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INTRODUCTION

This document is prepared pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public
Resources Code 21000 ¢/ seg.) as an Addendum to the Inital Study / Negative Declaration (IS/ND) for the
Sphere of Influence Annexation and Prezoning, certified by City of Rancho Cordova, as lead agency, on July
2, 2007. The IS/ND evaluated the impacts of the propoced annexation and plezom.ng of the City of
Rancho Cordova Sphere of Influence. No modifications of the project have occurred since the adoption of
the IS/ND, howerver, state legislation, such as AB 32 and SB 97 were passed that require CEQA documents
to evaluate the extent to which a project may increase greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions or contribute to
global climate change when compared to existing conditions. As a Responsible Agency for the project, the
Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo) is preparing this Addendum as the appropriate
CEQA document to address the project’s contribution to GHG emissions.

The Sacramento LAFCo decided the preparation of an Addendum is the appropriate document because the
inclusion of minor additional technical informaton, such as a summary of project-specific GHG emissions,
does not constitute the conditions idendfied in the State CEQA Guidelines' §15162 that would require
preparation of a subsequent environmental document. As such, the Addendum demonstrates that the
environmental analysis and impacts identified in the SOI — Annexaton and Prezoning IS/ND remain
unchanged and the addition of the GHG analysis, described herein, supports the finding that the proposed
project does not raise any new issues and does not exceed the level of impacts identified in the IS/ND.

REGULATORY BACKGROUND

CEQA Guidelines (§15164(a) and §15162) allow a responsible agency to prepare an Addendum to a
previously certified Negative Declaration if all of the following conditions are met:

1. Changes to the project do not require major revisions to the previous Negative Declaration due to
the involvement of new significant environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of
previously identified significant effecrs (Criterion 1);

" Tile 14 California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3 Guidclines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality
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2. Changes with respect to the circumstances under which the project is undertaken do not require
major revisions of the previous Negative Declaradon due to the involvement of new significant
environmental effects or a substantial increase in the severity of previously identfied significant
effects (Crirerion 2); and

¥

3. No new information of subsrantial importance 1s available which shows: (a) new significant effects;
(b) significant effects substandally more severe than previously discussed: (c) mitgation measures or
alternagves previously found nor to be feasible would in fact be feasible: or (d) mitigaton measures
or alternatives which are considerably different from those analyzed in the Negadve Declaraton
would reduce significant effects on the environment (Criterion 3).

The Addendum does not need to be circulated for public review (CEQA Guidelines §15164{c]): however,
an Addendum is to be considered along with the previously certified Negative Declaraton by the decision-
making body prior to making a decision on the project (CEQA Guidelines §15164(d]).

PROJECT DESCRIPTIOMN

As assessed by the IS/ND, the proposed project addressed the potental environmental effects associated
with the transfer of land use authority for the 748-acre annexadon area from the exisung land use
regulatons of Sacramento County to the City of Rancho Cordova authouity, and the adoption of prezoning
designations consistent with the Rancho Cordova General Plan land use designations within the City's
existing Sphere of Influence (SOI). The project does not include physical improvements or construction
actvites, and furure acdons and development within the annexation area would be subject to additonal
environmental review on a project-by-project basis. The project IS/ND included a 30-day public review
petiod from February 23, 2007 to March 26, 2007. Based on the environmental evaluation, no adverse
effects due to the transfer of Jand use authority for the annexation area were identified.

However, since the adoption of the IS/ND, legislation such as AB 32 (Global Warming Solutions Act of
2006) has passed that has placed new focus on how the CEQA review process addresses the effects of
GHG emissions and global climate change from proposed projects. While AB 32 does not amend CEQA in
such a way that requires additional analysis to account for the environmental impacts of GHG emissions, it
does acknowledge that such emissions cause significant adverse impacts. It was Senate Bill 97, enacted in
2007, that amended the CEQA sratue to establish thar GHG emissions and its effects are appropriate
subjects for CEQA analysis.

Because SB 97 was adopted around the same dme the IS/ND was adopted in July 2007, the IS/ND did not
include an assessment of the project’s impact on global climate change and greenhouse gas emissions that
may occur as a result of land usc intensification within the annexation area compared to existing conditions.
Nor did the City of Rancho Cordova General Plan EIR discuss a GHG threshold of significance,
cumulative effects, nor the extent to which the project complies with regulations, such as AB 32, adopted to
implement a statewide, regional, or local plan for the reducton of GHG emissions. Therefore, LAFCo is
amending the previously certified 1S/ND via this Addendum as sct forth below ro add the GHG mventory
and analysis to the Negative Declaratdon. LAFCo 1s unable to approve the annexarion without consideration
of an environmental document prepared in compliance with CHQA.

The annexation area’s contribution to GHG emissions was recently accounted for in a regional GHG
emissions inventory for Sacramento County titled Greenbouse Gus Faissions Tnventary Jor Twoiporated and
Unincarporated Sacramento Conty (DERA 2009). Therefore, it is possible to provide a GHG inventory for the
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annexation area by taking the land use assumptions used for each Planning Area and collectng the related
GHG emissions data from the Sacramento GHG inventorv and wansferring it to the Ciry of Rancho
Cordova invenrory. As currenty proposed, the annexation area would include territory within two Planning
Areas that was analyzed for build-our potental in the Ciy’s General Plan EIR. The rwo Planning '\lt'l\
include bodh incorporated and unincorporared lands: the Suntise Boulevard South Planning Area and the
Folsom Boulevard Planning Area.

Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Axea

The Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area includes approximately 916 acres located to the south of
Folsom Boulevard and north of White Rock Road and Douglas Road. Onlv a portion of the annexation arca
falls within this Planning Area. The proposed annexanon area begins along Sunrise Boulevard to the north
and extends to White Rock Road to the south. Land adjacent to this Planning Area was previously
mcorporated mto the City of Rancho Cordova. Prezoning designatons mclude: Office Industrial Mixed Use
(OIMU), Light Industrial Business Park (LLIBP), Commercial Mixed Usc (CMU), Office Professional Mixed

Use (OPMLU), and Recreation (O).

Folsom Boulevard Planning Arca

The Folsom Boulevard Planning Area includes 1,629 acres located south of Highway 50 along Folsom
Boulevard between Hazel Avenue and Sunrise Boulevard. The annexation area includes a portion of the
land uses within this Planning Area along Folsom Boulevard berween Sunrise Boulevard to the west
extending to Hazel Avenue to the east. The land uses within the annexaton area will serve as high-intensity
development; including a series of transit-oriented and regional town centers located near light rail stations
and freeway interchanges. Land to the south and west of the annexation area was previously incorporated
into the City of Rancho Cordova. Land to the north and east is within Sacramento County. Prezoning
designations include: Commercial Mixed Use (CMLY). Office Industrial Mixed Use (OINLU'), Recreation (O),
and the Aerojet Special Planning Area (SPA). Table | provides a description of each planning area and
associated land uses.

Faning e wopme | mupimuen | Sesdhe | ey
Suntise Boulevard South Planning Area 0 14436 0 916
Folsom Boulevard Planning Area 22.936 26,704 10476 1.629
Annexation Aren NA NA N 748

Saerve: City of Rancho Coidona. 2009,

The Sacramento LAIFCo and the City of Rancho Cordova provided a breakdown of the land use acreage
within the 748-acre annexation arca. Figure 1 shows the City of Rancho Cordova’s prezoning designations.
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Figure 1. Ciry of Rancho Cordova Prezoning Designadons

City of Reancho Cordora SOT — Amwensaiion and Precouing 4 Sacranrcuito 1. AFCe
Adddenddeene Outober 2009



ENVIROIWNMENTAL EVALUATION

Following 1s LAFCo’s assessment of the SOI Annexaton and Prezoning [8/ND pursuant to §§15162 and
15164 of the CEQA Guidelines.

GREENHOUSE GAS & GLOBAL CLIMATE CHANGE
Regulatory Setting

In Seprember 2006, Governos Amold Schwarzenegger signed AB 32, the California Climate Solutions Act
of 2006 (See Stats. 20006, ch. 488, enacting Health & Safety Code, §838500-38599). AB 32 establishes
regulatory, reporung, and market mechanisms o achieve quantifiable reductions m GHG emissions, and 2
cap on statewide GHG emissions. AB 32 requires that statewide GHG emissions be reduced to 1990 levels
by 2020. This reduction will be accomplished through an enforceable statewide cap on GHG emissions that
will be phased in starting in 2012, To effectively implement the cap, AB 32 directs the Ca. Air Resources
Board (CARB) to develop and implement reguladons to reduce statewide GHG emissions from stagonary
sources.

As required under AB 32, CARB approved the 1990 greenhouse gas emissions mventory on December 6,
2007, thereby establishing the emissions limit for 2020. The 2020 emissions limit was set at 427 million
metric tons carbon dioxide equivalent (NMT CO.E). The inventory revealed thar in 1990, wansportation,
with 35 percent of the stare’s total emissions, was the largest single sector, followed by industrial emissions
(24 percent); imported elecuicity (14 percent); m-srate clectriciry generadon (11 percent): residential use (7
percent); agriculture (5 percent); and commercial uses (3 percent).

