (ESD)

4 Resull in the destructlon covering of modlf:catlon o( arvy
urtique geologic or physical featurgs? (ESD)

——— ——— — - —_ - - —_

5 Result in any significant increase in wind or water erosion of
soils. either on or off the site? (ESDY)

6. Result in changes in depositioﬁ of erosion or changes in
sillation which may modily the channel of a river, stream, or X
iake? (ESD}

" 7. Result in exposura of people or property to geologlc and
 geomorphelogical (1.e. Avalanches) hazards such as
i earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or simtlar
hazards? (E3D)

| 8. Be located on & geological unit or soil that is unstable, or that |
would become unstable as & result of the projeel, and

; potentrally result inan or off-sile landshide, lateral spreading,

| subsidence. Iquefaction. or collapse? (ESD)

| 9. Be located on expansive soils, as defined in Section
1802.3.2 of the Califorma Building Code (2007). creating X
substantial risks 1o ife or propery? (ESD)

Digcussion- Items VI-1,4,8;

A preliminary Geotechnical Report was prepared for the project.  The project area is underlain by Mesozoic
intrusive rock of the Sierra Mevada balhaliths and related plulons ranging in composition from dionte to granite
The sofl is Andregg coarse sandy fcam, rocky, 2 10 15 percent sloge and is a moderately deep, well drained soil
underlain by weathered granitic bedrock. Mear surface soils encountered in tes! pits consisted predominantly. of
residual spils resulting from the weathering of the granitic parent rock. The soil was medium dense, silly sands
(S8} in the upper two feet, grading to @ medwm dense, peorly graded sands {SP) to approximately six feet below
existing grades. Below the residual seils are shghtly weathered, decomposed granitic rock. The Report does not
identify any unique geclogic or physical features for the soil that would be destroyed or madified and did not identify
any severe soil mitations. The Report dogs not identify the site as jocaled on a geoiogical unit or soil that is
unstable or that will become unstable as a resull of the project. Construction of the proposed buildings and
associated parking/roadway improvements will ngt ¢reale any unslable earth conditions or change any geolegic
substructure resulling in unstable earth. Therefore, there is no impact.

Discussion- ltems VI-2,3.

This project proposal will result in the construchion of two new buildings with assocated infrastructure including
driveway, parking area, sewer, drainage, and water. To construcl the improvernenls proposed, significant
disruptions of soils on-sile will goour, including excavation/Compaction for the on-site bullding, driveway and parking
area Improvements, foundations, and various utilities.  Approximately 12 8 acres will be disturbed by grading
aciivilies. The project proposes to grade approximalely 30,000 cubic yards on site with a palanced site. In

PLN=Flanqing, E50=Engincering & Surveying Cepartment, EH5=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pallution Contral District 15 of 34
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Initial 5tudy B Checklist continued

gddition, there are significant impacts that will occur from the proposed changes 10 the existing topography. The
project proposes a maximum culs and fills on the site of 117 a5 identified on the preliminary grading plan and in (he
project description. The project’s site specific impacts associated with soil disruptions and topography changes can
be mitigated to a less than significant level by implementing the following mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures-ltems VI-2,3:
nAM W1 The applicant shall prepare and subrmit Improvement Plans, specifications and cost estimates {per the
requirements of Ssction |l of the Land Cevelopment Manuat [LDM] that are m effect at the time of submittal) 1o the
Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD) for review and approval. The plans shall show alt conditions for the
project as well as pedinent topographical features both on- and off-site. Ak existing and proposed utiliies and
easements, on-site and adjacent to the project, which may be affected by planned conslruction. shall be shown on the
plans. ANl landscaping and irigalion facilities within the public right-of-way (or public easements), or landscaping withir
sight distance areas at intersections, shall be included in the Improvement Plans. The apphcant shalf pay plan check
and inspeclion fees. (NOTE. Prior to plan approval, all applicabile recording and reproduction cost shall be paid). The
cost of the above-noted fandscape and irrigation facilities shall be included in the estimates used to determing these
fees. It is the apphcant's responsibiity t¢ obtain all required agency signalures on the plans and to secure departmenl
approvals. |If the Design/Site Review process andior DRC review is required as a condition of approval for the project,
said review process shall be completed pnor 1o submital of Improverment Plans. Record drawings shall be prepared
and signed by a California Registerad Civil Engineer at the applicant’s expense and shall be submittzd 1o the ESD prior
to acceplance by ihe County of site improvements.

Conceptual tandscape plans submitted prior 1o project approval may require modification during the
Improvement Flan process to resolve issues ol drainage and traffic safety. (ESD)

MM W12 All proposed grading, dranage improvements, vegetation and tree removal shall be shown on the
Improvement Plans and all work shall conform to provisions of the County Grading Ordinance (Ref. Aricie 1548,
Piacer County Code) that are in effect at the time of submiltal. Mo grading, ¢learing, or tree disturbance shall occur until
the Improvement Plans are approved and all temporary construction fencing has been installed and inspected by a
member af the DRC. All cutifill slopes shall be at a maximurm of 2:1 (horizontal vertical) unless 3 soils report supports a
steeper slope and the Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD) concurs with said recommendation.

The apphcant chall revegetate all disturbed argas. Hevegetation uncertaken from April 1 to October 1 shall
include regular walering t¢ ensure adequate growth, A winterization plan shall be provided with project Improverment
Plans. Itis the apphcant's responsibility to assure proper installation and maintenance of erosion controlbwintarization
during project construction. Where soil stockpiling or borrow areas are to remain for more than one construchan
seasan, proper erosion control measures shall be applied 3s specified 10 the Impravement PlansiGrading Plans.
Frovide tor aresion control where roadside drainage is off of the pavement, o lhe satisfaction of the ESD.

Submit to the ESD a letter of credit or cash depositin the amount of 110% of an approved engineer's estimate
for wantenzation and permanent erosion contra) work prigr to Improvement Plan approval 19 guarantee protection
againgt erosion and improper grading practices.  Upon the Counly's acceptance of improvements, and sabsfactory
completian of a ohe-year maintenance penod, unused portions of said deposit shall be refunded to the project applicant
or authorized agent,

If, at any time during construction, a field review by County personnel indicates a significan! deviation from the
proposed grading shown on the Improvement Plans, specifically with regard to slope heights, slope ratios, erosion
control, wintenization, tree disturbance, and/or pad elevations and configuralions, the plans shall be reviewsed by the
DRC/ESD for a determination of substantial conformance 1o the project approvals prior to any further work proceeding,
Failure of the DRC/ESD to make a determination of substantial conformance may serve as grounds for the
revocation/madification of the project approval by the appropriate hearing body. (ESD)

Discussion-ltems VI-5,6: - _ .

The distuption of lhe soil discussed in ttems 2 and 3 above increases the risk of erosion and creates a potential for
contamination of starm runef with disturbed sediment or other pollutants introduced through typical grading
practices.  In addition, this soil disruption has the potential to modify the existing on site drainageways by
transpoding erosicn from ke disturbed area into local drainageways. Discharge of concentrated runoff after
conslruction could also ¢ontribute to these impaclts in the ang-term. Erosion potential and water guality impacts
are always present ang occur when soils are disturbed and protective vegetative cover is removed. ILis primarily
shaping of building pads, grading for ransponalion systems and constructon for utitities that are responsible for
accelerating erosion and degrading water guality. The project would increase the potential for erosion impacls
wilhout appropriate mutigation measures.  The project’s site specific impacts associzled with erosion can be
rniligated to & less than significant level by implementing the following mdigalion measures;

Mitigation Measures items VI-5,6:

PLN=Flannmg, £50=Engincenng & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCT-Air Polution Control Disteict 15 of 34
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Imtal Stuchy B {hecklst continued

MMWE3 45 Water quality Best Management Practices (BMPs), shall be designed according to the California
Stormwater Quabty Association Stormwater Best Managemen! Practice Handbaoks for Construction, for New
Development / Redevelopment, and/or for Industrial and Commercial, (and/or other similar source as approved by the
Engineering and Surveying Departrnent (ES0)).

Construction {termpaorary) BMPs for the project include, bul are not limited to: Fiber Rolls {SE-5}, Straw Bale
Barrier (SE-9), Straw Watlles, Slorm Orain Inlet Protection {SE-10), Hydroseading {EC-4). Silt Fence {SE-1), Stabilized
Construction Entrance {TC-1}, and revegetation technigues.

MM V18 Projects with ground disturbance exceeding one-acre that are subject to construction stormwater
quality permit requirernents of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NFDES) program shall obtain such
permit from the State Fegional Water Quality Control Board and shall provide o the Engineering and Surveying
Department evidence of a state-issued WDID number or filing of a Motice of interd and fees prior to stan of
consiruclion.

