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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that isa“Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

X

[
X
X
[
[

Aesthetics XI Hazards & Hazardous Materials [] Public Services

Agricultural Resources Hydrology/Water Quality Recreation

Air Quality Land Use and Planning Transportation/ Traffic

Biological Resources Mineral Resources Utilities & Service Systems

X O X O

Mandatory Findings of

Noise Significance

Cultural Resources

O X O 0O K

Geology and Soils Population and Housing

DETERMINATION

On behalf of thisinitial evaluation:

[

[

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

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

| find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT isrequired.

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

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

7 s

July 11,2008
Signature Date
Melissa Logue, Environmental Project Manager City of Elk Grove Development Services-Planning
Printed Name For
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

PURPOSE OF THISINITIAL STUDY

This Initial Study has been prepared consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15063, to determine if the Elk Grove
Boulevard/State Route 99 (SR99) Interchange Modification Project, as proposed, may have a significant effect on
the environment. Based upon the findings contained in this report, the Initial Study will be used in support of the
preparation of an Environmental Impact Report.

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1.

A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” answers that are adequately supported by
the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A “No Impact” answer
is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to
projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer
should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project
will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as
well as project-level, indirect aswell as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts.

Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist answers
must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than
significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be
significant. If there are one or more “Potentialy Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made,
an EIR isrequired.

“Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the incorporation
of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a“Less Than Significant
Impact.” The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the
effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from “Earlier Analyses,” as described in (5) below,
may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect
has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). Inthiscase, a
brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier AnalysisUsed. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the
scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards,
and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

C) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated,” describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the
earlier document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for potential
impacts (e.g., genera plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document
should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project City of Elk Grove
Initial Study July 2008



INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

8. Thisis only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats, however, lead agencies
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project’s environmental effects
in whatever format is selected.

9. The explanation of each issue should identify:

a) the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b) the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.

City of Elk Grove Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 | nterchange Modification Project
July 2008 Initial Study



INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

. LessThan
gmr?.r}t.gz Significant with ;f:::; No
Igml Iact Mitigation Igml Iact Impact
P Incor por ated P

I. AESTHETICS Would the project:
a) Have asubstantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ] ] ] X
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including,

but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and ] ] ] X

historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
c) Substantialy degrade the existing visua character

or quality of the site and its surroundings? = O O O
d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare

that would adversely affect day or nighttime views ] ] X ]

in the area?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

b)

c)

d)

No Impact. The proposed project involves the modification of an existing interchange in a predominantly
commercial areathat does not include any scenic vistas; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue isrequired in
the EIR.

No Impact. The proposed project is not within a state scenic highway, thus no resources within a state scenic
highway would be damaged. No further analysis of thisissue isrequired in the EIR.

Potentially Significant. The City of Elk Grove General Plan EIR (2003) indicates that SR99 from the Calvine
Road exit to the juncture of SR99 and the Cosumnes River south of Grant Line Road is a scenic corridor. SR99
is also designated as a Specia Sign Corridor by the EIk Grove Zoning Code, which regulates the type, size and
location of signs within the view of the traveling public. Additionally, several trees that fall under the City of
Elk Grove Tree Preservation and Protection Ordinance (19.12.010) would require removal or relocation;
therefore thisissue will be addressed in the Visual Resources section of the EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would introduce new streetlights into the project area at
intersections and bus turnouts for safety purposes. All proposed lighting would be in compliance with City of
Elk Grove Development Standards, which requires street lighting to be constructed to minimize adverse affects
to day or nighttime views. While this new light source could adversely affect adjacent areas from light “spilling
over” and could increase the sky glow in the region, the contribution of the project lighting would be minimal
and only for safety purposes at the intersections; therefore, no further analysis of this issue is required in the
EIR.

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project City of Elk Grove
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

. LessThan
P_ote_nt_lally Significant with L_essf'l_'han No
Significant P Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated

I[I. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997), prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an optional model to
use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 0 0 0 <
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of
the Cadlifornia Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or aWilliamson Act contract? u u u X

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

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact. The project areais classified by the California Department of Conservation as urban and built-up
land, which is defined as “land occupied by structures with a building density of at least 1 unit to 1.5 acres, or
approximately six (6) structures to a 10-acre parcel. This land is used for residential, industrial, commercial,
congtruction, ingtitutional, public administration, railroad and other transportation yards, cemeteries, airports,
golf courses, sanitary landfills, sewage treatment, water control structures, and other developed purposes.”