Senate Bill 97 (Chaprer 185, 2007) requires the Governor's Office of Planning and Research (OPR) to
§ P okala X D L © oveme: 3 ¢
develop draft CEQA guidelines “for the mitigaton of greenhouse gas emissions or the effects of
P 8 g g 8
greenhouse gas emissions.” OPR is required to “prepare, develop, and wansmit” the guidelines o the
Natural Resources Agency on or before July 1, 2009, The Narural Resources Agency must certify and adopt
the guidelines on or before January 1, 2010,

On April 13, 2009, OPR submitted to the Secretary for Narural Resources its proposed amendments to the
state CEQA Guidelines for greenhouse gas emissions, as required by Senate Bill 97, These proposed CEQA
Guideline amendments would provide guidance to public agencies regarding the analysis and mitgation of
the effects of greenhouse gas emissions in draft CEQA documents. The Narueal Resources Ageney will
conduct formal rulemaking in 2009, prior to cerufying and adopung the amendments, as required by Senate

Bill 97,

The following includes those portions of the proposed amendments that could be relevant o the proposed
project:

g

Sacvamentn 1. AFCo City of Rawcha Cardopa SOI —_dunessition and Prezoning
Otober 2009 Ndideutidiinr



15064.4. Derermining the Sienificance of Impacts from Greenhouse Gas Emissions
(a) The determination of the significance of greenhouse gas emissions calls for a careful judgment by the
lead agency consistent with the provisions in section 15064. A lead agency should make a good-faith effoat
based on available information, to describe. calculate or estimate the amount of greenhouse gas emissions
resulting from a projeci. A lead agency shall have discretion to determine, in the contest of a particular
project. whether to:
(1) Use a model or methodology to guantfy greenhouse gas emissions resulting from a project, and
which model or methodology to use. The Jead agency has discretion to select the model it considers
i rovided it supposts its decision with substantial evidence. The lead agency should

_ Alead a €ncy may consider the following when assessing the sionificance of impacts from greenhouse

gqq emissions on the envirommnent:

( 1) The extent to which the project may increase or reduce greenhouse gas emissions as compared to the

applies to the project: or

(3) The extent to which the project complies with regulations or requirements adopted to implement a

statewide. regional, or local plan for the reducton or mitigation of greenhouse gas emissions. Such
regulations or re uiremmm must be ado ted by the rc]evqut Jub]jc agency t]u'ou h a public review

conmbuuon of 'reanhomu. oas cnus\mns lt them is <ub<la1mal ev]dencr. lnr the _o\xlble effects of a

regulations or requirements. an EIR must be prepared for the project.

15064.7. Thresholds of Significance.

(a) Each public agency is encouraged to develop and publish thresholds of significance that the agency uses
in the determination of the significance of environmental effects. A threshold of significance is an
identifiable quantitative, qualitative or performance level of a particular environmental effect, non-
compliance with which means the effect will normally be determined to be significant by the agency and
compliance with which means the effect normally will be determined to be less than qigﬂiﬁcmt

(b) Thresholds of significance to be adopted for general use as part of the lead agency's environmental
review process must be adopted by ordinance, 1Cs.o]uu011, rule, or regulation, and developed through a
public review process and be supported by substantal evidence.

(c) When adopting thresholds of significance, a lead agency mav consider thresholds of significance
previously adopred or recommended by other public agencies, or recommended by experts, provided the
decision of the lead agency to adopt such thresholds is supported by substantial evidence.

15150. Incorporation by Reference.
(e) Examples of materials that may be incorporated by reference include but are not imited to:
(1) A deseription of the environmental seting from another EIR.
(2) A description of the air pollution problems prepared by an air pollution control agency concerning a
process involved in the project.
(3) A description of the city or county general plan that applies to the location of the project.
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() A description of the effects of greenhouse gas emissions on the environment.

15183.5. lleung and Streamlining the Analvsis of Greenhouse Gas Emissions.
) Lead agencies may analvze and mitigate the effecis of greenhouse gas emissions at a pro
such as in a general plan. a long range dcve]opment plan, or a separate plan to reduce OIL(,ﬂhOLl\L' gas
emissions. later project-specific environmental documents mav ider and/or incorporate by reference that
existing programmatc review. Project-specific environmental documents may rely on an EIR containing a
programmatic analysis of greenhouse gas emissions as provided in section 15152 (tiering), 15167 (staged
EIRs) 15168 (program EIRs), 15175-15179.5 (Master EIRs). 15182 (ETRs Prepared for Specific Plans). and
15183 (EIRs Prepared for General Plans Community Plans. or Zoning).
(b) Greenhouse Gas Reduction Plans. Public agencies imav choose to analyze and mitigate greenhounse gas
emissions in a greenhouse gas reduction plan or similar document. A plan to reduce greenhouse g
emissions may be used in a cumulatve impacts analvsis as set forth below. Pursuant to secuons 15064(h)(3)
and 15130(d), a Jead agency may determine that a project’s incremental conuibution to a camulative effect is
not cumulatvely considerable if the project complies with the requirements in a previously adopted plan or
mitigation program under specified citcumstances.

eenhouse gas emissions reduction plan may:
(A) Quantify greenhouse gas emissions. both existing and projected over a specified time period

resulung from acuvides within a defined geographic area:

(B) Establish a level, based on substandal evidence, below which the contribution to greenhouse gas
emissions from actvities covered by the plan would not be cumulaavely considerable:

(C) Identfy and analvze the greenhouse gas emissions resulting from specific actions or categories of
actions anticipated within the geographic area;

(D) Specify measures or a group of measures. including performance standards, that subsrantial
evidence demonstrates, if implemented on a project-by-project basis. would collectvely achieve the

specified emissions level;

(E) Establish a mechanism to monitor the plan’s progress toward achieving the level and to require

amendment if the plan is not achieving >pec1t1ed levels:

(F) Be adopted in a public process following environmental review.,
(2) Use with Later Acuvities. A greenhouse gas reduction plan, once adopted following cerufication of
an EIR or adopdon of an environmental document, may be used in the cumulative impacts analvsis of
later projects. An environmental document that relies on a greenhouse gas reduction plan for a
cumulative impacts analvsis must identify those requirements specified in the plan that apply to the
project, and, if those requirements are not otherwise binding and enforceable. incorporate those

requirements as mitigation measures applicable to the project. 1f there is substantial evidence that the

effects of a partcular project mav be cumulatvely considerable notwithstanding the project’s
compliance with the specified requirements in the greenhouse gas reduction plan, an EIR must be

prepared for the project.
(c) \l)ccl'l] Situations. Consistent with Public Resources Code sections 21155.2 and 21159.28, certain
residential and mixed use projects. and transit priority projects, as defined in section 21155, that are
consistent with_the general use designation, density, building intensity. and applicable pelicies specified for
the project area in an applicable sustainable communities strategy or alternative planning strategy accepted
by the California Air Resources Board need not analvze global warming impacts resulting from cars and
light duty trucks. A lead agency should consider whether such projects may result in greenhouse gas
cemissions resulting from other sources. however, consistent with these Guidelines.

53645, Greenhouse Gas
15364.5. Greenhe Gas
“Greenbouse pas™ or “greenhouse gases” includes but is not limited to: carbon dioxide, methane, nitrous

oxide. hvdrofluorocarbons. perfluorocarbons and sulfur hexafluoside.
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Regional Setting

The Sacramento County Department of Environmental Review and Assessment recenty preparcd
Greenhonse Gas Emissions Inrentory for Incorporated and Unincorporated Saciamento Connty (DERA 2009). The
summary of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions for the unincorporated area, and the City of Rancho Cordova
area is presented in Table 2.

Usincotporates Unincorporated Rancho Cordova Rancho
Sacramento Coumy Sacramentio Cord
Sector COse County COse : rdova
- ic t ‘ercent
(metric tons) Percent Gpetric o)
Residennal 1.033,142 15.8 04,324 16.9
Commercial and Tndusirial 770,025 i 11 [ 135,190 243
Industiial Specific 2104 0.0 U 0.0
On-Road Transportation 3,610,937 554 251,69%) 43.1
Off-Road Transporration 236,406 3.0 23,762 4.3
Waste 201,350 3. 19435 3.5
Wastewater Treatment 54301 0.8 5466 1.0
Agriculrare 197,132 3.0 1.268 0.2
High Global Warming N % 5
i o 298~ A5 22,987 &
Potential GHGs he = $ =l
Water-relared 22156 (1.3 382 0.7
Sacramento Airport 200,404 31 NA (1.0
Total 6,556,875 100.0 557,943 100.0

Snuive: DIERA 2009

Proposed Annexation Estimated GHG Emissions

The GHG emissions for the proposed Rancho Cordova Amnexation projecr were estimated using best
available informartion. Given that there is no detailed description of the amount of allowable square fect by

Caty of Ranchio Coridone SOT = Vpaesctioi and Prosuniiog b Socviento 1. 17Co
Adddendin Octuber 2009



land use being included in rthe annesation proposal to the Sacramento Local Agency  Formation
Commission (LAFCo) or in the 1S/ND prepared by the City of Rancho Cordova, a high and low estimated
range of land use intensity was developed for this Addendum. The esamated acres for each of the land uses
within the 748-acre project area were developed using Assessor Parcel NMumber (APN) data and the
proposed annexation map provided in the IS/ND (Lockharr 2009 and City of Rancho Cordova 2007). The
acreage dawa was further disaggregated mto square footage by land uvse. Elecwicity and natural gas usage
esumates relied on national elecrricity and namral gas consumpnion data by square feet as provided by
regional specific dara (E1A 2003).  Emission factors for electricity and narural gas from the Grenbonse Gus
Emivsions Taventory for Tncorparated amd Uniitcorporated Sacramento Cownty (DERA 2009) were applied to elecuicity
and namral gas usage csomates. \ehicle-relared GHG  emissions were esumated by entering project
annexation land use data into the URBEMIS 2007 model.