M AL 7 This project is located within the area covered by Placer County’s municipal stormwater quality permil,
pursuani to the National Follutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Phase Il program. Project-relaleg
slarmwater discharges are subject te all applicable reguirements of said pamit. BMPs shall be designed to miligate
{minimize, infiltrale. filter, or treat) stormwater runcff in accordance with "Attachment 4" of Placer County's NPDES
tunicipal Stormwater Permit (State Water Resources Control Board NFRES General Permit Mo, CAS000004),

Discussion- ltem VI-7:

The project is localed within Placer Counly. The California Depantiment of Mines and Geology classifies the project
site as a low severity earthquake zong. The project site is considered to have low seismic risk with respect to
faulting, ground shaking, seismically refated ground failure and liquefaclion. Howewer, there 1s a3 polential for the
site 10 be subjected to at least moderate earthquake shaking during the useful Ife of any fulure buildings. The
project will be constructed in comphance with the Caifornia Building Code, which includes seismic standards.
Therefore, this impact 1s less than significant.

Discussion- Item V|-

According to the Uniled Siates Depariment of Agriculture (USDA) Soil Survey of Placer County, the United States
Depantment of Agriculture ~ MNatural Resources Conservation Service Web 30i1 Survey, and lhe prebminary
Geotechnical Repon, the site has no shrink/swell limitalions.  The project will also be constructed in compliance
with the California Building Code. Therefore, this impact is tess than significant.

VIl HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS - Would the project:

NI “leess Than | T

-'_Potentlally Slgmf'cant 1 Less Than-.
| Significant )’ Sowith® ©0) Slgnlf'cant
Impal:t ' Mltlgatlun

A
¢ IMpe ;
Measures | = - i

1. Create a signifllcant hazard lo the public or the environment
through lhe routine handling, transport, use, or disposal of X
" hazardous or acutely hazardous materiats? (EHS)

; emvirgnment? [EHS)

2. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions ]
invobang the release of hazardous materials into the

| 4. Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous

3. Emit hazardous emissions, subslances, or waste wilhin one-
guarter mile of an existing ar proposed school? (APCD)

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962 5 and, a5 a result, would il create a significant hazard to

Ihe public or the environment? (EHS) |
5 For a project focated within an airport land usé plan or, ;
where such & plan has not been adopled, within two miles of a
public airport or puklic use airport, would the project result in a X
safety hazard for people residing or working in the project
area? (PLN}

PLN=Planming, FSD=Engineenng & Surveying Departrtient, E55=Envronmental Health Servces, APCD=4r Poilubon Control Chistnct 17 of 34
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Initiad Study & Checkhst continoued

"6 Fora project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the 1
project result in a safety hazard for people rasiding in the X
project area? (PLN)

7. Expose people or structures to & significant risk of lass, injury
orf death involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are x
adiacent to urbanized areas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands? (PLN}

8. Create any health hazard or patential health hazard? (EHS) X

9. Expose people to existing sources of potential health
hazards? (EHS)

P JS ——— . .

Discussion- ltam VI-1:
The project will not create a significant hazard o the public ¢r the environment through the reutine handling,
fransport, use, or disposat of hazardous or acutely hazardous materials.

Discussion- ltem VII-2:

Construction of the proposed project will tikely involve the short term use and storage of hazardous materials
typically associaled wilh grading and construchon, such as fuel and similar substances. All materials will be used.
stored, and disposed of in accordance wilh applicable federal, state, and local laws including Califarnia
Occupationat Salely and Health Administration requirements and manufacturer's instructions. Therefore, the
proposed project dees not pose a significant hazard resulting from accident or upset conditons imvofving the
relzase of hazardous materials. No miligation measures are required.

Discussion- ltem VI[-3:
Based upon the praject analysis, the project is nol expected to emit hazardous emissions,

Discussion- ltem VI-4;
The project will not be lecated on & sile which is included on 2 list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant
to Government Code Section 65962 5. :

Discussion ltem VI1.5;
The project sie s not located within an airport land use ptan or within two miles of a public airport or public use
airport and therefore the project would not result in safety hazards for people residing or working in the projecl area.

Discussion Item ¥(1.5;
The project site is not loeated within the vicinity of a private airstrip and therefore would not result in a safety hazard
for people residing in the project area.

Discussion Item VILY:

The proposed project would replace annual grassland and cak tree argas with struclures. parking lots and
landscape areas and would reduce the risk of wildland fires. However, the structures are within a rural residential
area Lhat contains mare vegetation than urban areas. A Minor Lise Permit Condition of Approval would require that
a will serve |zlter be required from the serving fire district and the buidings wifl be constructed according to fire safe
building codes. No mitigaiion is required,

Biscussion- ltem V-8 .
This project will not create a heallh hazard or potential health hazard.

Discussion- ltem VII-3:

A Phase 2 Environmental Site Assessment Limited Soils Investigation Report {Seils Report) daled January 4, 2008
and a Finat Preliminary Environmenlal Assessment Equivalent Report (PEA) dated May 2, 2008 were conducled

for this property by LFR Inc. The Soils Report stated that the properfy has histoncally been used for residential and -
agricullural purposes; the property was developed with orchards from at leas! 1938 until sometime in the 1950s

An excavabon containing debris was observed on the property in the vicinity of the barn on the southern parcel and
the report documents verbal accounts of prier occupants of the property improperly disposing of hazardous wastes

in the vicinity of the barn. The consultant states in the soils report that the contents of the excavation near the bam,
which consisted of non-hazardous debris and hazardous wasle, were removed and properly disposed. Soil testing
was conducted at several locations throughout the property in order 1o evaluale the presence of potential residual

PLt=Flanrrng, ESD=Engineering & surveying Department, EHS=Envwronmental Heath Services, APCO=Ar Pollehon Contrel Distnet 18 ¢f 15
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Initial Study & Checkhst cantinyed

contamination resulting from past uses of the property, such as improper disposal andfor storage of solid waste and
hazardous waste and the apptication of agricultural chemicals. Soil sampling analytical results indicate that the
maximum concentrations of constituents of concern at the property are below California Human Health Screening
Levels for all target analytes. The PEA report concludes that *.  current site condilions do not pose a health thraal
under an unreslricted use scenarie” and does not recommend further investigation. The PEA report was reviewed
by the Calitornia Department of Toxic Substances Contret (DTSC) and a “Ne Further Action” letier was issued on
May 5, 2008,

The PEA notes that additional debris pils may be present at other locations on the profect site and
recommends that LFR, Inc. and DTSC be notified if suspected debris pits are encounlered during construgtion of
the project, In order to prevent contamination of soil andfor groundwater resulting from improper disposat of solid
waste andior hazardous waste in debris pits, the project proponent shall notify DTSC and Placer County
Environmental Health Services if suspected debris pits are encoumered during construction of the praject. This wil
be required as a project condilion of approval. Therefore. the potential for exposure to existing health hazards is
less than significant. Mo mitigation measures are required.

VIll. HYDRALOGY & WATER QUALITY — Would the project:

" I Potentially, | Significarit | Less Than |
1-Significant.| ™. with "% | Significant 3

Envifonmental:lssue

Y

o Impact <+ | Mitigation” | Wmpact” |-

#0. w  Medsures . |

1. Violate any potable water qualily standards? (EHS) —| J X

2. Substantially deplete groundwalter supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there woutd be
a net deficil in aguifer volurme or a lessening of local groundwater
: supplies {i e the production rale of pre-existing nearby wells
would drop Lo a level which would not support exisling land uses
or planned uses for which permits have been granted)? (EHS)

area’? (ESD)

i
3. Subslantially alter 1he existing drainage patlern of the site or \ X

5. Create or contribute runoff water which would include
substantial addiignal sgurces of polluled waler? (ESD}

4. Incrgase the rate or amourt of surface runofl? (£30) ] X
|

6. Otherwise substantially degrade surface water quality7{ESD) A

[ !
7. Otherwise substantially degrade ground water guality? {EHS} | X

&. Place housing within 3 100-year flood hazard area as mappad i
on a federai Floeod Mazard boundary or Flood tnsyrance Rale : X
Map or other ficod hazard delineation map? (ESD) )

which would impede ar redirect flopd flows? (ESD)

LE! Place within a 100-year flood hazard area improvemenis f X

10. Expose people or structures (o a significant risk of loss, injory |

Tailure of a levee or dam? (ESDY

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

or death involving llooding, including flooding as a result of the | 1 " X
|
I

12. Impamhe walershed of important suriace water resources, !

i
i
!
i

L including but not limited to Lake Tahoe, Folsom Lake, Hell Hale !
| Reservoir, Rock Creek Reserveir, Sugar Ping Reservoir, . 1 X

J;(_a
|

|
:
French Meadows Reservoir, Combie Lake. and Rollins Lake? l |
L{EHS, ESD) L | d
PiN=Pianing, ESD=Engincening & Surveying Departrrent, EHS=Enviranmeantal Health Serwces, APCD=Awr Poflution Contrgl Drstrict | 19 of 34
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Inital Study & Chacklist continued

Discussion- {tem Vit -1:

This project will nol rely on groundwaler wells a5 a potable water source. Potable water for this project will be
trealed water from Placer County Water Agency, Therefore, the project will not violate water quality standards with
respect to potable water,

Discussion- ltem VI -2:

This project wilt nol utilize groundwater and will nat deplete groundwater supplies. The project will ultimately aliow
for the construction of a church and associated driveways and parking Iots that will creale an impermeable surface
on a portion of the property, This impermeable surface may slightly reduce the rate of groundwater recharge.
However, a portion of the propey will remain unirhproved and the impact to groundwater recharge is less than
sigrificant, No mitigation measwes are required.