Agricultural land uses do not exist within the project area; therefore no further analysis of thisissue is required
inthe EIR.

b) No Impact. According to the Elk Grove General Plan Land Use Policy Map, there are no parcels either
designated for agriculture on the project site or zoned for agriculture. In addition, Figure 4.1-2 of the City of Elk
Grove General Plan EIR (2003) does not show any Williamson Act Contract lands within the project area;
therefore, no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

¢) No Impact. Refer to discussions @) and b), above. The proposed project is not located in an area that is
designated, zoned, or classified as farmland; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

City of Elk Grove Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 | nterchange Modification Project
July 2008 Initial Study



INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

. LessThan
P_ote_nt_lally Significant with L_essf'l_'han No
Significant P Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated

AIR QUALITY. Where avalable, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality
management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.
Would the project:

a)

b)

0)

d)

e

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan? u u X u

Violate any air quality standard or contribute
substantially to an existing or projected air X ] ] ]
quality violation?

Result in a cumulatively considerable net

increase of any criteria pollutant for which the

project region is in non-attainment under an

applicable federal or state ambient air quality X ] ] ]
standard (including releasing emissions that

exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone

precursors)?

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations? By u . u

Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people? u u X u

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

b)

Less than Significant Impact. In July 1997, EPA promulgated a new 8-hour standard for ozone, lowering the
standard for ambient ozone to 0.08 parts per million of ozone averaged over eight hours. A project would be
considered to conflict with or obstruct implementation of the regional air quality plan if it would be inconsistent
with the emissions inventories contained in the regiona air quality plan. Emission inventories are developed
based on projected increases in population growth and vehicle miles traveled (VMT) within the region. The
proposed project, however, would not result in an increase in the population. Vehicle traffic would be
redistributed along area roadways, but would not be anticipated to result in a substantial change in overall VMT
that would conflict with the projections used for development of regional air quality attainment plans. In
addition, implementation of the proposed project would not obstruct implementation of any of the proposed
control measures contained in regional air quality plans; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in
the EIR.

Potentially Significant. The construction and development of the proposed improvements would result in the
temporary generation of emissions resulting from site grading and excavation, road paving, motor vehicle
exhaust associated with construction equipment and worker trips, and the movement of construction equipment,
especially on unpaved surfaces. Short-term construction-generated emissions of ozone precursor pollutants (i.e.,
ROG, NOX), and PM10 were quantified using the SMAQMD’s Road Construction Emissions Model.
Estimated daily emissions associated with individual construction processes (e.g., grading, utility installation,
paving, etc.) would not exceed the SMAQMD’s significance threshold of 85 Ibs/day for NOX. However, some
congtruction activities could occur simultaneoudly, in which case, maximum daily emissions could potentially
exceed the SMAQMD'’ s significance threshold of 85 Ibs/day for NOX; therefore, this issue will be addressed in
the Air Quality section of the EIR.

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project City of Elk Grove
Initial Study July 2008



INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

c) Potentially Significant. Implementation of the proposed project would serve to improve traffic conditions in
the area and would not result in a substantial increase in criteria air pollutants that would conflict with the
emissions inventories used for regional air quality planning purposes; however the project would result in short-
term air quality impacts during construction. Thisissue will be addressed in the Air Quality section of the EIR.

d) Potentially Significant. Implementation of the proposed project would result in short-term emissions of diesel-
fueled engines (DPM) during construction associated with the use of off-road diesel equipment for site grading
and excavation, paving, demolition, and other construction activities. Particulate exhaust emissions from DPM
were identified as atoxic air contaminant (TAC) by the CARB in 1998. Thisissue will be addressed in the Air
Quiality section of the EIR.

€) Lessthan Significant. Implementation of the proposed project would involve the use of a variety of gasoline or
diesel-powered equipment that emits exhaust fumes. However, construction-generated emissions would occur
intermittently throughout the workday and would dissipate rapidly within the immediate vicinity of the
equipment. In addition, pavement coatings and road striping paints used during project construction would also
emit temporary odors. However, similar to mobile-source exhaust emissions, these emissions would also be
intermittent and would dissipate rapidly. As a result, short-term construction activities would not expose a
substantial number of people to frequent odorous emissions; therefore no further analysis of this issue is
required in the EIR.

City of Elk Grove Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 | nterchange Modification Project
July 2008 Initial Study



INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

LessThan
Significant with
Mitigation
Incor porated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

34

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a)

b)

©)

d)

f)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly
or through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special
status species in local or regional plans, policies
or regulations, or by the California Department
of Fish and Game or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

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

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands, as defined by Section 404 of
the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited
to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal wetlands, etc.),
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption or other means?

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

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

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

DiscussiON OF IMPACTS

a)

b)

Potentially Significant. An estimated 3.0 acres of urban habitat would be impacted by the proposed project. No
sensitive species of plants would be expected to be present because of the disturbed nature of the project study
area, and no sensitive vegetation types are present, however other sensitive animal species may be affected.

Thisissue will be addressed in the Biological Resources section of the EIR.

Less than Significant. Sensitive habitats include those that are of special concern to resource agencies and
those that are protected under Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game Code, or Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act, including riparian and wetland areas, however there is no riparian habitat located on the project

site; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project
Initial Study
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

©)

d)

f)

Potentially Significant. A wetland delineation was completed for the project study limits and verified by the U.
S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) on May 2, 2006. The project would not impact the wetland areg;
however, project construction would result in the filling of approximately 0.004 acres of an intermittent drainage
area under the USACE jurisdiction. Thisissue will be addressed in the Biological Resources section of the EIR.