Using best available informadon provided above, the annexanon related GHG estimartes would be between
200,000 and 250,000 metric tons. Based on these emission estimates, the proposed annexation would result
in the reallocation of exisang land uses from the existing unincorporated Sacramento County to the existing
incorporated jurisdiction of the City of Rancho Cordova. The GHG emissions estimates for unincorporated
Sacramento County and Rancho Cordova are provided above in Table 2 and result in emissions of
6,556,875 and 557,943 metric tons, respecuvely under existung condinons (DERA 2009).

Based on the transfer of land use jurisdicdon to the City of Rancho Cordova, the proposed annesadon
could remove berween 3 and 3.8 percent of GHG emissions from unincorporated Sacramento County’s
GHG emissions mventory, which would be added to the City of Rancho Cordova’s inventory. The
proposed annexation would result in an addidon of 36 to 45 percent to the Ciry’s GHG emissions
inventory. Although the increase in Rancho Cordova’s GHG emissions estimates would be substangal,
there would be no net increase in the overall GHG emissions within the region given that the proposed
project is the relocadon of a boundary line berween the City of Rancho Cordova and unincorporated areas
of Sacramento County.

A project’s contribution to GHG emissions would be considered significant if the project would impede the
emissions reduction targets developed by the state pursuant to AB 32, and therefore make 4 cumulatively
considerable GHG emission net increase and fail to fully apply all feasible GHG reduction strategies.
“Cumulatively considerable” means “thar the meremental effects of an individual project are significant
when viewed in connecdon with the effects of past projects, the effecrs of current projects, and the effects
of probable furure projects” (CEQA Guidelines §15065(a)(3)).

The reallocation of GHG emission levels from unincorporated Sacramento County to the City of Rancho
Cordova were found to be nominal because there was no net increase in the regional GHG inventory given
that the proposcd action involves moving a boundary line between two jurisdictions and the proposed
project would not impede emissions reduction targets developed by the state pursuant to AB 32, Because
the reallocation of emissions from unincorporated Sacramento County to the City of Rancho Cordova
would not impede the emissions reduction targets developed by the state pursuant to AB 32, the proposed
project would not result in a camuladvely considerable net increase of greenhouse gas emissions. Thus, the
potenuial greenhouse gas cffecrs from operations of transfer of 748-acres for the City of Rancho Cordova
Annexarion project would be less than significant, and no mitigation measure would be necessary.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Changes o the Froposed Project (Criterion 1) — There have been no significant changes to the proposed

project as it was evaluated in the 1S/ND adopted on July 2, 2007. In preparing this \ddendum, all the
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potential impacts idendfied in the CEQA Environmental Checklist Form were taken into consideradon and
the proposed project is consistent with the project idenufied i the IS/ND. As such, no significant irapacts
not previously identfied in the Negative Declaration would result. Therefore, the proposed requirements of
the CEQA Guidelines (§15164(a) and §15162) Criterion 1 set forth above are met.

Changes in Project Circumstances (Criterion 2) — Except for additonal regulations that require the
evaluaton of GHG emissions and the extent to which a project complies with new requirements compared
to the regulatory environment existing at the time of preparation of the 2007 IS/ND. no applicable
regulatons governing environmental conditions or uses within the project area have been modified since the
certification of the document by the City. Because the GHG discussion was a minor addirion, as set forth
above, its addidon did not result in any new significant environmental effects, nor would any changes result
n an increase in the severty of previously identified effects. Therefore, the requirements of Criterion 2 set
forth above are met.

New Significant Information (Criterion 3) — No information has been submitred to LAFCo by anv party
regarding the environmental effects of the proposed SOI Annexation and Prezoning project that would
result in the identification of: (a) new significant effects; (b) significant effects subsrantially more severe than
previously discussed: (c) mingadon measures or alternatives previously found not ro be feasible would in
fact be feasible; or (d) mitigation measures or alternatives that are considerably different from those
analyzed in the Negauve Declaraton that would reduce significant effects on the environment. The addidon
of the GHG discussion does not result in new significant effects. Thus, the requirements of Criterion 3 set
forth above are met.

Conclusion — As ser forth above, none of the condidons set forth in CEQA Guidelines §15162 (sct forth
as Criteria 1 — 3 above) exist that would require preparation of a subsequent or supplemental 1S/ND.
Therefore, preparation of an Addendum to the 1S/ND certified by the City of Rancho Cordova is sufficient
to permit LAFCo to consider the City’s SOI Annexation and Prezone project as modified to include a
GHG emission mventory and evaluation of the project’s compliance with related reguladons, and to meet
the requirements of CEQA consistent with §15164 of the CEQA Guidelines. LAFCo will consider the
results of this Addendum, together with the project IS/ND and City of Rancho Cordova General Plan EIR,
prior to taking action on the proposed SOI Annexadon and Prezoning,

Related Documents
This Addendum was written as an addition to the TS/NID adopred July 2, 2007. A copy of this document is

available for review at the following website:
http:/ /wwav.cityofranchocordova.org/Index.aspx?page=189
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CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA
RESOLUTION NO. 80-2007

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF
RANCHO CORDOVA ADOPTING A NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR
THE ANNEXATION OF THE SPHERE OF INFLUENCE

WHEREAS, the City of Rancho Cordova as Lead Agency propose to annex the Sphere
of Influence (hereafter “Project”); and

WHEREAS, the Project would annex, to the City of Rancho Cordova, territory of
approximately 748 acres located in eastern Sacramento County on the north-northeast side of
the City of Rancho Cordova; and

WHEREAS, based on an Initial Study showing the Project would have no significant or
potentially significant environmental impacts, a draft Negative Declaration, attached as Exhibit
A and incorporated herein by reference, was prepared and circulated for public review; and

WHEREAS, no comments were received on the draft Negative Declaration; and

WHEREAS, the City Council will review the draft Negatlve Declaration and consider the
Project at its meeting of July 2, 2007; and

WHEREAS, the location and custodian of the documents or other material which
constitute the record of proceedings for the Project is the 2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho
Cordova, CA 95670, Attn: Ted Gaebler, City Manager.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council of the City of Rancho
Cordova does hereby adopt the attached Negative Declaration based on the following findings:

1. The Negative Declaration reflects the City's independent judgment and analysis on
the potential environmental effects of the proposed annexation and was presented to
the City Council prior to their consideration of the Project.

2. On the basis of the whole record before the Council, including the Initial Study, there
is no substantial evidence that the Project will have a significant effect on the
environment.

PASSED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Rancho Cordova on the day
of July 2, 2007 by the following vote:

AYES: Cooley, McGarvey, Skoglund, Budge and Sander
NOES: None

ABSENT: None

ABSTAIN: None %\
David M. Sander, Mayor
AT!EST: ! /)O

“Anna Olea-Moger, CMC, City\@erk
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 INTRODUCTION AND REGULATORY GUIDANCE

This document is an Initial Study and Negative Declaration (IS/ND) prepared pursuant to the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for the proposed annexation and prezoning of the
City of Rancho Cordova Sphere of Influence (the proposed project).

An Initial Study is conducted by a lead agency to determine if a project may have a significant
effect on the environment. In accordance with the CEQA Guidelines, Section 15064, an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) must be prepared if the Initial Study indicates that the
proposed project under review may have a potentially significant impact on the environment. A
negative declaration may be prepared instead, if the lead agency prepares a written statement
describing the reasons why a proposed project would not have a significant effect on the
environment, and, therefore, why it does not require the preparation of an EIR (CEQA
Guidelines Section 15371). According to CEQA Guidelines Section 15070, a negative
declaration shall be prepared for a project subject to CEQA when either:

a) The Initial Study shows that there is no substantial evidence, in light of the
whole record before the agency, that the project may have a significant effect
on the environment, or

b) The Initial Study identifies potentially significant effects, but:

(1) Revisions in the project plans or proposals made by or agreed to by the
applicant before a proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial
study are released for public review would avoid the effects or mitigate
the effects to a point where clearly no significant effects would occur, and

(2) There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the
agency, that the project as revised may have a significant effect on the
environment.

If revisions are adopted into the proposed project in accordance with the CEQA Guidelines
Section 15070(b), a Mitigated Negative Declaration is prepared. This document does not
include such revisions in the form of mitigation measures. Therefore, this document is an Initial
Study/Negative Declaration. Hereafter this document is referred to as an IS/ND.