Discussion- Item VIII-3:

& preliminary drainage report was prepared by the applicanl’s engineer. The exisling site primarily consists of
natve vegelation and slopes from norlheast to southwest. Drainage runoff is conveyed mainly by overland surface
runotf and within drainage swales. There are two manmade ponds on the site, one of which is proposed to be filled
in. Runoff leaves the site along the westerly and southerly property lines in four locations. Al the runcft leaving the
site comes together approximately 300" south of the southwest corner of the project sile. The project has analyzed
a drainage systern that will change ke on site drainage patterns due 1o the construction of the proposed buillding,
parking area, as well as an underground storm drain systems. The project will collect runsff from the site and
convey and discharge the runoff lo the existing drainage discharge poinls. The proposed improvements change
the direction of existing on site surface water runoff due to the propesed on-sile improvements. However, the
change in direction from exishng on site surface runoff is less than significant as the owverall on site walershed
rungff continues to be conveyed to the same existing discharge points as the pre-development conditions and
vltnately into the same existing drainage swale flowing west of the project site. Therefore, this impact is less than
significan, :

Discussion- Item VIII-4:

The proposed project will increase the stormwater runoff amount and volume, The increases in stormwater runoff
have the potential lo result in downsleeam impacts, A preliminary drainage repod was prepared for the project.
The post project flows identified in the report indicated an increase in flows from pre-development levels of a
maximum of approxmately 7.5 cfs for the 100 year slorm event. The project is iocated in a pertion of the Dry Creek
Watershed Flood Conlrgl Plan area where on site detention is recommended. The project proposes 1o ensure that
the quantity of posl development peak flow from the project is, at 3 minimum, no more than the pre-development
peak flow quanlity by installing delention facilities. '

The post development volume of runoff will be higher due to the increase 0 proposed impervious surfaces,
however, this is considered ta be less than significant because the project proposes detention facilties designed to
handle the increases in peak flow., Furthermore, existing dranage facilities are destgned to handie peak flow runoff
which is typically larger than any increases in volume of runoff,

A finat drainage report will be prepared and submitted with the site improvement plans for County review
and approval in order o monilor the preliminary report drainage calculations and results. The proposed project’s
impacts associated with increases in runoff can be miligated 10 a less than significant leve! by implementing the
following mitigation measures.

Mitigation Measures- ltem VIH-4:
Refer to text in Mitigation Measures, MM VI, MM VI 2

MM LT Prapare and submit with the project Improvernent Plans, a drainage report in conformance with the
requirerments of Section § of the LDM and the Placer County Storm Water Management Manual that are in effect at the
time of submittal_ 13 the Engineerng and Surveying Cepartment for review and approval. The report shall be prepared
by a Registered Civil Engineer and shall. at 8 minimurmn, inclkide; A written text addressing exisling conditions, the
effects of the improvements, all appropnale calculations. a watershed map, increases in downstrears flows, proposed
or- and off-sité improvements and drainage easements to accommodate flows from this project.  The report shall
identify water quality protection features and methods to be used both during canstruction and for long-term post-
construction waler quality protection. "Best Management Practice™ (BMP) measures shall be provided to reduce
ergsion, water guality degradation, and prevent the discharge of pollutanls to stormwater lo the maximum extent
practicable,
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M VL2 Storm waler run-off shall ke reduced 1o pre-project condibons through the inslaliation of
retention/detention faciities. Retentionfdetention faciiites shall be designed in accordance wath the reguirements of the
Placer County Storm Water Management Manual that are in effect at the time of submittal, and to the satisfaction of the
Engineering and Sunveying Depanmenl (ESD). Maintenance of these faciliies shall be provided by the projec
ownersipermittees unless, and unrtil. a County Service Areais created and said facilities are accepled by the County for
maintenance. The ESD may, after rewew of the project drainage repont, delete this requirement i it is determined that
drainage conditions do not warrant installation of this type of facility, |n the event on-site detention requirements are
waived, this protect may be subjecl to payment of any in-lieu fees prescribed by County Ordinance. Mo
retentionfdetention facility construction shall be permitted wilhin any identified wetlands area, flocdplain, or right-of-way,
except as autharized by project approvals.

MM VLS. This project is subject to the one-time payment of drainage improvement and flood control fees

_pursuant to the "Ory Creek Watershed Interim Drainage Improvemenl Ordinance” (Ref Chapter 15, Aricle 15.32,
Fiacer County Code) The cument estimated development fee is 333 216 for the 12.8 acre parcel, payahle 1o the
Engineering and Surveying Department prior ko Building Permit issuance. The actual fee shall be that in effect at
the lime payment ocours,

Discussion-ltems VIII-5.6:

The construction of the proposed improvemenls has the potential 1o degrade water quality.  Stormwater runoff
naturally contains numercus constiluenls, however, urbanization and urban activities including development and
redevelopment typically increase constituent concentrations to levels that potertially impact water qualily.
Fellutants associated with stormwaler include {but are not kmited o) sediment, nutrients, oils/greases, elc The
proposad wiban type development has the potential o resull in the generation of new dry-weather runoff contaming
said pollutants and alse has the potential o ingrease the concentration andfor total load of said pollutants in wet
weather stormwater runaff. The proposed project's impacts assaciated with waler qualty can be miligated to a less
than significanl leve! by implementing the following miligalion measures:

Mitigation Measures ltem VIII-5,6.
Refer tc text in Mitigation Measures; MM V1.1, MM W12, MM VI3, MM V14, MW VIS, and MM VI

w104 VWater gualily Best Management Practices (BMPs). shall be designed according to the California
Stormwater Quality Associalion Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbooks for Construction, for New
Development { Redevelopment, andfor for Industrial and Commercial, (andfor other simifar source as approved by the
Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD))

Storm drainage from on- and off-site impernous surfaces (including roads) that drain into the site shall be
collected and rouled through specially designed catch basing, vegelated swales, vaulls, infiliration basing, water quaity
basins, fillers, etc. for entrapment of sediment, debris and cilsigreases or other identified pollutants, as approved by the
ESD. Off site. non project generated runcff, Ihat drains into the site does not require treatment if the off site fiow s ot
comingled with the projecl generated flows. BWMPs shall be designed at a minmmum in accordance wilh the Placer
County Guidance Docurnent for Yelume and Fiow-Based Sizing of FPerrmanent Post-Canstruction Best Managemant
‘Practices for Stormwater Quality Protection, Post-develsprment (permanent) BMPS for the project include, but are not
kmited to: Vegetated Swale (TC-30), Water Quality Inlets {TC-50), Storm Drain Signage (S0-13), ele. No water quality
facility construction shall be permitted within any identified wetlands area, floodplain, or right-cf-way, except as
authorized by project approvals.

All BMPs shalk be maintained as required to insure effectiveness The applicant shall prowide for the
eslablishment of vegetation, where specified, by means of proper irmgation. FProof of on-going maintenance, such as
conlractual evidence, shall be provided to ESD upon reguest. Maintenance of these faciliies shall be provided by the
project ownersipermittees unfess, and until, 8 County Service Area is crealed and said faciies are accepted by the
County for maintenance. Prior to Improvement Plan or Final Map approval, easements shall be created and offered for
dedicatlion to the Counly for maintenance and access ta these facities in anticipation of pessible County maintenance.

MR WIS Al stormwater runcff shall be diverted around trash slorage areas to mimimire -contact witlh
pofiutants. Trash container areas shall be screened of walled to prevent off-site transport of trash by the forces of
water or wind. Trash containers shall net be allowed Lo leak and must remain covered when not in use,

Discussion- Item VI -7:

Prior resigential and agricultural uses of the propeny were served by individual water wells and onsite sewage
disposal systems  There are hwo residences existing on the project site. The project applicant states that the
residence currently located on the northern portion of the project site (2PN 035-120-021) is nol habitable 3nd the
project does not propose to use the structure as a dwelling  The residence on the southern porbion of the project

PLW=mManmnng, ESO=Tngincering & Surveying Department, EHS = Exwirenmental .I-_'iee_ilt;i-;SEr'.rices, APCO=Ar Polution Conteel District 210039
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site (APN 035-120-023) will be demglished as part of the project application. Environmental Health Services has
no record of proper destruction of the water well{s) and onsite sewage disposal systemis) that are associated with
prior uses of the propery. Unused and un-maintained waler wells can act as open conduils to groundwater, lhey
can be a means of entry for contamination resulting from runoff of surface water, including irrigation waler, roadway
runcff, and other types of pollution. Likewise, an improperly abandoned sewage disposal system could create a
potentially significant impact 1o groundwaler quality. This is a potentially significant impact and the following
mitigation maasures will ensure thal impacts remain less than significant.