Potentially Significant. Removal of trees associated with the proposed project could result in disturbance to
nesting raptor and other migratory birds. Raptors are protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA)
and Section 3503.5 of the California Fish and Game Code. Migratory bird nests and eggs are protected under the
MBTA. Thisissue will be addressed in the Biological Resources section of the EIR.

Potentially Significant. The proposed project would impact trees protected by the City of EIk Grove Tree
Preservation Ordinance and the City of Elk Grove General Plan Policy CAQ-8. This issue will be discussed in
the Biological Resources section of the EIR.

No Impact. The City of Elk Grove does not at present have an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regiona or State habitat conservation plan; therefore,
no further analysis of thisissue isrequired in the EIR.

City of Elk Grove Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 | nterchange Modification Project
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

. LessThan
;0‘3.'}?""‘“3{ Significant with IS_ieasff'l"harl No
Ig;' :;n Mitigation ﬁ?\' :3” Impact
P Incor por ated P
3.5. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource as defined in ] U X ]
§ 15064.57
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archaeologica resource ] U X ]
pursuant to § 15064.57
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique ] U X ]
geological feature?
d) Disturb any human remains, including those
interred outside of formal cemeteries? u 0 > u

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

b)

©)

d)

Less than Significant Impact. The records search and other archival research did not identify any previousy
recorded prehistoric sites, historic sites, features, or isolated artifacts within the project environmental study
limits. The Elk Grove Cemetery is not included within the study limits because project related activities will not
directly or indirectly affect the cemetery. The sacred lands search did not identify any Native American cultural
resources either within or near the study limits. The pedestrian surface survey, however, did identify
commercial  buildingg/structures  within  the study limits. These buildings were constructed
within the last 50 years and do not meet the age requirements for evaluation for the California Register of
Historical Resources; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue will be discussed in the EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. There are no known archaeological resources within the project area and the
project area has been heavily disturbed by construction of roads (e.g., SR99, Elk Grove Boulevard, and East
Stockton Boulevard) and commercial properties. Previous surveys in the project area did not identify any
prehistoric sites or isolated artifacts. However, should a previoudly unidentified or unanticipated archaeological
resource be discovered during project construction, City of Elk Grove Archaeological and Paleontological
Policy HR HR-6-Action 2 of the General Plan would be followed. Additionally, it is Caltrans policy that work
be halted in that area until a qualified archaeologist can assess the significance of the find (Caltrans
Environmental Handbook, Volume I, Chapter 1); therefore, no further analysis of this issue will be required in
the EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. Refer to discussions @) and b), above. It is not anticipated that additional
cultural resources, including paleontological resources or unique geological features, would be encountered
during construction of the proposed project; therefore, no further analysis of this issue will be required in the
EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. The Elk Grove Cemetery is located south of Elk Grove Boulevard and east of
SR99 at the northeastern edge of the area encompassed by the project environmental study limits. The Elk
Grove Cemetery is not included within the study limits because project related activities will not directly or
indirectly affect the cemetery. Additionally, archaeological investigations for the project did not identify any

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project City of Elk Grove
Initial Study July 2008
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

human remains within or adjacent to the project study limits; therefore, the project would not be expected to
impact any human remains and no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

City of Elk Grove Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 | nterchange Modification Project
July 2008 Initial Study
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

Less Than

;ote_r}t_ia“); Significant with Is_iessf]:l_'hant No
Ignl |c§n Mitigation Ignl |c§n Impact
mpa Incor por ated mpa

3.6. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:
a) Expose people or structuresto potential substantial

adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or

death, involving:
i)  Rupture of aknown earthquake fault, as delineated

on the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault

Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the 0 1 X 1

area or based on other substantial evidence of a

known fault? Refer to Divison of Mines and

Geology Special Publication 42.
ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking? ] ] X ]
iii) Selsmic-related ground  failure, including

liquefaction? . u X u
iv) Landdlides? O ] X L]
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of

topsoil? . u X u
c¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is

unstable, or that would become unstable as a result

of the project, and potentially result in on- or off- ] ] X ]

site landdide, latera spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

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

€) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks or aternative wastewater O u O <
disposal systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of wastewater?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)i) Lessthan Significant Impact. There are no known faults in the project area; therefore, no further analysis of
thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

a) ii) Lessthan Significant Impact. No active or potentially active faults underlie the City of Elk Grove based on
published geologic maps. The project area is not located within an Alquist-Priolo earthquake fault zone and
surface evidence of faulting has not been observed. However, due to the proximity to the San Andreas Fault
Zone and other active faults, the project area may experience ground shaking, but would not experience major
catastrophes; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue isrequired in the EIR.