The City Council certified the Rancho Cordova General Plan EIR (GP-EIR) on June 26, 2006
(State Clearinghouse Number 2005022137). The GP-EIR was prepared as a Program EIR
pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168. According to Section 15168(a):

(a) General. A program EIR is an EIR which may be prepared on a series of actions that
can be characterized as on large project and are related either:

(1) Geographically,
(2) As logical parts in the chain of contemplated actions,

(3) In connection with issuance of rules, regulations, plans, or other general criteria
to govern the conduct of a continuing program, or

City of Rancho Cordova SOI Annexation and Prezoning
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

(4) As individual activities carried out under the same authorizing statutory or
regulatory authority and having generally similar environmental effects which can
be mitigated in similar ways.

The GP-EIR was intended to evaluate the environmental impacts of the General Plan to the
greatest extent possible. The Program EIR is used as the primary environmental document to
evaluate all subsequent planning and permitting actions associated with projects in the City.
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c) establishes the requirement that the Lead Agency
(the City) determine if subsequent projects require additional environmental analysis. According
to State CEQA Guidelines Section 15168(c), additional review is required:

(1) If a later activity would have effects that were not examined in the program EIR, a
new initial study would need to be prepared leading to either an EIR or negative
declaration.

In addition to the rules governing the preparation and use of Program EIRS, other provisions of
CEQA govern site-specific review of the proposed project. Public Resources Code Section
21083.3 limits CEQA review of certain projects consistent with an approved general plan,
community plan, or zoning action for which an EIR was prepared to environmental effects that
are "peculiar" to the parcel or to the project and which were not addressed as significant effects
in a prior EIR, or which new information shows will be more significant than described in the
prior EIR. The proposed project is a qualified project pursuant to Section 21083.3(a-b), which
states:

(a) If a parcel has been zoned to accommodate a particular density of development or has
been designated in a community plan to accommodate a particular density of
development and an Environmental Impact Report was certified for that zoning or
planning action, the application of this division to the approval of any subdivision map or
other project that is consistent with the zoning or community plan shall be limited to
effects upon the environment which are peculiar to the parcel or to the project and which
were not addressed as significant effects in the prior Environmental Impact Report, or
which substantial new information shows will be more significant than described in the
prior Environmental Impact Report.

(b) If a development project is consistent with the general plan of a local agency and an
Environmental Impact Report was certified with respect to that general plan, the
application of this division to the approval of that development project shall be limited to
effects on the environment which are peculiar to the parcel or to the project and which
were nol addressed as significant effects in the prior Environmental Impact Report, or
which substantial new information shows will be more significant than described in the
prior Environmental Impact Report.

The proposed project includes the prezoning and annexation of land within the City’s Sphere of
Influence (SOI). The development densities that would be allowed by the prezoning were
considered during preparation of the General Plan EIR. If approved, the annexation and
prezoning would allow for development densities consistent with the development densities
analyzed in the General Plan EIR. This Initial Study addresses the potential for the proposed
project to result in any project-specific impacts that were not addressed in the General Plan EIR.
State CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 provides guidance as to the scope of this subsequent
analysis. State CEQA Guidelines Section 15183 states:

S0l Annexation and Prezoning City of Rancho Cordova
Initial Study/Negative Declaration February 2007
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

(a) CEQA mandates that projects which are consistent with the development density
established by existing zoning, community plan, or general plan policies for which an
EIR was certified shall not require additional environmental review, except as might be
necessary to examine whether there are project-specific significant effects which are
peculiar fo the project or its site. This streamlines the review of such projects and
reduces the need to prepare repetitive environmental studies.

(b) In approving a project meeting the requirements of this section, a public agency shall
limit its examination of environmental effects to those, which the agency determines, in
an Initial Study or other analysis:

(1) Are peculiar to the project or the parcel on which the project would be located.

(2) Were not analyzed as significant effects in a prior EIR on the zoning action,
general plan, or community plan, with which the project is consistent.

(3) Are potentially significant off-site impacts and cumulative impacts which were not
discussed in the prior EIR prepared for the general plan, community plan or
zoning action, or

(4) Are previously identified significant effects which, as a result of substantial new
information which was not known at the time the EIR was certified, are
determined to have a more severe adverse impact than discussed in the prior
EIR.

This Initial Study/Negative Declaration addresses project-specific impacts that were not fully
addressed in the GP-EIR. Additionally, this IS/ND summarizes the findings of the City relating
to the GP- EIR and how the criteria set forth in Guidelines Section 15183 have been met.

The GP-EIR analyzed the environmental effects of the General Plan and the twelve policy
elements and the Land Use Map “implementation element’. The twelve policy elements
concentrated on providing policy guidance in the following areas:

Land Use

Urban Design

Economic Development
Housing

Circulation

Open Space, Parks, and Trails
Infrastructure, Services, and Finance
Natural Resources

Cultural and Historic Resources
Safety

Air Quality

Noise

2 @ 9 O @ 9 @ @ 9 O @ o

The “implementation element” concerned the new Land Use Map for the City which combines
specific land use designations in some areas of the City and more general descriptions of land
uses in special areas planned for future growth referred to as “Planning Areas”. The proposed
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

project lies within portions of the Folsom Boulevard Planning Area and the Sunrise Boulevard
South Planning Area. ;

In adopting the General Plan and certifying the GP-EIR as complete and adequate, the City
Council adopted findings of fact and a statement of overriding considerations for those impacts
that could not be mitigated to less than significant levels.

Impacts deemed in the GP-EIR to be significant and unavoidable:

Conflicts with applicable land use plans.

Various impacts on agricultural land.

Conflicts with Williamson Act contracts.

Substantial population, housing, and employment growth.

Deficient traffic level of service by 2030.

Worsening of already unacceptable operations on US-50.

Conflicts with the Regional Ozone Attainment Plan.

Significant construction-based pollutant emissions.

Significant operational pollutant emissions.

Significant emissions of Toxic Air Contaminants.

Creation of construction, traffic, and operational noise above standards.
Creation of new noise-sensitive land uses within airport noise areas.
Loss of availability of aggregate resources.

Impacts on water supply (both availability of water and infrastructure required).
Impacts to habitat and individuals of special status species.

Impacts to raptors, migratory birds, and other wildlife.

Impacts to jurisdictional waters of the U.S.

Impacts to animal movement corridors.

Loss of native and landmark trees.

Disturbance of cultural resources and human remains.

Environmental impacts resulting from the need for more wastewater infrastructure.
Degradation of the existing visual character of the area.

The GP-EIR also identified several cumulative impacts that would be cumulatively considerable
and significant and unavoidable. Those impacts included:

Conflicts with area land use plans.

Conversion of farmland to other uses and agricultural/urban interface conflicts.
Substantial population, housing, and employment growth.

Significant impacts to area traffic level of service.

Increases in regional ozone and particulate matter emissions.

Increases in regional traffic and operational noise.

Cumulative loss of mineral resources.

Increased regional demand for water supply and need for water infrastructure.
Cumulative loss of biological resources.

Cumulative loss of cultural resources.

Increases in wastewater treatment capacity and infrastructure.

Changes in area visual character and landscape.

SOI Annexation and Prezoning City of Rancho Cordova
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Detailed information regarding both the project impacts and cumulative impacts identified above
is included in the GP-EIR. The GP-EIR is available online at http://gp.cityofranchocordova.org
and on request at the City at the following address:

City of Rancho Cordova
Planning Department
2729 Prospect Park Drive
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670

In accordance with State CEQA Guidelines Section 15183, a discussion of each of the impacts
found to be significant in the GP-EIR and the relative impact of the proposed project in each of
those categories is provided in this IS/ND.

This IS/ND hereby incorporates the GP-EIR by reference. The Rancho Cordova General Plan
received final approval by the City Council on June 26, 2006. The City Council certified the GP-
EIR as adequate and complete on that date as well. As noted above, the GP-EIR is a Program
EIR and the discussions of general issues included in the document are in some cases
applicable to the proposed project.

1.2 LEAD AGENCY AND RESPONSIBLE AGENCIES

The lead agency is the public agency with primary responsibility over a proposed project.
Where two or more public agencies will be involved with a project, CEQA Guidelines Section
15051 provides criteria for identifying the lead agency. State CEQA Guidelines 15051(b) states:

(a) If the project is to be carried out by a nongovernmental person or entity, the lead agency
shall be the public agency with the greatest responsibility for supervising or approving
the project as a whole.

(1) The lead agency will normally be the agency with the general
governmental powers, such as a city of county, rather than an agency
with a single or limited purpose such as an air pollution control district or a
district which will provide public serve or public utility to the project.

The City of Rancho Cordova is the Lead Agency for this project.

All other agencies with jurisdiction over the project would be responsible agencies. As set forth
in CEQA Guidelines Section 15381:

‘Responsible Agency” means a public agency which proposes to carry out or approve a
project, for which a Lead Agency is preparing or has prepared an EIR or Negative
Declaration. For the purposes of CEQA, the term “Responsible Agency” includes all
public agencies other than the Lead Agency which have discretionary approval over the
project.

Except as set forth in CEQA Guidelines Section 15050 and 15096 and subject to the
requirements set forth in these two sections of the CEQA Guidelines, a responsible agency is
required to use the environmental document prepared by the lead agency in its consideration of
a project.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

For this project, the Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo) would be a
responsible agency.