Mitigation Measures Hem VII[-7:

MbA VLB All existing water wells localed on the project site shall be propeérly destroyed by a licensed well
driller, under permit with Environmental Health Services. Al onsite sewage disposal systems located on the project
sife shall be properly destroyed under permit with Envirgnmental Heallh Services. The water wells and onsite
sewage disposal systems located on APN 035-120-023 shall be properly destraoyed pnor to issuance of a
demotion permit for the existing dwelling, prior to any grading activities and prior t0 issuange of 3 grading permit.
The water wells and onsite sewage disposal systems located on ARPN (35-120-021 shall be destroyed prior to final
occupancy approval for the church, [If lhe existing struciure on APN 033-120-021 has not been demolished or
relocaled from the parcel prior to issuance of a certificate of finai occupancy for the church, the structure will he
converted to nonhabitatle storage prior 1o issuance of a certificate of final cecupancy. If the siructure is converted
to nonhabitable storage, the structure will reman as nonhabitable storage until it is connected 1o treated water and
public sewer sefvice.

Ciscussion- Items V1I[-§,9,10:

The project site is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area as defined and mapped by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). The project improvements are not proposed within 3 local 100-year
flood hazard area and no flood flows would be redirected after construction of the improvements. The project site is
not located within any levee or dam failure inundation area. Therefare, there is no impact,

Discussion- lem VI -41:
The project will not utilize graundwaler, therefore it will not alter the direction or rate of flow of groundwater.

Discussion-ltemn YII-12:

The proposed project 1s located within the Miners Ravine tributary of the Dry Creek watershed. The proposed
project’s impacts associated with impacts to surface water quality can te mitgated to a less than significant level by
implementing the following mitigation measures (refer to mitipalion measures within this document as identified
below):

Mitigation Measures ltem VIII-12:
Refer to lext in Mitigation Measures; MW VLT, MM VL2 MM VLS 0B V4, MK VIS MM VI MM WG and M
WIS

IX. LAND USE B PLANNING - Would the project:

- B s s e ———— —_—— _.______] )

v -Potentially |-Significant | Less Than {-:;

{Envifonfental fsste > - I'Significant - . with " Sighificant,
A LR T - T} impact. | Mitigation - Impact
B . TR L ._','. - POt ey K 3 P . . :.- MEBSI-IT-'ES'_'.!-_' ) ) _:-,n- _..:: L B .
[ |
1. Physically divide an established commurity? (PLN) ’ f X

2. Confict with General PlandCommunity PlantSpecific Flan I
designations or Zoning, or Plan policies adopted for the : i ;
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effeci?
{EHE ESD, PLM)

3, Confhct with any applicable habitat consgrvation plan or
natural community conservation plan or ¢ther County policies,
!. plans. of reguiations adopted for purposes of avolding or ;

| mitigating arviroamental effects? (PLN) ________Jr____

I 4. Resultin the development of incompatible uses andfor the X s
I creation of land use confhcts? (PLN) | |

PLM=Plaring, ES0=Engneenng & Surveying Depantment, EHS=Envircnmental Health Serices, APCD=Air Pollation Control District 22 of 34
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5. AHect agricultural and timber rescurces or operations li.e.
wnpacts to soils or farmtands and timber harvest plans, or ' X
impacts from incompatible land uses)? (PLN} )

B. Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established

community {including a low-income or minority community)? X
{PLN) .
7. Result in a substanlial alteration of the present or planned X

land use of an area? (PLM)

8. Cause economic or social changes that would resuli i

significant adverse physical changes to the emaronment such X
as urban decay or deteripration? (PLN) J

Discussion ltem 1X-1;
The proposed house of worship will not physicaily diade an established community.

Discussion ltem IX-2:
The projecl site is located within the Granite Bay Community Plan and designated Rural Estates 4 6 acre 10 20 acre
minimum. The property 15 zoned RA-B-X-4.8 acre minimum (Residential Agriculiural, combining 8 minimum
building site size of 4 6 acres). A house of worship would be consistent with the land use designation and would be
consislenl with the underlying Residential Agricultural zone disirict, vath approval of a Miner Use Permit (MUP). As
described in the Placer County Zoning Ordinance {Section 17 .44 010.B), other MUP iand uses in the Residential
Agricultural District include community centers, librarids and museums, golf courses, residential care homes, and
other non-résidential land uses, Houses of worship are generally considered compatible wath rural residential land
uses; the proposed propect appears to be in s¢ale with whal was contemplaled by the Granite Bay Community Plan.
The proposed project would provide landscaping and screening. increased setbacks, circulation planning, and 2
variety of other sife design measures (Granite Bay Community Flan design standards for a Scenic Caorrider) to
minmize wnpacts  These measures will reduce visyal impacts. As proposed, the project is consistent with policies
in the Granile Bay Community Flan as lhey relate to the size, scale, and ¢character of land development,

The proposed project does not conflict with General PlaniCommunity Plan/Specific Plan policies related to
grading, drainage, and transportation. Therefgre, there is no impact and no mitigation measures are required.

Discussion ltem 1X-3:
At the presenl lime, Placer Counly has not adopted a Habitat Conservalion Flan or a Natural Communities
Canservation Plan, As such, there would be no impact to such plans,

Discussion ltems (X.4,5:
The proposed house of worship would be consistent wilth ihe Granite Bay Community Plan land use, as designated
and underlying Residential Agricultural zone district.  There are currently no exisling agricultural nperations or
timber rescurces occurring on-site but the property is located in an area wherg restdential agricultural parcels exists
* ang there is the potential that existing and future agricultural operations could be adversely impacled by lhe
proposed development. The County has adopled a "Right to Farm” ordinance which allows existing agricultural
gperations to conlinue, in a8 manper consistent wilh the underlying zoning A& condition of project appraval shall
provide notfication to the property owner that agricuitural operations may take place an adjacen/surrgunding
parcels, and the apgroval of this project shall not impact the abilily of existing and future agrcultural operations lo
continue in 3 manner cansistent with 1he underlying zoning regulations. implementation of this mitigation measure
will reduce any potential impacts 1o a less than significant lavel, ’

Mitigation Measures Hams 1X.4,5; ' .

MBI . Notification shall be provided to the property owner({s} of the County's Right to Farm Qrdinance,
which discloses the potential effects of residing near on-going agricultural operations. This stalement shall inform
the property owner(s) that farm operalors have a “right to farm” their lands despite potential nuisance to
neighboring properties, including noise, odors, and use of toxic and hazardous materials. {PD}

Discussion [tem 1X-6:
The proposed house of worship will not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established community.

Discussion ltem IX-7:
The proyect site 15 located in a rural residential seting and currently containg a developed parcel and a parcel with
an abandoned residence and accessory shructures.  The proposal lo conslruct a house of worship wail not

PLN=Flarming, F50= Frgineermg & Surveying Department, EHS= Environmental Health Services, APCDs Air Pollution Comteod Distnet 23 of 34
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substanlially alter the present or planned land use of the area as this land use would be consistent with the Granite
Bay Gommunity Plan land use designation and underlying Residential Agricullural zone district hecause a house of
warship, although not a residential use, supports the needs of a rural community and is an allowed use.

Discussion Itemn 1X-8;
The proposed project will not cause economic of social changes that would result in significant adverse physical
changes to the environment such as urban decay or deterioration.

X. MINERAL RESQURCES - Would the project resultin:

_ TR [ Less Thans RN

B ;,Potant.any ‘Significant |- Lass Than

. S;gnafcant - withy Slgl'llf icant

. DR TR e ) Impact’ | iMitigatior 1.2 i o ,_

: LY . HERE ST el - L [ Measuras |. S T
1 The IDSS of avanablhty of a known mlneral resaurce that :

| would be of valueg to the region and the residents of the state? X

| {PLN}
2, The koss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource i !
recovery site delingaled on a focal generat plan, spexific plan or . X
other land use plan? {PLN) :

Discussion lkem X-1:
Mo mineral resources that would be of value to the region are kngwn to ocour on this site, or in the immediate
vizinity

Ciscussion Item X-2: The proposed project would not resultin the loss of availability of a locally-imponant mineral
fesource recovery site.