a) iii) Lessthan Significant Impact. Liquefaction is most likely to occur in deposits of water-saturated alluvium or
similar deposits of artificia fill. Within Sacramento County, the Sacramento downtown area and the Delta are

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project City of Elk Grove
Initial Study July 2008
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

the only areas that are subject to potentialy significant liquefaction problems. The City of Elk Grove is not
within these areas; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

a) iv) Less than Significant Impact. A portion of the project site located west of the Elk Grove Cemetery is at an
elevation higher than the existing SR99 while the remainder of the project site is relatively flat. A retaining
wall would be placed within the area next to the EIk Grove Cemetery property line. In addition, al project
related work would be designed and constructed in accordance with the requirements of all applicable federal,
state and local safety regulations; therefore, the likelihood of slope failure in the area west of the Elk Grove
Cemetery isless than significant and no further analysis of thisissueisrequired inthe EIR.

b) Less than Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed project would involve grading and excavation
activities that may result in short-term wind and water driven erosion of soils. Compliance with the City's
NPDES permit and Land Grading and Erosion Control Ordinance would reduce impacts associated with soil
erosion; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

c) Lessthan Significant Impact. A portion of the project site located west of the EIk Grove Cemetery is at an
elevation higher than the existing SR99. The remainder of the project site is relatively level. A retaining wall
would be placed within that area next to the Elk Grove Cemetery property line. Prior to final design, a
geotechnical report shall be completed to identify any special considerations for project design and construction,
such as dope stability and rock excavation. The type, strength, slope, and bedding of soils and rocks will be
taken into consideration for design, construction and maintenance/repair operations; therefore no further analysis
of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

d) Less than Significant Impact. Soils with high clay content like those within the project area are usually
expansive due to the minerals that swell with increased moisture content and then contract during dry periods.
Prior to final design, a geotechnical report will be completed to identify any special considerations for project
design and construction, including the presence of expansive soils; therefore the proposed project would have a
less than significant impact for creating substantial risks to life or property by implementing the engineering
recommendations contained in the site-specific geotechnical report and no further analysis of this issue is
required in the EIR.

€) No Impact. The project does not propose the use or construction of septic tanks or alternative wastewater
disposal systems; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue isrequired inthe EIR.

City of Elk Grove Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 | nterchange Modification Project
July 2008 Initial Study
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

. LessThan
P_ote_nt_lally Significant with L_essf'l_'han No
Significant L Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated

3.7. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use or ] ] X ]
disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset < O u u
and accident conditions involving the release of
hazardous materials into the environment?

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

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

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

f)  For aproject within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project result in a safety hazard for ] ] ] X
people residing or working in the project area?

g) Impair implementation of, or physically interfere
with, an adopted emergency response plan or O O X [l
emergency evacuation plan?

h) Expose people or structures to a significant risk of
loss, injury or death involving wildland fires,

including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized ] ] ] X
areas or where residences are intermixed with
wildlands?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Lessthan Significant. The proposed project would not include the routine transportation, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials that could create a significant hazard to the public; therefore, no further analysis of this
issueisrequired inthe EIR.

b) Potentially Significant. The Initial Site Assessment and the Initial Site Assessment Addendum completed by
Kleinfelder for the project site determined that the project area contains contamination that could be released
during construction. Thisissue will be addressed in the Hazards and Hazardous Materials section of the EIR.

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project City of Elk Grove
Initial Study July 2008
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©)

d)

e)

f)

0)

h)

No Impact. There are no elementary, middle, or high schools within one-quarter mile of the project areg;
therefore, no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

Potentially Significant. The project would acquire land that is listed on state and county hazardous databases
for storing hazardous materials. In addition, residual soil contamination may remain on properties within and
surrounding the project area. This issue will be addressed in the Hazards and Hazardous Materials section of
the EIR.

No Impact. The proposed project is not located within the Comprehensive Land Use Planning Area (CLUP) of
thisfacility; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

No Impact. There are no private airstripsin the vicinity of the project area; therefore, no further analysis of this
issueisrequired in the EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. The City of Elk Grove adopted the Sacramento County Multi-Hazard Disaster
Plan (SCMDP) and the Sacramento County Area Plan (SCAP). The proposed project would not impede or
conflict with the objectives or policies of the identified emergency response plans and evacuation plans;
therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

Refer to Section X111 for an analysis of the potential impacts associated with emergency vehicle access.
No Impact. The project site is located in an area surrounded by commercial and residential development. The

site is not adjacent to or in close proximity to wildland areas; therefore, no further analysis of this issue is
required in the EIR.
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Potentially LEsTIE ) Less Than

Significant Sig’\r/llliftli:eautitov:th Significant
Impact 9 Impact
Incor porated

No
Impact

3.

8. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a)

b)

d)

f)
9)

h)

)

Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements? u O X u

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere

substantially with groundwater recharge such that there

would be a net deficit in aguifer volume or a lowering

of the loca groundwater table level (e.g., the

production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would u O X u
drop to a level which would not support existing land

uses or planned uses for which permits have been

granted)?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the

site or area, including through the alteration of the 1 H < 1
course of a stream or river, in a manner which would

result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the

site or area, including through the alteration of the

course of astream or river, or substantially increase the X ] U U
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would

result in flooding on- or off-site?

Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed

the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage < H 1 1
systems or provide substantial additional sources of

polluted runoff?

Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? X ] Ll UJ

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as

mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood 1 H 1 <
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard delineation

map?

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures 1 0 1 <
that would impede or redirect flood flows?

Expose people or structuresto a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding U ] U X
as aresult of afailure of alevee or dam?

Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow? O O [l X

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Less than Significant Impact. All construction activities would comply with provisions of the NPDES,
SWPPP, BMPs, and the City’s Land Grading and Erosion Control Ordinance to reduce impacts associated with
water quality standards and discharge requirements; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue is required in the
EIR.

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project City of Elk Grove
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b)

d)

f)

9)

h)

)

Lessthan Significant Impact. The project would add minor amounts of impervious surfaces in the project area.
However, the project would not significantly interfere with current groundwater recharge. The proposed project
would include minimal excavation to replace a portion of a man-made drainage with a culvert that would extend
from an existing culvert beneath the SR99 northbound off-ramp. In addition underground drainage facilities
would be extended for the new SR99 northbound loop on-ramp. These features would not significantly interfere
with the capacity or flow of water and ground water recharge; therefore no further analysis of this issue is
required in the EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not result in the alteration of the course of a stream
or river. The project would include minimal excavation to replace a portion of a man-made drainage with a
culvert that would extend from an existing culvert beneath the SR99 northbound off-ramp. In addition
underground drainage facilities would be extended for the new SR99 northbound loop on-ramp. The project
would comply with the provisions of the NPDES, SWPPP, BMPs, and the City’s Land Grading and Erosion
Control Ordinance; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue isrequired in the EIR.

Potentially Significant Impact. The project would cause an increase in the quantity of runoff generated in a
storm event through the increase in impervious area associated with the pavement and sidewalk surfaces. The
potential for on-site and off-site flooding impacts from the proposed project will be addressed in the
Hydrology/Water Quality Section of the EIR.

Potentially Significant Impact. Refer to discussion d), above. The potential impacts from the increased
quantity and quality of run-off generated from the project to existing and planned storm water capacity will be
will be addressed in the Hydrology/Water Quality Section of the EIR.

Potentially Significant Impact. The project would accumulate small quantities of heavy metals, oil and grease,
aswell as an increase in other chemicals used by motor vehicles that may be released during first rains and have
the potential to degrade water quality. This issue will be further will be addressed in the Hydrology/Water
Quiality Section of the EIR.

No Impact. The proposed project does not include a housing component. The mgjority of the project site is
located within the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) Zone
X (other areas), which is identified as areas determined to be outside the 500-year floodplain®; therefore, no
further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

No Impact. Refer to g) above. No further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

No Impact. Refer to g) above. The proposed project site islocated outside the Folsom Dam Failure Flood Area
and would not expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding,
including flooding as a result of afailure of alevee or dam; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue is required
inthe EIR.

No Impact. The project is not located near any ocean, coast, or seiche hazard areas and would not involve the
development of residential or other sensitive land uses. Therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in
the EIR.

1 FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map, Community Panel Number 060262 0320 E, July 6, 1998.
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. LessThan
poremialy significantwith ¢ Then No
Ignl |c§n Mitigation Ignl |c§n Impact
mpa Incor porated mpa
39 LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a) Physically divide an established community? ] ] ] X
b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy
or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over
the project (including, but not limited to, the
genera plan, specific plan, local coastal program u . . By
or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
c) Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation u O O <

plan or natural community conservation plan?

DiscussiON OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact. The modifications to the Elk Grove Blvd/SR99 interchange would not physically divide an
established community. The project would not install any additional barriers to movement between various
segments of the community; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

b) No Impact. The Elk Grove Transportation Capital |mprovement Program 2005-2010 (adopted June 22, 2005)
identifies the EIk Grove Boulevard/SR99 Interchange Modifications project, so improving the interchange
would be consistent with land uses for this area. The project would be consistent with the City of Elk Grove
Transportation Capital Improvement Program, the City of Elk Grove General Plan Circulation Element, and the
zoning code; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

¢) No Impact. No habitat conservation plans or natural community conservation plans are in place now or
applicable to the project area; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project
Initial Study
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LessTIrer Less Than
Potentially Significant with Significant No | mpact
Significant | mpact Mitigation Igm act P
Incor por ated P

3.10. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known

mineral resource that would be of valueto the ] ] ] 2

region and the residents of the state?
b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally

important mineral resource recovery site O u u <

delineated on a local genera plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact. The proposed project would not use or extract any mineral or energy resources and would not
restrict access to known mineral resource areas. The proposed project would not conflict with energy
conservation plans, use non-renewable resources in a wasteful manner, or result in the loss of availability of a

known mineral resource; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

b) NoImpact. Refer to discussion a), above. No further analysis of thisissue isrequired in the EIR.