13 PURPOSE AND ORGANIZATION OF THE DOCUMENT

The purpose of this Initial Study/Negative Declaration is to evaluate the potential environmental
impacts of the proposed project. ;

This document is divided into the following sections:

1.0 Introduction — Provides an introduction and describes the purpose and organization of
this document.

2.0 Project Description — Provides a detailed description of the proposed project.

3.0 Environmental Setting, Impacts and Mitigation Measures — Describes the
environmental setting for each of the environmental subject areas (as described in
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines), evaluates a range of impacts classified as
“no impact,” “less than significant,” or “potentially significant” in response to the
environmental checklist, and provides mitigation measures, where appropriate, to
mitigate potentially significant impacts to a less than significant level.

4.0 Cumulative Impacts — Provides a discussion of cumulative impacts of this project.
5.0 Determination — Provides the environmental determination for the project.

6.0 Report Preparation and Consultations — |dentifies staff and consultants responsible
for preparation of this document.

7.0 References — Provides a list of references used to prepare the IS/ND.
1.4 REGULATORY FRAMEWORK AND ASSUMPTIONS

The City of Rancho Cordova was incorporated July 1, 2003. At that time, the City adopted
Sacramento County's General Plan by reference until the formal adoption of its own General
Plan. On June 26, 2006 the City adopted its first General Plan and certified the Environmental
Impact Report for the General Plan at that time (State Clearinghouse Number 2005022137).
The proposed project is subject to the policies and designations of the City of Rancho Cordova
General Plan (hereafter referred to as the General Plan). Earlier draft versions of the General
Plan are no longer valid and were not considered when determining the proposed project's
consistency with City Policies.

For the purposes of this document, GP-EIR refers to the entirety of the General Plan EIR, GP
FEIR refers to the Final EIR for the General Plan, and GP DEIR refers to the Draft EIR for the
General Plan.

SOI Annexation and Prezoning City of Rancho Cordova
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

2.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND

The City of Rancho Cordova (City) incorporated in July of 2003. This triggered the requirement
to adopt a complete General Plan. The City of Rancho Cordova General Plan process began in
May 2004. On March 13, 2006, the City released the public draft General Plan and Draft
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for a 63-day review period. The General Plan and the
General Plan EIR were adopted by the City Council in June 2006. The proposed annexation
area was established by LAFCo as part of the City's Sphere of Influence (SOI) at the time of
incorporation of the City of Rancho Cordova.

v & PROJECT LOCATION AND EXISTING CONDITIONS

The annexation area consists of approximately 748 acres of land equal to the City's existing
Sphere of Influence. The annexation area is located adjacent to the northeastern portion of the
City of Rancho Cordova, in eastern Sacramento County (County). The annexation area is
shown in Figure 2-1.

The annexation area is bounded by Sunrise Boulevard to the west, Highway 50 to the north,
Hazel Avenue to the east, and portions of Sanders Drive, Gold Valley Drive and White Rock
Road to the south, as well as portions of the Folsom South Canal to the south and east. The
annexation area is mostly urbanized. A limited supply of vacant land is located in the
annexation area along the south side of Folsom Boulevard. Retail commercial and light
industrial represent the majority of existing uses, with retail establishments fronting along
Folsom and Sunrise Boulevards. Most industrial establishments are found along the internal
road network within the southern and western aspects of the annexation area. The existing land
uses within the annexation area are shown in Figure 2-2.

2.3 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Annexation of the area to the City of Rancho Cordova would transfer land use authority for the
area to the City, replacing existing land use regulation by Sacramento County and the County’s
planning and zoning designations. As shown in Figure 2-3, the Sacramento County General
Plan designates the majority of the annexation area as Intensive Industrial. The current
Sacramento County zoning designations for the annexation area are shown in Figure 2-4.

- As shown in Figure 2-6, the annexation area is located within two Planning Areas that were
analyzed for buildout potential in the General Plan EIR.

According to the General Plan, the Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area includes the
many commercial and industrial uses south of Highway 50 along the Sunrise corridor, stretching
as far south as Douglas Road. The existing uses include a cluster of auto dismantling and
recycling west of Sunrise at the south end of the Planning Area and home improvement and
building materials uses east of Sunrise. This area will serve as a gateway to the new residential
communities in the southeast portion of the City. Target uses for this area include industrial,
office mixed-use, and commercial mixed-use. Limited industrial uses will continue to be a viable
and appropriate use in some portions of the Planning Area. Office mixed-use is primarily
business and professional office development that may include commercial and/or residential
use. Similarly, commercial mixed-use is primarily retail and service commercial development
that may include office and/or residential use. The Land Plan for this area is shown in Figure
LU-31 of the General Plan. Land use designations within the annexation area include Light
Industrial, Office Mixed Use, and Commercial Mixed Use designations, which establish a vision
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

for transition to lighter industrial uses and conversion of some areas to other uses. The northern
portion of the Planning Area, which is within the annexation area, is also designated as
Convention Overlay with a vision for a future convention center and related and supportive
uses. The City will develop programs/policies to support the natural evolution of this area to
ensure the continued economic vitality of this area. Non-conforming provisions for existing uses
in this area will allow for the continuation of industrial uses and conditional expansion of
industrial uses where mitigation measures ensure compatibility with the evolving nature of this
area.

The City encourages continued clustering of building materials and home improvement
industries in the northwest portion of the Planning Area. Additionally, the City supports the
creation of a district and/or development of a trade center or trade mart for these businesses to
showcase their wares.

At full buildout, the entire Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area, which encompasses 995
acres and portions of the annexation area, would employ up to 14,436 people.

According to the General Plan, the Folsom Boulevard Planning Area will serve as the high-
intensity development center of the City. Target land uses for this area include a series of
Transit-Oriented and Regional Town Centers strategically located at light rail stations and
freeway interchanges. These designations, along with other commercial nodes along Folsom
Boulevard will serve as catalysts for redevelopment of this corridor. Residential and Office
Mixed-Use designations will provide additional housing opportunities and developments that
support transit ridership. The tallest buildings with residential densities near 80 units per acre
will be developed here in a mixed-use setting (overall average density assumed is 20 units per
acre). Development will take advantage of the proximity and availability of Light Rail to and
from the Area. Much of the land within the Planning Area is visible from Highway 50, creating
significant opportunity for identifiable project design that contributes to the enhanced character
of the City. Utilities in this area should be placed underground and projects shall be designed to
enrich the pedestrian environment along the cohesive streetscape corridor.

At full buildout, the entire Folsom Boulevard Planning Area, which encompasses 1,629 acres
and a portion of the annexation area, would include up to 10,476 dwelling units, have a
population of up to 22,936 people and employ up to 26,704 persons.

Analysis of Prezoning

Approval of the proposed annexation and prezoning of the project area would allow for a greater
intensity of development than currently exists within the project area. The maximum allowable
development density of the annexation area under the proposed prezoning conditions would not
exceed the development intensity for the project area that was assumed in the General Plan
EIR. In other words, the General Plan EIR included an analysis of the environmental impacts of
full buildout of the annexation area, consistent with the prezoning designations proposed for this
area.

Therefore, the potential environmental impacts of buildout of the annexation area (increased
traffic, air quality impacts, demand for services, etc.) were fully addressed in the General Plan
EIR. This IS/IND focuses on any project-specific environmental effects of the proposed
annexation and prezoning that were not addressed in the GP-EIR.

SOl Annexation and Prezoning City of Rancho Cordova
Initial Study/Negative Declaration February 2007
2.0-2



2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The following actions are necessary for the implementation of the proposed project as
addressed in this Initial Study:

1. Prezoning of the annexation area with the following zoning designations:

s Commercial Mixed Use (CMU)
o Office Professional Mixed Use (OPMU)
e Office Industrial Mixed Use (OIMU)
e Light Industrial Business Park (LIBP)
e Heavy Industrial (M-2)
e Open Space (O)
e Transportation Corridor (T)
e Aerojet Special Planning Area (SPA)

The proposed pre-zoning designations are shown in Figure 2-5.

2. Obtain LAFCo approval for annexation of 748 acres, which currently lies within the City's
Sphere of Influence, into the City of Rancho Cordova. The City's General Plan will then
take effect in the annexation area, replacing the County’s General Plan. The City's
General Plan designations for the annexation area are shown in Figure 2-6.

There are no physical improvements or construction activities proposed by the annexation itself,
at this time. Future actions and development within the annexation area will be subject to
additional environmental review on a project-by-project basis. Although no improvements or
development activities are proposed in conjunction with the annexation, as shown in Figures 2-
2 and 2-5, implementation of the prezoning and annexation could result in the intensification of
land uses from those currently existing. The impacts of this intensification were evaluated in the
General Plan EIR, which has been incorporated into this document by reference. The analysis
in this IS/ND will focus on any project-specific impacts that were not adequately addressed in
the GP-EIR, and identify any impacts that may be more severe than those addressed in the GP-
EIR.

2.4 REQUIRED PROJECT APPROVALS

Prezoning Actions. The annexation area will be prezoned consistent with the land use
designations provided under the existing City General Plan. The prezoning must be approved
by the Rancho Cordova City Council. The prezoning for the annexation area is shown in Figure
2-5.