XI. NOISE — Would the project result in:

‘Less Than -
Slgmf‘ cant Less Than
*rwithe, Slgnlf't:ant

. S : - . o . et Mttigatmn : Impact
:‘. oL R .: _: .,, ) -_:J..' ._-_.-"5_-3 ] : ' "MEESUFEE : TN
1. Exposme 0! persms to or generation of nse levels in
excess of standards established in the local General Flan, '
. . . X . !
Community Plan or noise ordinance, or apphicable standards of
| other agencies? (PLN)
| 2. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in

the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? : X
L IPLN}
i 3. A subsiantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project wicinily above Ieuels cuisting without the "X :

project? (PLN) ! j
4. For a projecl located wilhin an airport [and use plan or.

where such a plan has not been adopted. within bwo miles of 2
public airport or public use airpornt, would the project expose X
pecple residing or working in the project area o excessive .
noise levels? (FLN) . | i i
& For a project within Ihe vicinity of a private airstrip, weuld the
project expose peopde residing or working n the project area (o X
excessive noise levels? (PLN) i I

Discussion- ltems XI-1,2:
An Envirenrmental Moise Assessment {EMNA} was required for the 5t Joseph Marelle Church project. The Noise
Assessment dated March 7, 2008 was prepared by J.C. Brennan & Associates and a letter dated March 27, 2009

Fl NM=Flanming, ES0-=Fngineering & Surv?a-g,-:r-wg Departmeant, FH45= Environimental Health Servicds, AFCC=Ar Pollutipn _'.:{eroI District 24 pf 34
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updaled the study based upon the currenl plans, The pruposed project is predicted tc comply with the applicable
Flacer County exterior and inlerior noise leval standards wilhout the inclusion of any noise reduction measures.

Ay intenor noise level of 40 decibel (dB) and equivalent sound leve! {Leq) is applied to churches in the
Flacer County General Plan Moise Element and the Granite Bay Communily Naise Element. Interior traffic neise
levels for the church would comply wilh the Placer County General Flan Noise Element and the Granite Bay
Communily Plan Noise Element interior noise level griterion of 40 d8 leq,

The primary noise sources associated with the proposed project are on-site parking ot activities and sparts
fields / playground activities. The predicted noise levels for the parking lot was applied at the nearest adjacent
residential propery fines to the east and north of the project site. The predicted noise |svels for ihe spors
fields/playground activities was applied at the nearest adjacent residential property line to the east (443 feet from
the center of the proposed sports fields), The parking fot levels would comply with the Counly's 55 dB leq daytime
exterior noise level standard. n addition, the sports field/playgrounds are predicted to comply with the Placer
County Noise Ordinance standards for non-transportalion noise spurces.

These conclusions were based upon the project site plan dated February 11, 2008, and the traffic
infarmalion provided by KD anderson Traffic Engineers for this project. However, in a letter dated march 27, 2009
the acoustic consultant indicated that removal of the school and portions of the schopl parking Iot would result in
impacts less inténse than those analyzed in the previous noise study and that the revised site plan would require no
mitigation.

Ciscussion- Hem XI-3:

Construction of the project, through build-out, will increase ambient noise levels. Adjacent residenls may be
negatively impacled. This impact is considered 1o be tlemporary ang 18ss than significant. A condition of approval for
the progect will be recommended that limits construction hours so that early evening and early mornings, as well as
all day Sunday, will be free of construction noise. Mo mitigation measures arg required.

Biscussion- tem X|-4;
The project is not located within an airport 1land use plan.

Discussion- ltem XI-5:
The project is not in the wicinily of any known private airstrp.

A, POPULATION & HOWUSING — Would the project:

:Less Than | *'" =
| Sighificant:| Le
Cwitho
- Mitigation -
. Measures | .

ve i ) . - SR

1. Induce subsiantial populabon growth im an area, either
directly (i.e by preposing new homes and businesses} or
indirectly (i.e. through extension of roads or olher
infrastructure}? (FLN)

2. Disptace subslantial nurnbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere? [PLN} i i i

Discussion Item XII-1:

The proposed house of warshyp and multi-purpose building would not induce substantial popuiahc-n grawth in the
area. Any new infrastructure reguired would serve the proposed project and only benefit the projest and the
existing residential developments in the area. The house of worship 15 being constructed to provide a service to
existing residences.

Discussion ltem XII-2:

The project site is currently developed on one parcel and has an abandened historic residence on the other. The
histcric residence would nol be impacled as a resuit of the Minar Boundary Line Adjustment and new proposed
access thal would go trough the nordhern parcel. Only one existing house with residential accessory struclures
(property 15 currently fented) would need to be removed to accommodate the proposed projecl and this is not
considered a substantial impact that would necessitale the construction of replacement housing elsewhere

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineenng & Surveving Department, EHS— [nvirgnendal Health Services, 8PCD=Air Pelutior Contral District 25 af 34

114



Iritial Study & Checklist continued

Xl PUBLIC SERVICES ~ Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the

provision of new or physically aitered governmental services and/or facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the public services?

Lo el g Than ™ -y
| Potentially:|- Significant. | Legs Than | .
-t -Bignificant | - with .. | Significant |-
" impact | Mitigation |' - Impact - | MPact
S sV Measurgssp o oo T
1. Fire protection? (ESD, PLN) X
2. Sheriff protection? (ESD. PLN) : X
| )
3. Schools? {(ESD. PLM) x
4 Mainienance of public facilities, including roads? (ESC, PLN) X ,
—
5 Other governmental services? (ESD, PLN} X "

Discussion item XI111-1,2 4

The proposed house of worship will result in additicnal demand for public services through the following providers:
Placer County Fire District, Placer County Sheriffs Department, and Department of Public Works. The project
proposes o connecl to public sewer for sewage dispesal service. The proposed project will result in the creation aof
two new buldings and parking area with associated infragsructure that will ba accessed from a County maintainad
road. The project does not generate the need for more maintenance of public Tacilities than what was expectad
with the build out of the Community Plan. The projects wnpacts to public services are less than significant and no

mitigation measures are reguired.

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

or physically altered governmental services andior facilities.

To ensure that signifcant impacts are not crealed by

the project, the following mitigalion measure will be required. Standard conditiens of approval will require "Will
serve” letters to be submitled from the appropriate service providers as the projest’s enlitiemeant pecmits,

Discussion item XI1II-3:

The proposed house of worship would not have any impact on school facililies.

Discussion itermn XII-5:

The proposed project is not expected to significantly impact any other governmental services.

XIV. RECREATION ~wWould the project resull in.

- | s ok fless Than foiy =70 ST
IR SE s HRC A _..| Potentially.|-Sighifidarit-{Less Than | 'ﬂo
.7 . Envirohmental lssue “|'significant. . -with ' | Significant;| -~ 2
T A T wrimpast © | Mitigatien-] " -Impact pact:
- . gt CoaasemlTee e JBERE 0 e ] Measures | o e, s
1. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
I and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that : x
- substantial physical deterioration of the Fagility would ocour of
. be accelerated? (PLN)
" 2. Does the project include racreational facilities or require the
. construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might X
| have an adverse physical effect on the environmert? (PLM) . '
PLM —PMarrung, ES0=Cngineering & Surveying Deparment, EHS=Erargnimenlal Health Servicas, ACD=&ur Pallut on Centrol District 26 of 34
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Discussion ltem Xk-1,2:
The propesed church site includes playfields (baseball & soccer fields) that would be made available to the
community on a limited basis, and basketball courts. This project would not have any direct impact on existing
neighbarhood and regional parks or cther recreational facilities as the church will not add new residents and will
include hese elements within the project.

XV. TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC - Would the project result in:

!
{1

BER

L ‘Less-Than | o
: .-'Potentlally Slgmﬁcant [ Lass Than .
Slgmi" cant “owith Slgnlf cartt_ i
Impac ) _Mmgatlon i
L e TR FE L ‘Measures
mcrease in trafflc WhICh ma\_.r be substantial in relahon tr:: ]
the exlstmg andior planned future year traffic load and capacity :
of the roadway system {i.e. result in 2 substantial increase in X
gither the numbear of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio 1 i
| on roads, or congestion at intersechons)? (ES0H _ !
2. Exceeding, either individually or cumulatively, a fevel of | _' '
service slandard gstablished by the County General Plan
andfor Cormnmunity Plan for roads affected by project traffic? |
(ESDy RS SRR SR R
3. Increased impacts to vehicle safety due W roadway design
features (l.e. sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or |
incompatible uses (e.q.. farm equipment}? (ESD) JI
|
|

Ed

4 Inadequale Bmergency access of access lo nearby uses?
(ESD)

5. Insufficient parking capacily on- -site or off-site? {ESD, PLNY - : X

5. Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or hicyclists? (ESD

transponatinrﬁ {.e. bus turmouts, ticycle racks)? (ESD)

| &. Change in air traffic patterns, mcludlng gilher an increase in
traffic levels or a change in localion that results in substanbal
safety nsks? (PLM)

- -\__.-! _— —_—— —_ —_—_———— - —-._r_ _—

{
J
!
7. Conflicts with adopted policies supporling alternative |
- 1—

Discussion-lkems XV-1,2:

This project proposal will resull in the construction of approximately 41,300 of buillding square foolage in a church
building incleding a multipurpose building. The project does not include a school. The sanctuary will include 300
seats. The proposed project is allowed under the currenl Community Plan and Zoning designations applicable 1o
the site, A traffic impact analysis was prepared for the project. The traffic analysis is based on the number of
propesed seats in lhe sanctuary and the number of trips that will be generated if all seats are occupied for services,
The baseline traffic data at the study intersections is based upon actual traffic counts conducted under weekday
and Sunday condilens. The analysis indicates thal total daly tnps on Aubun Folsom Reoad on Sunday's averages
approximately 55% of weekday traffic volume, The fraffic analysis was conducted on ihe basis of nermal predicted
activity associated with a proposed land use and is not required to account for special events. The analysis looks
at both the PM Peak Hour impacts (when background traffic levels are highesl) and Sunday Peak Hour, when the
project trip generation is highest.  Trip distribution was mncluded in the analysis and most of lhe prospeclive
attendees of church services live te the soulh of the site and will ageess the project sile via Auburn Folsom Reoad,
The church services are proposed on Sunday betwesen £.30 and 9.30 and between 10.30 and 1130, Cn Sundays,
the project will generate approximately 450 tnps before each service and 505 wips after gach service and will
generate approximalely 2,100 daily tips. On weekdays, Llhe church has the potential 1o generate approximately 22
trips during the AM Peak Hour and 22 trips during the PM Feak Hour wath average daily rips of approximately 549,
The number of trips generated by the church by ancillary weekday actinties 1s very low i comparison to the
thurch's Sunday traffic volumes. &5 a result, the traffic impacts of the church on weekdays will not be as great as
those identified for Sundays and the focus of the impacl enalysis 15 on Sunday peak periods

FLN=Planning, TS0 =Engineermy B Surveying Depa-‘tmerﬁj EH5= Envirgnmental Health Seroces, ARCD=air Pollstion Control District 27 0f 3a
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With the projeqt traffic added to the existing traffic volumes, all area roadway segments and intersections
will continue to operate within acceptable LOS C standards. The project will exceed the guidelines for leff turns into
the site from northbound Auburn Folsem Road at the proposed access. Howeaver, a lefl turn lane wilt be provided to
alleviate this condition. A right turn lane will be constructed at the project’s Auburn Folsom Road access driveway
to provide space for traffic entering Lhe site oulside the path of through traffic. The propased project will also
construct a raised median within the site access encroachmenl (nol in the read median} to prohibit teft turns from
the site onts norhbound Auburm Foisom Read. The projgct proposes an access connection to Cavitt Stallman
through an exisling access o the adjoining South Placer Fire District stalion al the scuth leg of the Cavitt Stallman ¢
Laird Road intersection. Fire trucks returning to the station do so via this existing access. The project has the
potential to impact Ihe exisling fire truck access due {0 exiting vehicle queues after church services backing up from
the stop sign on Cavitt Stallman Road toward the church site and blocking the route of returning fire trucks. To
prevent existing traffic from blocking the route to the fire station, "Keep Clear” pavement striping will be provided.
The project has also been working with the fire station and will design and install an emergency traffic signal at the
fire station exit on Auburn Folsorm Road.

The impacts of the project have also been analyzed for long-term future [2025) traffic condions.  Without
the proposed project and without constructing improvements, many study intersections will cperate with Levels of
Service that exceed the mimimum established in the Granite Bay Community Plan. The addition of itips generated
by the proposed project does not result in conditions in excess of LOS standards at mosl analyzed off sie
intersections because the volume of background traffic on Sundays is lower than on weekdays. However, wd
intersections would be impacied by the projecl’s Sunday trafic: Barton Avenue/Cavitt Stallman and Auburn Folsom
{ Cawitt Stalman Road. The project's weekday traffic will add to three intersections that will exceed LOS standards
in the cumulative condition: Laird Road / Wells Avenue, Barton Road Cavill Stallman Road, and Auburn Folsom
Foad f Cavitt Stallman Road. For potenlial cumulative impacls, lhe Granite Bay Community Plan inchudes a fully
funded Capital Improvement Frogram {CIP), which with payntenl of traffic mitigation fees for the ultlimate
construction of the Capital Improvement Program improvements, would help reduce he cumulative traffic impacts
o less than significant levels. Several of the impacted intersections are included within the Capital Improvement
Program. When there are impacts to intersections that are not in the Capital Improvement Program, projects
mitigate their impacts with payment of fair share contributions toward the construction of fufure improvements. Wilh
the increase in background through traffic on Auburm Folsom Road, the length of delays at the project access will
increase and the exit will operale al LOS E after services  The construction of an auxiliary acceleration lane south
of the project access along the project's fronlage will reduce the project’'s impacts to an acceptable LOS,

The addition of the project's traffic has a relatively mincr contribution to total cumulative traffic volume on
study area readway segments. The LOS within adopted minimum standards will remain at most locations. The
operation of the project will exacerbate the LOS E condiions aggurring on Auburn Folsarmn Road at Cavitt Stallman
Rozd. The Granite Bay Community Plan Capital Improvement Pragram includes improvements lo the irderseclion
of AuburniFaolsem Read and Cavitl Stallman Road that would result in 4 lanes through the imtersection. The project
will be required to pay traffic mitigation fees for the ultimate construction of the Capital Improvement Frogram
improvements that would mitigats the impact.

The preposed project’s impacts assaocialed with increases in traffic can be mitigated to a less than
significant lavel by implementing the following mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures ltems XV-1,2:
M X1 This project wili be subject 1o the payment of traffic impact fees that are in effect in this area
{Granite Bay). pursuant to applicable Ordinances and Resolutions. The applicant ts nobfied that the following traffic
mitigation fee(s) will be required_and shall be paid to Placer County DPW prior to 1ssuance of any Building Permits
for the project: .

A} County Wide Tratfc Limitation Zone: Arlicle 15.28.010, Placer County Code

By  South Placer Regional Transpertation Authority (SPRTA)

C) Placer County ! City of Rosaville JPA (PC/ICR)
The current total combined estimated fee i $141,997.24 basad on a 40,000 square foot church. The fees were
calculated using the information supplied. If either the use or the square footage changes. then the fees will
change. The actual fees paid will be those in effect al the time the payment occurs.

MM KW 2 Construct a northbound left-turn Jane al the project entrance on Auburn Folsom Road. Traffic
stnping shall be dene by the deyeloper's contractor. The remeval of exisling sliiping and olher pavement markings
shall be completed by the developer's contractor. Tha design shall conform to criteria specified i the 1atest versian
of the Caltrans Riginway Design Manual for a design speed of 43 mph, unless an alternative is approved by DPW.
The lane has been prehminarly designad al a minimum of 200" long.
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Initial Study & Checklist contmued

MM AV 3 Construct a southbound right-turn Lane at lhe project entrance on Auburn Folsom Road, Traftic
striping shall be done by the developer's contractor. The removal of existing striping and other pavement markings
shall be completed by the developer's contractor. The design shall conform to criteria specified in he latest version
of the Caltrans Highway Design Manual for a design speed of 45 mph, unless an alternalive is approved by DPW.

MK XV 4 improve the intersection of Cavitt Staliman and Laird Road to the following standard:
A) Pavement width an south side: 12' eastbound lane and 2' shoulder for 140" back from
mtersection.
B) Southwest and southeast corners: widened lo provide 407 radii.

Addiional widening may be required to accommodate auxiliary fanes, intersection geometrics, bike lanes, of
conformance to existing improvemenls. The roadway structural section shail be designed for a Traffic Index of .0, but
said seclion shall not be less than 3" AC/E" Class 2 AB, unless otherwise approved by DPW and the Engineering and
Surveying Department. {Ref Seclion 4, LDM}.

M XV.5 install “Keep Clear” pavement striping on lhe project's connection 1o the south leg of the Cavitt
Stallman f Laird Road interséction {shared driveway with existing fire station).

Mt X6 Construct a southbound acceleration lane at the project exit onto Auburn Felsom Road south of the
project's access. Trathc striping shall be done by the developer's contractor. The removal of existing striping and
ather pavermnent markings shall be compleled by the developer's contractor. The design shall conferm 1o ¢riteria
specilied in the latest version of the Caltrans Highway Desrgn Manwval tor a design speed of 45 mph, unless an
alternative is approved by DPW.

Mb XN 7 The applicant shall pay their fair share cost of constructing future traffic signals at the intersections
of Laird Road / Wells Avenue and Barton Road 7 Cavilt Slaliman Road at the time of Building Permit 1ssuance. The
fair share percentage and total cost ettimale shall be identiied/prepared by the applicant's engineer with final
approval of payment by the ESD and DFW.

Discussion-ltem XV-3:

The project proposes to construct roadway frontage improvements along Auburmn Folsom Read. The propect also
proposes lo construst encroachments (25 shown on the preliminary grading plan) onto Auburn Felsom Road and
Cavitt Btaliman Road that meet the Placer County Land Development Manual vehicle sight distance requirements.
The prehminary gncroachmenl designs have heen accepted by the County as adeguate. Therefore, this impact 15
less than sigaificant and no mitigation measures are required.