City of Elk Grove Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 | nterchange Modification Project
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Potentially
Significant
I mpact

LEES T Less Than
Significant with L No
L Significant
Mitigation e Impact
Incor por ated P

3.11. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a) Exposure of personsto or generation of noise levelsin

b)

©)

d)

f)

excess of standards established in the local general
plan or noise ordinance or of applicable standards of
other agencies?

Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive
ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?

A substantial temporary or periodic increase in
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity above
levels existing without the project?

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

For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip,
would the project expose people residing or working
in the project area to excessive noise levels?

D

ISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Lessthan Significant. Predicted traffic noise levels were calculated using the FHWA TNM computer model.

b)

With implementation of the proposed improvements, predicted traffic noise levels at nearby land uses would not
exceed applicable exterior noise abatement criteria. 1n addition, implementation of the proposed improvements
would not result in substantial increases in ambient traffic noise levels at nearby land uses. It is aso important
to note that predicted increases in traffic noise levels at nearby residential dwellings would not exceed
applicable City of Elk Grove General Plan noise criteria for evaluation of increases in traffic noise levels (City
of Elk Grove General Plan, Policy NO-6). As a result, predicted increases in traffic noise levels would be
considered less than significant; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

Less than Significant. There are currently no federal, state, or local standards for vibration, however for the
protection of fragile and historic structures, Caltrans recommends a more conservative threshold of 0.08 in/sec
ppv.? Ground vibration generated by the proposed construction activities would be associated primarily with the
onsite use of tractors, haul trucks, and jackhammers; which would result in vibration levels of less than 0.09
infsec ppv at 25 feet. Asaresult, predicted vibration levels at the nearest structures, which are located in excess
of 25 feet from proposed construction areas, would not be anticipated to exceed 0.2 in/sec ppv. In addition,
structures located near the proposed northbound SR-99 onramp are located in excess of approximately 60 feet
from the proposed onramp. In comparison to the measured vibration levels commonly associated with vehicle
traffic, predicted ground vibration levels at nearby structures associated with vehicle traffic on existing or

2 California Department of Transportation (Caltrans). 2002. Transportation Related Earthborne Vibrations.
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proposed roads would not be anticipated to exceed the Caltrans-recommended threshold of 0.2 in/sec.
Therefore, no significant short or long-term vibration impacts would be anticipated with implementation of the
proposed project and no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

c) Lessthan Significant. Refer to @) above. No further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

d) Potentially Significant. The proposed project would result in temporary periodic increased ambient noise levels
in the vicinity of the project site during construction due to construction vehicles and activities. This issue will
be addressed in the EIR.

€) No Impact. The nearest airport/airstrip is the Sunset Skyranch Airport, which is located approximately 2.5
miles southeast of the project site. Implementation of the proposed project would not affect airport operations,
nor would implementation of the proposed project result in the development or relocation of any noise-sensitive
land usesin proximity to any airport or airstrip; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

f) NolImpact. There are no private airstrips within the vicinity of the project area; therefore, no further analysis of
thisissueisrequired in the EIR.
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LessThan
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant with Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incor porated

3.12. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

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

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement ] ] ] X
housing elsewhere?

c¢) Displace substantial numbers of people,
necessitating the construction of replacement ] ] ] X
housing elsewhere?

DiscussiON OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact. The project would not displace housing, induce growth, or conflict with any general plans or
adopted policies. The project would be implemented to accommodate planned growth in the area and would
take place in concurrence with the City of Elk Grove Transportation Capital Improvement Program. Given that
the project would involve the improvement of an existing interchange and would not in itself induce growth
above that which is planned from development in the area, the project is expected to have a no impact on growth
in the area; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

b) No Impact. No residential structures or houses would be taken as part of the proposed Elk Grove proposed
project; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue isrequired in the EIR.

¢) No Impact. Asdiscussed in b) above, the project would not involve the removal or relocation of any housing;
therefore, no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project City of Elk Grove
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LessThan
Potentially Significant Less Than
Significant with Significant No I mpact
Impact Mitigation Impact
I ncor por ated

following public services:

3.13 PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered
governmental facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the

a) Fire protection?

b) Police protection?

c) Schools?

d) Parks?

€) Other public facilities?

Ooooono
Ooooono
XOOKXKX
OXXDODO

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Lessthan Significant Impact. The proposed project does not include a residential or commercial component
that would increase human presence in the area. The project would not result in an increased demand for fire
protection service or reduce response times. Traffic controls would be in place during construction and the
dates and times of construction would be provided to the City Fire Department to avoid impacts to emergency
response times. No further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

b) Lessthan Significant Impact. Refer to a), above. The dates and times of construction would be provided to
the City of Elk Grove Police Department, as well as the Sacramento County Sheriff’s Department, to avoid
impacts to emergency response times. No further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

c¢) No Impact. Refer to a), above. The proposed project would not directly result in an increased demand for
schools; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

d) No Impact. Refer to a), above. The proposed project would not directly result in an increased demand for
parks; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

€) Lessthan Significant Impact. The proposed project would not require additional public services other than
maintenance of the interchange and roadway improvements.