Property Tax Sharing. The City of Rancho Cordova and the County of Sacramento must arrive
at a Property Tax Sharing Agreement. The Property Tax Sharing Agreement will calculate
existing and projected taxes generated within the project area and determine a formula for
future exchanges of tax revenue between the City, County and special districts. The Property
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Tax Sharing Agreement had not been completed at the time this environmental document was
prepared.

Plan for Services. A Plan for Services demonstrates that adequate services will be provided
within the time frame needed by the inhabitants of the area included within the annexed
boundary. Government Code Section 56653 states the following requirements for the Plan for
Services: :

a) The plan for providing services shall include all of the following information and any
additional information required by the commission or the executive officer:

1) An enumeration and description of the services to be extended to the affected
territory.

2) The level and range of those services.

3) An indication of when those services can feasibly be extended to the affected
territory.

4) An indication of any improvement or upgrading of structures, roads, sewer or
water facilities, or other conditions the local agency would impose or require
within the affected territory if the change of organization or reorganization is
completed.

5) Information with respect to how those services will be financed.

Annexation. The Sacramento Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCo) must approve an
annexation to the City of Rancho Cordova to annex the project area into the corporate
boundaries of the City.

2.5 . PROJECT ASSUMPTIONS

The following assumptions are considered to be part of the Project Description, and are

included in the analyses of project-related impacts presented in this Initial Study/Negative
Declaration:

e All future development and/or redevelopment in the proposed annexation area will be in
conformance with the Rancho Cordova General Plan, Zoning Code, and other applicable
planning documents.

s All applicable fees, charges, assessments, etc., will be paid by new development.

e All construction will be accomplished in compliance with all applicable building,
plumbing, fire, and other codes, as well as with all applicable local, state, and federal
regulations.

This IS/ND is tiered from the City of Rancho Cordova General Plan EIR (GP-EIR). The planning
area analyzed in the GP-EIR included the City Limits, Sphere of Influence, and General Plan
Planning Area (GP PA). The impacts associated with implementation of the General Plan in the
annexation area were considered and mitigated as a part of the GP-EIR. The GP-EIR
programmatically discussed the area-wide consequences of implementation of the General
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Plan; this project is one component of the program level analysis found in the GP-EIR. The
proposed project is consistent with the General Plan; impacts associated with any future
development under zoning designations allowed by the General Plan would be consistent with
those evaluated in the GP-EIR. The GP-EIR determined impacts to land use, agriculture,
transportation and circulation, air quality, noise, geology and soils, hydrology and water quality,
biological resources, cultural and paleontological resources, and visual resources/light and
glare, to be significant and unavoidable.

At the time of adoption of the GP-EIR, the City Council adopted Findings of Fact and a
Statement of Overriding Considerations, which addressed all significant and unavoidable
impacts.

Impacts from the proposed project would not be greater than those identified by the GP-EIR;
therefore, the term “Less than Significant” is used in this document to indicate that impacts
created by the proposed project have been mitigated in the GP-EIR or were addressed in the
“Findings of Fact and a Statement of Overriding Considerations,” adopted on June 26, 2006.

The proposed project creates the potential for future projects to create significant impacts; such
as, incompatibility with existing land uses, traffic and circulation impacts, air quality impacts,
biological impacts, etc. The GP and GP-EIR programmatically addressed the environmental
impacts of construction and redevelopment of land uses within the annexation area. As future
projects are brought forward to the City, the City will determine, at that time, whether additional
CEQA analysis is required pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines.
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND MITIGATION MEASURES

3.1

INTRODUCTION

This section provides an evaluation of the potential environmental impacis of the proposed
project, including the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Mandatory Findings of
Significance. There are 16 specific environmental issues evaluated in this chapter. Cumulative
impacts to these issues are evaluated in Section 4.0. The environmental issues evaluated in
this chapter include:

Aesthetics Land Use Planning
Agriculture Mineral Resources
Air Quality Noise

Biological Resources

Culiural Resources

Geology and Soils

Hazards & Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality

Population and Housing
Public Services

Recreation
Transportation/Circulation
Utilities and Services Systems

e ©& @ L] 2 @ -] L

For each issue area, one of four conclusions is made:

No Impact: No project-related impact to the environment would occur with project
development;

Less than Significant Impact: The proposed project would not result in a substantial
and adverse change in the environment. This impact level does not require mitigation
measures;

lLess than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporation: The proposed project
would result in an environmental impact or effect that is potentially significant, but the
incorporation of mitigation measure(s) would reduce the project-related impact to a less
than significant [evel; or,

Potentially Significant Impact: The proposed project would result in an environmental
impact or effect that is potentially significant. If there are one or more “Potentially
Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

Reviewed Under Previous Document: The impact has been adequately addressed
in previous environmental documents, and further analysis is not required. The
discussion will include reference to the previous documents.

City of Rancho Cordova . S0 Annexation and Prezoning
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND MITIGATION MEASURES

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by the project, involving
at least one impact that is a “Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation !ncorporation” or
“Potentially Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document” as indicated by the checklist on
the foilowing pages.

Aesthetics Hazards & Hazardous Materials [ ] Public Services
Agriculturat Resources HydrologyMWater Quality Recreation
Alr Quality Land Use and Planning Transportation/Traffic

Biological Resources Minerat Resources Utilifies & Service Systems

OO0

Cultural Resources Noise Mandatory Findings of Significance

oo
OO0 OdL

Geology and Sails Papulation and Housing

PURPOSE OF THIS INITIAL STUDY

This Initial Study has been prepared consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15063, to
determine if the annexation and prezoning project, as proposed, may have a significant effect
upon the environment. This document incorporates both an Initial Study and a Negative
Declaration (IS/ND). The discussion below demonstrates that there are no potentially
significant impacts identified that cannot be mitigated to a less than significant level or impacts
that have not been fully addressed under a previous environmental document. Therefore, an
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is not warranted.

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 cited. A *“No Impact’ answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply
does not apply to a project like the one involved (e.g. the project falls outside a fault
rupture zone). A "No Impacf® answer should be explained where it is based on project-
specific factors as well as general standards.

2) Al answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as
on-site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect, and construction as well as
operational impacts,

3) A “Less than Significant Impact” applies when the proposed project would not result in a
substantial and adverse change in the environment. This impact level does not require
mitigation measures.

4y “Potentially Significant Impact’ is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an
effect is significant, If there are one or more *Pofentially Significant Impact” entries when
the determination is made, an EIR is required.

5) “Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporation” applies where the
incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant
Impact’ to a "Less than Significant Impact’. The initial study must describe the mitigation
measures and bifefly explain how they reduce the efiect to a less than significant level.

'SOI Annexation and Prezoning City of Rancho Cordova
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND MITIGATION MEASURES

6) “Reviewed Under Previous Document’ applies where the impact has been evaluated
and discussed in a previous document. Discussion will include reference to the previous
documents. If an impact is reviewed under a previous document, an impact of
“Potentially Significant” does not necessarily reguire an EIR. If the Program EIR
identified a significant and upavoidable impact, and the proposed project was
adequately described in the Program EIR, an impact of “Potentially Significant/Reviewed
Under Previous Document” does not require an EIR, pursuant to Pub. Res. Code
Section 21083.3.

7) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program Environmental
Impact Report, or other CEQA process, an impact has been adequately analyzed in an
earlier EIR or negative declaration.

City of Rancho Cordova SO1 Annexation and Prezoning
Febryary 2007 Initial Study/Negative Declaration
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND MITIGATION MEASURES

. " LessThan Reviewed
- Potentlally Significant Less Than No Und
Significant Impact with Significant I ¢ P Ger
Impact Mitigation Impaet mpaz reviols
Incorporation Document
I AESTHETICS  Would the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ] P 7] ] X
by Substantially damage scenic resocurces, including, but not .
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings [] [ [ X X
within a state scenic highway?
¢) Substantially degrads the existing visusl character or R v
quaiity of the site and its surroundings? D D D
d} Create a new source of substantial light or glare that would g
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? ] D i D X

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The Rancho Cordova General Plan

b)

Environmental Impact Report {(GP-EIR) identified that impacts to scenic vistas within the City
would be less than significant (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-8). The primary scenic vistas identified
within the City occur along the American River in the vicinity of the American River Parkway
Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-6). The American River Parkway Plan is currently under the
jurisdiction of the Sacramento County Municipal Services Agency Department of Regional
Parks, Recreation, and Open Space. Because the American River Parkway Plan is not
under the jurisdiction of the City, the American River Parkway cannot be modified by
development projects in the City.

The annexation area is largely urbanized and developed with no identified scenic views
visible from any portion of the area. Therefore, implementation of the proposed annexation
and prezoning would have no impact on scenic vistas.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR found that there were no
highways within the General Plan Planning Area (GP PA) that were designated by State or
local agencies as “scenic highways” (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-8).

As identified above, the Rancho Cordova GP PA does not contain any state designated
scenic highways. The annexation area is within the GP PA. Therefore, the proposed
annexation and prezoning would have no impact associated with scenic highways.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Documeni. Impacts relating to the
alteration of scenic resources in the City were identified in the GP-EIR and were
predominantly associated with the urbanization of the rural and undeveloped portions of the
City and areas east of the incorporated boundaries (GP DEIR, pp. 4.13-8 through 4.13-10).
Impacts of the General Plan to visual resources were found to be significant and
unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-10).