Discussion-tem XV-4:

The servicing fire district has provided comments on the proposed project and has not identified any significant
impacts from inadequate emergency access or access to nearby uses. The project proposeas to construct separate
access connections tp Auburn Folsom Road and Cavitt Stalman Road. Additionally, for traffic that access the
shared driveway with the fire station will install "Keep Clear” pavement striping on the project’s connection to the
touth leg of the Cawft Stallman ¢ Laird Road intersection (shared driveway with existing fire slation) to prevent
conflicls with fire response. The project will not inlgrfere with the Aukurn Folsorm Road access 1o the existing Fire
Station and will provide an emergency signal at the fire station driveway omo Auburn Folsom Road which will
improve access and response times for Ihe community.  Therefore, this impact is less than significant angd no
mitigation rmeasures are required.

Discussion ltem XV-5:
The Placer Counly Zoning Crdinance requirgs ong parking space for every four fixed church seats, one parking
spacea for every 40 square feet of multi-use floor area if there are ne fixed seats, and one parking space per office
or classroom. The project will provide 412 off-street parking spaces as reguired by the county.
The parking calculations are as follows:

1. Churgh Building: 1 stalt per 4 fixed seats (900 sgats) = 225 stalls

2. Multr-Purpose Building: 1 stall per 40 square feet of fluor space (floor space is 7.040 square feet) = 1768

stalis

3. Multi-Purpose Building: 4 Classrooms & 2 Offices = § slalls

4 Chureh Building: 2 Classrooms & 3 Offices = 5 slalls
The parking spaces will be phased along with building construction  Each phase of development will provide
“parking in complance with County Code requirernants.
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Initiak Study & Chacklst continued

Discussion-ltem XV-6:

The proposed project will be constructing site improvements that do not create any hazards or barriers for
pedesirians or bicyclists. The toad frontage of Auburn Foisom Road will have improvements such as widened
pavernent widths and a meandering pedestrian path.  Therefore, this impact is less than significant and no
mitigation measures are required,

Discussion-lterm XV-7:
The proposed project wilk not conflicl with any existing policies ¢r preclude antigipated future poficies, plans, or
programs supparting aliernative transportation.

Discussion-lterm XV-§:
The project will not resultin any change 1o air traffic palterns.

XV1, UTILIT'ES & SERVICE SYSTEMS - Would Ihe project:

v TlessThan ], =~ . .-
Potentlall-f»- Slgmﬁcant Lsss Than,
_Significant: A0 with Slgnlf l::ant
~lmpagt. - Mltigatnon { B
Vw7 Measures, [0

1 Exceed wastewater treatment requurements of the applmab]e , - X
Regional Water Quakity Control Board? (ESD)

2. Reqguire or result in the construction of new water or .
wastewaler defivery, colleclion or treatment facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could |
cause significant environmental effects? (EMS, ESD)

3. Require af result in the construction of new on-site sewage | ) ¥
systems’? {EHSJ |

4. Reqwre or resUlt in the construction of new storm watar |
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the

canstruction of which soutd cause significant environmental i
effects? {ESD) . -
5 Have suflicient water supplies available to serve the project |
from existing entiflements and resources, or are new or . : X
expanded entitlements negded? (EHS)

6. Require sawer service hat may not be available by the
area's waste waler {reatment provider? {EHS, ESD) |
7. Be served by a landfill with sufficient ;Je_rmiﬂéd capa}:‘,’:ty [

accommadate the project's solid waste disposal needs in X
compliance with all applicable laws? (EHF)

Discussion- tem XVI-1,2,6:

This project is outside the Service Area Boundary (SAB) for Roseville's Wastewater Treatment Plant {(WAWTPR),
Wastewater demand associated with the project site was nol faclored into the South Placer Regienal Wasiewater
and Recycled Waler Systems Evaluation (June Z2007) because Ihe project site 1= located outside the service area
idenlfied by that study document, Annexation of this project's property will be required in order to allow sewer
service througn Placer County's SMD #2 prior to Improvement Plan approval. The South Placer Wastewater
Authority will alse have to approve a maodification of its service area boundary pricr to Improvement Plan approval.
Will-serve letters wili also be required by the agency as part of the projects standard condittons of approval for the
entitlement permit. The project’is proposing to canstruct a private a lift station lo convey sewer flow to the existing
sewer system within Auburn Folseom Read. The sewage generated by the proposed project would be typical of
church developments. EBased on the Sewerage Cvaluation dated March 16, 2009, the projected Average Dry
Vyeather Flow (ADYWFE) from the 7.6 acre Project site, based-on a unit flow factor of 860 gallons per day (gpd) per
acre, i 5018 gallons per day {gpd) or O 005 milkon galions per day (mad). The 0005 mgd increase in ADWE will
not require an additional expansion in the capacity of the Dry Creek WWTP, will not cause the expansicn sizing to
ke changed or accelerated, and is within the current capacity of the tréatment plant. Based on the results of the
evaluation, the addition of wastewater flows from the project will not result in any new capacity deficiencies or
significantly exacerhate any existing zapacity deficiencies in the South Placer Wastewaler Authonty {SPWA) trunk
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

sewer system. The Sewerage Evaluation concluded that while the Systerns Evaluat:nn did noi accounl tor
wastewater flows from the property site, the Dry Creek Wastewater Treatment Planl will have adequate capacity lo
serve the demand associated with the proposed project upon annexation and waill have the ability to meet currenlly
permitted discharge limits. Therefore, this impact is less than sianificant and ng mitigation measures are reguired
other than annexation of the project site 10 SMD 2,

The project will result in the construction of new {reated water delivery facilittes. The Placer County Water
Agency has provided their comments which detail their requirements for this proiect. This impact is less than
significant and no mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- ltem XYI-3;
This project will be served by pubhc sewer service and will not require the construction of new on-site sewage
disposal sysiems.

Discussion- tern XV1-4;

The storm water will be collected in the proposed on site drainage facililies and conveyed via an underground storm
drain systems and engineered drainage swales 1o 1he existing discharge poinl focations. The existing drainage
syslems have the capacity to accept flows from the proposed project. This project proposes the construction of &
storm drain system to Placer Coundy standards. The construclion of the drainage facilities will not cause sigmficant
environmental effects. Therefore, this impact is |ess than significant,

Discussion- em XVI-5;

Placer Courty Water Agency (PCWWA) is the agency charged with providing treated water service and has indicated
their requirements to serve the project, The service reguirements letter provided by PCWA indicates that the
Stallman Canal averflow pipe and the Hidden Valley raw water service are located in close proximity to the western
boundary of parcei 035-120-021. Additionally, the overflow pipe drains into the existing pond on this parcel. PCYWA
noted that the agency will continue to spill water from the Stallman Canal through this parcel as desceribed in the
existing easement and that measwes should be taken to prevent damage te PCWA facilities and associaled
easements. Additionally, measures should be laken to prevent impacis to any new construction and downstream
properties. Failure to comply with this service requirement letter could resull in a potentially significant impact,

Mitigation Measures Item XVI-5;

AN RE Priar to submittal of Improvement Flans, the project proponent shall contact PCIWA in order to
verify the [ocation of the Stallman Canal overflow pipeline. Any proposed improvements wilt maintain appropriate
setbacks from faciliizs and gasements as required by FCWA, including the Staliman Canaf cverflow pipe and the
Hidden Valley raw waler service, Fermanent structures will not be placed within existing easements. During
construction, the project applicant will prolect and maintain the existing PCWA easemenls and facllities. Any
construction that could polentially impact FCWA facilties and/or easements will raquire pricr appruval andfor
encroachment permits from PCVWA.

Discussion- ltem XVI-T:

Solid waste i the project area is collected by Auburn Placer Disposal Service (APDS) and processed at the
vvesiern Regional Materials Recovery Facility (MRFY. This landfill has sufficent pormitted capacity 1o
accommodale the project’s solid waste disposal needs. APDS has indicated that a will-serve ktter will be issued
wpon review and approval of the project site plans for enclosure specification and approach. As 3 project condilion
of approval, the project proponent will be requiret lo oblawn &PDS approval of the site plans and provide a will-
serve latler for this project. No mitigation measures are required.

E. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

T - B T

"% Environmental lssue -

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade Lhe quality of the environment,
substantially impact biclogcal resources, of eliminate iImportand examples of the
meajor periods of California history or prehislory?

PLH=Pianning, ESD=Engineening & Surveying Degariment, EHS =Ervironmental Health Serwices, APCT=Air Peflution Controd District R

1%



Initial Study & Checklist contnued

curhulatively considerable? {"Cumulatively considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are considerable when wewed in connaction with | X
lhe effects of past praects, the elfects of other current projects, and the effects ;

of probable future projects.)

2. Does the project have the potential for impacts thal are individually limited, but |

3. Does the project have envirenmenial effects, which will cause the potential
for substantial adverse effects on human beings, either dire¢ily of indirectly?