The new access to the Elk Park Village Shopping Center would be constructed prior to closure of the existing
access points at the shopping center. A portion of the shopping center parking area would be inaccessible
during reconfiguration (duration of less than one month) while the remainder of the parking area would be
available and accessible, however, the reconfiguration would result in a “no net loss” of permanent parking
spaces. Additionally, the parcel located on the southwest corner of Elk Grove Boulevard and East Stockton
Boulevard (APN 125-0030-010) would lose its direct access on East Stockton Boulevard and have an indirect
access point through the Park and Ride lot off of the East Stockton Boulevard entrance/exit, which would be
improved as a part of the project. These impacts are considered less than significant and will therefore not be

analyzed inthe EIR.

City of Elk Grove
July 2008

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 | nterchange Modification Project
Initial Study
23



INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

Potentially ] L@Than_ Less Than
Significant Sgnl_fl_canF Rl Significant No I mpact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incor por ated
3.14. RECREATION.
a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that O O [l X
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?
b) Does the project include recreational
facilities, or require the construction or
expansion of recreationa facilities, which ] ] ] X
might have an adverse physical effect on
the environment?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact. The proposed project does not include a residential or commercial component that would result in
an increase in the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or facilities. The project would not increase
nor create a new demand for any type of recreational facilities; therefore no further analysis of this issue is

required in the EIR.

b) No Impact. Refer to @), above. The proposed project would not lead to new demand for recreational facilities.
Recreational facilities are not in the vicinity of the project area and the project would not require the
congtruction of recreational facilities; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

Elk Grove Blvd./SR99 I nterchange Modification Project
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Potentially LEsTIE ) Less Than

Significant SIgMERE AT Significant No Impact

Mitigation
lzeTe Incor porated lzeTe

315 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a) Cause an increase in traffic that is
substantial in relation to the existing traffic load
and capacity of the street system (i.e., result in
a substantial increase in either the number of
vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on
roads, or congestion at intersections)?

b) Exceed, either individualy or
cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion
management agency for designated roads or
highways?

c) Result in a change in air traffic
patterns, including either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results in
substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm
equipment)?

€) Result in inadequate emergency
access?
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?

0) Conflict with adopted policies, plans
or programs supporting alternative
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle
racks)?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Potentially Significant. The City of Elk Grove has established significance criteria for determining if an

increase in traffic is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street system. Based on
these guidelines, an impact is considered significant for roadways and intersections if the project causes the
facility to change from level of service (LOS) D or better to LOS E or LOS F. For facilities that are, or will be
in the cumulative condition, operating at an unacceptable LOS without the project, an impact is considered
significant if the project:

1) Increasesthe delay at study intersections by more than five seconds
2) Increases the volume-to-capacity (V/C) ratio by 0.5 or more on a roadway
Based on a Traffic Analysis prepared by Fehr & Peers in May 2008, the proposed project could result in

decreases in the level of service and/or increasesin delay at a study intersection by more then five sections. This
issue will be addressed in the Traffic and Circulation section of the EIR.

City of Elk Grove
July 2008
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b)

d)

f)

9)

No Impact. Consistent with California Government Code Section 65089, the Sacramento Transportation
Authority acting as the County’s Congestion Management Agency, was responsible for preparing, monitoring,
and enforcing the County’s Congestion Management Plan (CMP). In 1996, Sacramento County adopted a
resolution (Resolution No. 96-1276) to be exempt from the CMP in accordance with Assembly Bill (AB) 2419
(Bowler), Section 65088.3; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue isrequired in the EIR.

No Impact. The Elk Grove/Sunset Skyranch airport located on Grant Line Road is approximately three miles
southeast of the project area. The proposed project would not result in a change in air traffic patterns or
increase traffic levels that would result in a substantial safety risk. The project would not propose any structures
that would impede a height limitation in close proximity to an airport; therefore, no further analysis of thisissue
isrequired in the EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. The proposed project would include several design features that would improve
traffic flow and safety. The project would result in improved lane utilization and serve to reduce vehicle queues
at intersections in the project area that routinely exceed available storage and block adjacent intersections;
therefore, no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. During construction of all phases of the proposed project, traffic controls would
be in place. The dates and times of construction would be provided to the City Fire Department, City Police
Department, and County Sheriff's Office to avoid impacts to emergency response times. Additionally, at the
completion of the project, emergency access through the intersections would improve from conditions prior to
the modifications; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

No Impact. The proposed project would require reconfiguration of the portion of the existing parking area
where a new access would be constructed. There would be a temporary loss of 61 parking spaces out of an
available 265 parking spaces during construction (one month or less). However, the reconfiguration would
result in a “no net loss’ of permanent parking spaces. The number of parking spaces at the Elk Park Village
Shopping Center after the reconfiguration would be at least 265 parking spaces. Therefore, the proposed project
would have no impact on parking capacity and no further analysis of thisissueis required in the EIR.