The annexation area currently consists of industrial and commercial development with the
potential for new development and infill redevelopment in accordance with the City's
General Plan. Redevelopment of the annexation area per the General Plan may include a

SOl Annexation and Prezoning City of Rancho Cordova
Initial Study/Negative Declaration February 2007
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND MITIGATION MEASURES

mix of high-density residential/office mixed use, transit oriented development, commercial,
office and retail mixed use, with some industrial uses being allowed to continue or expand.
This redevelopment potential could result in altering the existing visual character of the area.
implementation of the proposed annexation and prezoning would encourage new
development and redevelopment activities that could alter the visual character of the
annexation area. However, any impacts to the scenic character of the annexation area
would not be greater than those impacts previously addressed in the GP-EIR. Therefore,
this is considered a less than significant impact.

d) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Impacts relating to fight and
glare were identified in the GP-EIR and were related to both reflective glare from new
structures built under the General Plan and the introduction of new sources of light
associated with development and redevelopment of the City (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-13). Areas
of the City and the City's Planning Area that are currently undeveloped would see the
majority of the impact due to the current lack of refiective surfaces and light sources in
undeveloped areas (GP DEIR, p. 4.13-14). Due fo design guidelines adopted by the City
and adherence to City Policy UD.4.2, impacts of the General Plan due to light and glare
were found to be less than significant.

Future development and redevelopment of the annexation area could introduce new
sources of daytime glare and change levels of nighttime lighting and illumination. Though
the proposed project could result in redevelopment that would introduce new sources of
daytime glare, and change nighttime lighting and illumination levels in the annexation area,
the proposed project would not increase impacts to lighting over the impacts previously
discussed in the General Plan and GP-EIR. Therefere, the impacts from the annexation and
prezoning would be less than significant.

City of Rancho Cordova SOf Annexation and Prezoning
February 2007 Initial Study/Negative Declaration
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- " 'Less Than Reviswed
Potentlatly Significant Less Than Ne U 'Z &
Significant Impeet with |, Signiflcant | ¢ P noer

Impact Nitigation Impact mpac revious
Incorporation Document

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 (1987), 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, Unigue Farmland, or Farmiand
of Statewide Importance (Farmiand}, as shown on the .
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmiand Mapping and [] ] L] X ]
Monitoring Program of the Celifornia Resources Agency,
to non-agricultural use?
by Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 7 Ve
Williamson Act contract? ‘ D D D P E
c) Involve other changes in the existing environment, which

due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of U] P |:| <
Farmland to non-agriculiural use?

Bd
i

DIscUsSION OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified that a significant

c)

amount of Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmland, and Farmland of Statewide Importance would
be lost with urban development of previously undeveloped portions of the City and of the
City Planning Area outside the incorporated boundaries (GP-DEIR, p. 4.2-17 through 4.2-
18). Impacts from buildout of the General Plan were found to be significant and
unavoidable.

The Important Farmland Map for Sacramento County designates the annexation area as
Urban and Built-up Land, and Other Land as shown in Figure 4.2-1 of the GP DEIR. There
would be no impact to Important Farmlands as a result of the proposed project.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Just as with other types of farmland, the
GP-EIR identified impacts to farmiand currently under Williamson Act Contracts (GP-DEIR,
pp. 4.2-22 through 4.2-23). Impacts from implementation of the General Plan {o Williamson
Act land were found fo be significant and unavoidable due fo the significant loss of such land
at buildout of the General Plan.

Although the GP-EIR identified significant and unavoidable impacts to Willamson Act
contracts, there are no agriculturally zoned land uses within the annexation area, and
therefore are no existing zoning conflicts with agricultural uses. Additionally, Williamson Act
lands do not exist within the annexation area. Implementation of the proposed annexation
wotld have no impaect.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR stated that impacts could
occur to agricultural land uses as a result of urbanization of adjacent areas to operating
agricultural operations (GP DEIR, p. 4.2-20). Placing urban development immediately
adjacent to agricultural uses can potentially result In interface conflicts between the uses,
which could ultimately result in cessation of agricultural uses in those locations (GP DEIR,
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND MITIGATION MIEASURES

pp. 4.2-20 through 4.2-21).  Impacts to agriculture as a result of these interface conflicts
from implementation of the General Plan would be significant and unavoidable.

Although the GP-EIR identified agricultural interface conflicts as significant and unavoidable,
there are no operating agricultural uses that exist in the annexation area or adjacent area.
Therefore, the proposed annexation and prezoning would have no impact to adjacent
agricultural uses.

City of Rancho Cordova SOI Annexation and Prezoning
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Less Than

Potentialty Significant Less Than No REU";‘(-';:‘:E'

Significant impact with Significant Ioact Previ
Impact Mitlgation Impact mpa revious
Incorparation ' Document

. AIR QUALITY  Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management or air
poliution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project:
a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable LY v
air quality plan? D D X D X
b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially D |:| 4 D I

to an existing or projacteq air quality violation?

c) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria polfutant for which the project region is in non-
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air |:| J:]
quality standard (including releasing emissions that exceed
guantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant v
concentrations? D D |E I:] <
e) Creale objaectionable odors affecting a substantial number 4
of people? . D D E] D <

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The Sacramento region is
currently out of compliance with federai requirements for 8-hour ozone air quality standards
and 1-hour ozone air quality standards. The region is in compliance with all other emissions
standards. SMAQMD released the final “Sacramento Regional Nenattainment Area 8-Hour
Ozone Rate-of-Progress Plan” {Ozone Plan) in February 2006. According to the GP-EIR,
projected buildout of the General Plan Planning Area would be consistent with the
assumptions used during preparation of the Ozone Plan (GP FEIR, pp. 4.0-5 through 4.0-6).
However, because there currently exists no feasible methods to completely offset air
poliutant emission increases from land uses under the General Plan, the impact of the
General Plan was considered to be significant and unavoidable (GP FEIR, pp. 4.0-6).

The proposed annexation and prezoning would have no direct impacts to air guality,
however since the annexation area is located in the GP PA, some of the projected growth
has the potential {o take place within the annexation area and could result in impacts to air
quality. Any impacts created by future redevelopment projects within the annexation area
would be mitigated by complying with the applicable mitigation measures identified in the Air
Quality section of the GP DEIR. Additicnally, future projects within the annexation area
could be subject to additional environmental review under CEQA, as determined by the City
at the time of project submittal, and specific project-related impacts to air quality would be
identified and mitigated. Approval of the prezoning and annexation could result in an
intensification of land uses greater than those that currently existing. Intensified tand uses
result In greater numbers of vehicle trips, which increases the output of criteria pollutants.
However, the intensification of land uses that may occur as a result of project approval
would not exceed the land use density assumptions that were used during preparation of the
GP-EIR. Therefore, the project would not result in air guality impacts greater than those
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND MITIGATION MEASURES

b)

addressed in the GP-EIR. Therefore, impacts to air quality from the proposed annexation
and prezoning wouild be less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
air quality impacts from both construction and operation of new development in the City (GP
DEIR, pp. 4.6-17 through 4.6-26). While policies, actions, and mitigation was included in the
EIR, development in the General Plan Planning Area would still be intensified from current
conditions. Therefore, significant and unavoidable impacts were expected as a result of the
implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.6-20 and 4.6-26).

The GP and GP-EIR programmatically addressed the environmental impacts of construction
and redevelopment of land uses within the annexation area. As future projects are brought
forward 1o the City, the City will determine, at that time, whether additional CEQA analysis is
required pursuant to State CEQA Guidelines. [In addition, any impacts created from the
proposed annexation and prezoning would not be greater than those impacts previously
addressed in the GP-EIR., Therefore, impacts to air guality from constructlon and operation
activities would be less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified that
increases in Ozone precursors (NOx and ROG) would result in significant and unavoidable
impacts on the region’s status of nonattainment (GP DEIR, pp. 4.6-17 through 4.6-26). See
discussions a) and b) above for more information on the GP-EIR findings related to ozone
precursors,

The proposed annexation and prezoning would not result in a cumuiatively considerable nst
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the Sacramento region is in non-attainment under
an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard; therefore, impacts are considered
less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Sensitive receptors are those
parts of the population that can be severely impacted by air pollution. Sensitive receptors
include children, the elderly, and the infirm. The GP-EIR identified potential impacts fo
sensitive receptors due to both mobile and stationary sources of toxic air contaminants
(TACs) and odors. Impacts of the General Plan from TACs were reduced by City Policies
and Action Items, but the impact remained significant and unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.6-
31). Impacts to sensitive receptors from exposure to odors were reduced by City Policies
and Action ltems to a less than significant level (GP DEIR, p. 4.6-33).

Existing land uses within the annexation area do not currently include typical sensitive
receptors. However, the redevelopment potential for the area as a resuit of the annexation
could include some mixed used residential components that wouid lead to an increase in the
total number of potential sensitive receptors. Since the annexation area is located in the GP
PA, future development must be consistent with the General Plan. Impacts from the
proposed annexation and prezoning would not be greater than those identified in the GP-
EIR. Therefore, impacts from substantial poliutant concentrations on sensitive receptors
from the proposed annexation and prezoning are considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Documeni. See discussion d) above.