Discussion — All ftems:

Developmenl of the praposed project may contribute to an increase of greenhouse gases resulling from landscaping
maintenance, vehicle exhaust, utility usage, and wateriwastewater usage. Compliance with all applicable building
codes, mitigation measures. planning policies, and additional green building mitigation measures (see Air Qualily
Section Mbis 11 16-11) 20) addressed herein will reduce the poiential cumulative effects of the project to less than
significant an climate change impacts resulting from the project-related greenhouse gases (CO;) emissions.

F. OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES whose approval i$ required:

B California Department of Fish and Game [ ] tocal Agercy Formation Commission {LAFCOY
T Catiforna Department of Forsstry " U [O Nationa! Marine Fisheries Service
] California DEpartnT:;nt of Health Serviges i D_Equgﬂqi?nﬂ?qningﬂ;ncy o
[] Califarnia Department of Toxic Substances I B U.S. Army Corp of Engineers
California Depariment of Transportation [ U.S. Fish and Widlfe Service
| [ Calfornia ln_iegraled Waste Management Board 'O . _

| X Calformia Regional Water Quality Control Board SO

G. DETERMINATION — The Environmental Review Commities finds that:

J = I The proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a NEGATIVE
{ DECLARATION will be prepared.

Although the proposed project COULD have a significant effect on the envirgnment, there WILL NOT be a
significant effect in this case bhecause the mitigation measures described herein have been added 1o the
! project. & MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared,

(<]

and that andy minor technical changes andior additions are necessary to ensure its adequacy for Ihe project,
An ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUSLY-ADOPTED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will e prepared

| The proposed project is within the scope of impacts-addres-,sed in a-previouslyvadbb_ted Megatwe Declaration, |

0 The proposed project MAY have a %igniﬁbant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL
IMPACT REPORT is required (i.e. Project, Program, Subsequent. or Master EIR)

The proposed project MAY have a significant effect{s) on the environment, and at least one effect hag nol
been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant 1o applicabls legal slandards. Potentially

O significant impacts and mitigation measures that have been adequalely addressed herein or within an earlier
document are described on alached sheets (see Section D.f. above). A SUPPLEMENTAL
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPAGT REPORT will be prepared to address those effect{s) that remain outstanding.

The proposed project is within the scope of impacts addressed in a previously-certified EIR, and thal some

EIR exist. An ADDENDUM TO THE PREVIOUSLY-CERTIFIED EIR will be prepared {see CEQA
Guidelines, Section 13164).
' The proposed project is within the scope of impacts addressed in a previously-cenified Program E1R, and
“hat no new effects will cocur nor new miigation measures are requised  Polemtially significant impacts and
o mitigation measures that have been adegualely examined_ in an earlier document are describad on attached
sheets. ingluding apphicable mitigation measures thal are imposed Upon the praposed project (see Section
i Df above) NO FURTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT will be prepared (see CEQA Guidelings,
| Sections 15168(c){2). 15180 151&15183}.

o changes andfor additions are necessary, bui ngne of the conditions requiring a Subsequent or Supplemental '

PLN=Flanning, ESC=Enguneenng & Sunr‘e?ng Cepartment, EHS=Envirenmental Health ServiZes, APCD=A Poltution Jontrol Destrict 22of 34
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Initial Study & Checklist continued

|

L] | Other

H. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE {PersonsiDepartments consuited):

Flanning Department, Roy Schaefer, Chairperson

Engineering and 3urveying Depatment, Phillip Frantz

Engineering and Surveying Depardmenl, Wastewaler, Janelle Fortner
Departrment of Public Works, Transporlation, Amber Canboy
Enviranmental Health Services, Jill kearnay

Air Pollution Control District, Angel Rinker

Flood Conlrol Cistricts, Andréw Darrow

Facility Senvices, Parks, Andy Fisher

Placer County Fire f CDF, Bob Eicholtz

/Q?::,q, e of r:&a'ij(,?‘m N

Signature

Dale 1144109

Gina Langford, Environmental Coordinator

L. SUPPORTING INFORMATION 3QURCES:

The follvwing public documents werg utilized and site-specific studies prepared to evaluate in detail the effects or
impacts associated with the project This information is availabie for public review, Monday through Friday, Sam
to Spm, at the Placer County Community Development Resource Agency, Envirenmental Coordination Services,
30W County Center Drive, Suite 190, Auburn, CA 95603, For Tahos projects, the document will also be availakle
in our Tahoe Division office, 565 West Lake Blvd., Tahoe City, CA 96145, -

B Granite Bay Community Plan

Environmenla! Review Crdinance

¥ Placer County General Plan

(3 Grading Ordinance

County

Documents [] Lang Devalopment Manual

[ Land Rivision Ordinanee

] Stormwater Managemant Manual

Tree Ordinance

GJ Placer County Zoning Ordinance

[ Department of Toxic Substances Control

Trustee Agency O]

Documents
: [J

[] Acoustical Analysis

i Biclogical Study

B Cultural Resources Pedestrian Survey

[ Cuktural Resources Records Search

Site-Specific Planning X Lightng & Photometiic Plan

Studies Department | ] Paieontological Survey

(<) Tree Survey & Arborist Report

B Visual Impact Analysis

(< Wetland Delineation

] MNolse Assessment

Pk = Manning, ESD=Engineerng & Surieying Depariment, EHS=Enviranmental Health Services, ARCD- Air Podlutipn Contrgl Desteict 31 of 35
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O

Engineering &
Surveying
Depardment,
Floed Control
District

P’hasing Plan

B Preliminary Grading Plan

L1 Preliminary Geotechnical Report

Freliminary Drainage Report

[ Stormwater & Surface Water Quality BMP Plan

£ Traffic Study

& Sewer Pipeline Capacity Analysis

[} Placer County Commercialfindustrial Waste Survey (where public sewer
i5 available)

{ ] Sewer Master Plan

BJ Ltikty Plan

3

L

Enwranmentat
Heallh
Senvices

I_] Grourdwaler Conlamination Repor

[] Hydro-Geological Sludy

(£l Phase | Environmenlal Site Assessmeant

B4 Soils Screening

[J Preliminary Endangerment Assessment

O

O

A Pollulion
Control District

L] CALINE4 Carbon Monoxide Analysis

[] Construction emission & Dust Control Plan

] Geotechnical Report ifor nalurally occurring asbestos)

{_] Heallh Risk Assessment

LRBEMIS Model Qutput

I
D — . —r—
. {1 Emergency Response andfor Evacuation Plan
re . R

Department (] Traffic & Circulation Plan .

0
Mosquito { 1 Guidelnes and Standards for Veclor Prevention in Proposed
Abatement Crevelopments
Dhistrict o

P N=Planaing, ESD=Engineenng & Surveying Department, ERS=Enviranmental Health Services, ARCC= A Potlution Control Digtrict
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Urbernis 2007 Varsion 9.2 .4

Summary Report for Surmimer Emissions (Pounds/Bay)

File Name:
Project Name: 3amt Jaseph Church
Project Location: Placer County APCD

On-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: Version - Emfac2007 V2.3 Nov 1 2006

Ofi-Road Vehicle Emissions Based on: OFFROAD2007

CONSTRUCTICN EMISSION ESTIMATES

BOG L8
2007 TOTALS (ibalday wumitigated) 613 429
2008 TOTALS {lbsfday unmibgeted) "”n 52.67
AREA SOURCE EMISSION ESTRMATES -
: BOG
TOTALS {Tbs/day, unmitigated} Q.38

DOPERATIONAL (VEHICLE) EMISSION ESTIMATES

TOTALS {s/day, unimitigated) . 5.05

243

.41

849

FOZ P10 Dys] FMI0 Exhaust

000 - a2
0. 9.4
Lo 502
187 0.00
VL0 S 87}

71.88  DO7

272

LT

0.01

12.74

Exhaust
11,83 1.4 250 443 3.557.37
1250 1.93 am 454 47TT00
PM2.5 co
0.01 468 .81
BM2 [s1e73
235 7.117.49
ATTACHMENT A
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Page: 2

2612000 1 2244215 PM

SUM OF AREA SOURCE AND OPERATIOMAL EMISSION ESTIMATES
ROG ile

TOTALS (Ibs/day, unmiigated) 643 8.30

Lo S02 PMLQ EMZ.3
7356 007 12.15 2.36

Q2
7.584.30



	01
	01R
	01I
	01L
	01P
	02
	03
	03A
	03B
	03C
	03D
	03E
	03F
	03G
	03H
	04
	05
	06
	07
	08a
	08b
	09

	10a

	10b
	11a
	11b

	11c

	11d
	12

	13a
	13b

	13c

	14

	15a

	15b
	16a

	16b

	17a

	17b

	17c

	17d

	17e

	17f

	17g

	17h

	18

	19a

	19b

	19c

	19d

	19e

	19f

	19g

	20

	21a

	21b

	21c