No Impact. The proposed project was developed based on the City of Elk Grove General Plan and is consistent
with its goals and objectives. The project design incorporates space for sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and bus
turnouts. Therefore, the project would promote adopted polices, plans or programs supporting alternative
methods of transportation and no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.
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Less Than

Potentially g oificant with ~ SSSThan
Significant gMiti ation Significant No Impact
Impact 9 I mpact
Incor por ated

3.16. UTILITIESAND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

a)

Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of H 1 H <

the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b)

Require or result in the construction of new

water or wastewater treatment facilities or expansion 0 1 0 X
of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

0)

Require or result in the construction of new

storm water drainage facilities or expansion of existing 0 1 %4 0
facilities, the construction of which could cause
significant environmental effects?

d)

Have sufficient water supplies available to

serve the project from existing entitlements and H 1 H <
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements
needed?

e

Result in a determination by the wastewater

treatment provider that serves or may serve the project

that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s ] U ] X
projected demand, in addition to the provider's

existing commitments?

f)

Be served by a landfill with sufficient

permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid O O X O
waste disposal needs?

9)

Comply with federal, state and local statutes 0 1 0 %4

and regulations related to solid waste?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

b)

©)

d)

No Impact. The proposed roadway improvements would not produce additional wastewater; therefore, no
impact would occur and no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

No Impact. The project would not require or generate a demand for either water or wastewater service;
therefore, no impact would occur and no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. The project would require extending underground drainage facilities from East
Stockton Boulevard along the new SR99 hook on-ramp. The design of drainage facilities would be done in
coordination with City drainage/water quality staff so that the project drainage system would allow integration
with the City’s existing system. The increase in impervious surfaces and water entering the City storm drainage
system would not be significant; therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact on storm water
drainage facilities and no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. As an interchange modification project, no increase in demand for water would
occur as aresult of the project; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueisrequired in the EIR.
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e)

f)

0)

No Impact. The proposed project does not include any uses that would generate wastewater; therefore, the
project would have no impact on wastewater treatment and no further analysis of this issue is required in the
EIR.

Less than Significant Impact. Solid waste generated by the project would be limited to roadway demolition
and construction debris, including asphalt and concrete. Solid waste disposal of demolition and construction
materials, including the disposal of any hazardous wastes that may be encountered, would occur in accordance
with federal, state and local regulations. Disposal would occur at permitted landfills. The proposed project
would not generate the need for new solid waste facilities; therefore, no further analysis of thisissueis required
inthe EIR.

No Impact. The proposed project would conform to al applicable state, federal, and local solid waste
regulations including the California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939) and the California
Solid Waste Re-Use and Recycling Access Act of 1991 (8§42900-42911 of the Public Resources Code);
therefore, there no further analysis of thisissue isrequired in the EIR.
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Less Than

Potentially C . Less Than
Significant S|gn|_f|_can_t vy Significant No
Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incor porated

3.17. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a)

b)

Does the project have the potential to degrade the

quality of the environment, substantially reduce

the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a

fish or wildlife population to drop below self-

sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or X ] ] ]
animal community, reduce the number or restrict

the range of rare or endangered plants or animals,

or eliminate important examples of the major

periods of California history or prehistory?

Does the project have impacts that are

individually limited, but cumulatively

considerable? "Cumulatively considerable’

means that the incremental effects of a project are < 0 0 0
considerable when viewed in connection with the

effects of past projects, the effects of other current

projects, and the effects of probable future

projects.

Does the project have environmental effects that
will cause substantial adverse effects on human D O O O
beings, either directly or indirectly?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

b)

Potentially Significant. The proposed project does have the potential to significantly impact the local
environment.  Project implementation may impact wetlands, suitable habitat for special status species, and
conflict with the City of Elk Grove's Tree Preservation Ordinance and the City’s General Plan Policy CAQ-8.
These issues will be addressed in the EIR.

Potentially Significant. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(i) states that a Lead Agency shall consider whether
the cumulative impact of a project is significant and whether the effects of the project are cumulatively
considerable. The assessment of the significance of the cumulative effects of a project must, therefore, be
conducted in connection with the effects of past projects, other current projects, and probable future projects.

Congtruction of the proposed project along with other construction within the City could contribute to
cumulative impacts regarding aesthetics, hazardous materials, noise, air quality, and biological resources. These
issues will be addressed in the EIR.

Potentially Significant. The proposed project does have the potential to significantly impact human beings
through temporary construction emissions, temporary noise generation, and through the potential release
hazardous materials. These issueswill be addressed in the EIR.
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