The proposed annexation and prezoning could lead fo future development and
redevelopment within the annexation area. Certain existing uses could create objectionable

City of Rancho Cordova ) S80I Annexation and Prezoning
February 2007 initial Study/Negative Declaration

3.0-8
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odors for any new population growth in the area. In addition, prezoning would encourage a
long-term change in uses from industrial to residential/commercial/office mixed use in most
of the annexation area, which has the potential to create short-term incompatibility if odor
sensitive uses are located near existing industrial uses, but would result in long-term
compatibility. Since the annexation area is located within the GP PA, the impacts from the
annexation and prezoning would not be greater than those identified under the GP-EIR.
Therefore, impacts from objectionable odors from the proposed annexation and prezoning
are considered less than significant.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
Incorporation

Lees Than
Slgnificant
Impact

No
tmpact

Reviewed
Under
Previous
Document

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Would the

project;

a)

Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat moedifications, on any species identified as
a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or
regional plans, policies or regulations, or by the California
Departmant of Fish and Game or U.5. Fish and Wildlife
Service?

[]

b)

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

c}

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, efc.), through direct removal, fliing,
hydrological interruption or other means?

d)

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

)}i

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

~or other approved

Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan,
local, regicnal or state habitat
conservation plan?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential direct and

indirect impacts to special-status species as a result of the implementation of the General
Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-34 through 4.10-48). While City Policies and Action Items would
mitigate much of the impact of General Plan implementation, widespread development of
undeveloped portions of the General Plan Planning Area as well as construction of the
Circulation Plan would result in a net loss of biological resources. “Therefore, the General
Plan was found to resuit in significant and unavoidable impacts to special-status species
(GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-43 and 4.10-48).

There are no identified endangered, threatened, rare, proposed, or candidate status plant
andfor animal species present in the annexation area. [mplementation of the proposed
annexation and prezoning would not result in direct or indirect loss of habitat; therefore
there would be nc impact to special-status plant and/or animal species.

City of Rancho Cordova
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by No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion a) above for information

on identified impacts of the General Plan on special-status species. The GP-EIR combined
discussion of special-status species impacts to include impacts to habitat as well as
individuals of special-status species. Impacts to habitat from the implementation of the
General Plan occurred for the same reasons and in the same intensity as impacis to
individuals of any special-status species (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-34 through 4.10-48).

The annexation area is urbanized and any natural habitats have been disturbed. The
existing cover types of high-density development, mine tailings and aqueduct (see Figure
4.10-1 of the GP DEIR) have limited functions to support foraging habitat for migratory birds
and other wildlife. Future development within the annexation area would not have a major
adverse effect on riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities; therefore, the
proposed annexation and prezoning would result in no impact.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR addressed
potential direct and indirect impacts to Jurisdictional Waters of the U.S. (Jurisdictional
Waters) as a result of wide-spread development of the General Plan Planning Area (GP
DEIR, pp. 4.10-52 through 4.10-56). Policies and Action items included in the General Plan
would reduce impacts to Jurisdictional Waters, especially Policy NR.2.1 which requires "no
net loss” of wetlands (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-56). While no net loss of wetlands will occur
regionally, some loss of Jurisdictional Waters will occur within the General Plan Planning
Area (Ibid.). Because of this local loss of Jurisdictional Waters, the impact of the General
Plan was found to be significant and unavoidable (Ibid.).

There have been no jurisdictional waters identified in the annexation area. Any future
development could be subject fo additicnal environmental review under CEQA, as
determined by the City at the time of project submittal. Therefore, impacis to jurisdictional
waters are considered less than significant.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Impacts to habitat for raptors and other
nesting birds were addressed in the GP-EIR (GP-DEIR, pp. 48 through 4.10-52). Raptors
are protected by the California Department of Fish and Game and are considered a special-
status species under CEQA. Just as with impacts to habitat for other special-status species,
wide-spread development of the City and the General Plan Pianning Area would result in a
net oss of raptor and nesting habitat and a significant and unavoidable impact was
expected (GP DEIR, pp. 52). Discussion of impacts to movement corridors was also
included in the GP-EIR (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-56 through 4.10-81). Development of greenfield
areas of the General Plan Planning Area would change the biological condition and
characteristics of the area, resulting in changes in animal movement throughout the area
(GP DEIR, p. 4.10-58). While City Policies and Action ltems would reduce this impact, loss
and/or medification of movement corridors would still occur and the impact of the General
Plan would be significant and unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-81).

Any natural habitat within the annexation area has been disturbed, so future development
within this area would not interfere with the movement of native resident or migratory wildlife
species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors. The proposed
annexation and prezening would have no impact on wildlife movement corridors.

No impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential impacts to
frees from implementation of the General Flan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-61 and 4.10-62).
Development of greenfield areas of the City and the General Plan Planning Area could
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potentially result in the removal of special-status, landmark, and other trees (GP DEIR, p.
4.10-61). Landmark and oak frees would be adequately protected by City Policies and
Action ltems, as well as large wooded areas and urban frees. However, some loss of native
trees would occur and the overall impact to trees from implementation of the General Plan
would be significant and unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-62),

There have been few frees identified in the annexation area. In addition, any new
development within the annexation area wouid have to comply with all local policies or
ordinances protecting biclogical resources, as well as adhere to General Plan policies and
action items. Therefore the proposed annexation and prezoning wouid not conflict with any
adopted local policies and considered to have no impact.

f) No Impaci/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR addressed potential impacts
related to confiicts between the General Plan and any adopted habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-62 and 4.10-63). While the South
Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) and the Vernal Pool Recovery Plan are
currently being prepared by the County and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (respectively),
no such plans have been adopted (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-83). Since the annexation area is
within the GP PA, there are also no conservation plans that cover this area. Therefore,
there is no impact to adopted plans.

City of Rancho Cordova S0! Annexation and Prezoning
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Less Than . Reviewed
. Potentially | = Significant l.ess Than N Under
Slgnificant Impact with Slgnificant | . i o ' Prevl
Impact - Mitigation Impact mpac revious
_ Incorporation Document
V. CULTURAL RESOURCES Would the project:
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of S =
a historical resource as dafined in Section 15064,57 L] [l B D X
b) Cause a substanfial adverse change in the significance of 7 _
an archaeojogical resource pursuant to Section 15064.57 D D X D E
c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique pafeontologicai 7 7
resource or site or unique gecloglcal featura? D D had D X
d} Disturb any human remains, including those interred ' =
outside of formal cemeteries? D D E D X

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document.

The GP-EIR identified that

known and unknown historic resources within the Rancho Cordova Planning Area could
potentially be impacted by implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.11-9
through 4.11-14). These Iimpacts were primarily associated with development in
undeveloped areas and impacts to unknown resources in portions of the General Plan
Planning Area that have not been studied. Rancho Cordova Policies mitigated some of the
potential impacts to historical resources. However, as many resources could be located
within the General Plan Planning Area that are previously unknown, accidental impacts may
still occur and the impact of the General Plan was considered significant and unavoidable
(GP DEIR, pp. 4.11-14).

The area adjacent fo the annexation area contains dredge mining/tailings spanning the
southern section betwesen Sunrise Boulevard on the east and Sunrise Park Drive on the
west, and the Folsom South Canal fo the north. Though this area is designated as a mining
district, the dredge tail minings are not of sufficient age to be considered for inclusion in the
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) or the California Register of Historic Places
(CRHP). Historic and cultural resources research undertaken for the GP-EIR identified five
sites located within the annexation area:

s CA-SAC-308-H: Dredge tail minings (P-34-335) — (not evaluated)

e CA-SAC-308-H: Southern Pacific Raifroad, Fair Oaks Spur - (evaluated in 1985 and
deemed "ineligible™)

¢ Folsom Boulevard - (recognized as historically significant to local government)
e« 12395 Folsom Boulevard — Fire Station # 63 — (“ineligible™)

e Whiterock Road; 0.2 miles east of Whiterock Road/Sunrise Boulevard — 15 Mile House
{demolished) ~ (State Historic Landmark # 658)
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b)

c)

d}

Cther than Folsom Boulevard, which is only of significance to local government, none of the
other four sites are of historical significance. Future urban development along Folsom
Boulevard due to the proposed annexation and prezoning would not resuft in any impacts
greater than those previously analyzed in the GP-EIR.

Therefore, impacts to existing historical resources from the proposed annexation and
prezoning are considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion a) above.
There are no known archeological rescurces in the annexation area, which is wholly
urbanized. Though future construction activity has the potential to discover archeological
resources, urban development due to the proposed annexation and prezoning would not
result in any impacts greater than those previously analyzed in the GP-EIR. Impacts to
archeological resources from the proposed annexation and prezoning would be less than
significant. ‘

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified possible
impacts to paleontological resources as a result of implementation of the General Plan (GP
DEIR, p. 4.11-14). However, no such paleontological resources were identified in the
Rancho Cordova General Plan Planning Area and City policy would protect unknown
resources. For these reasons, the impact of the General Plan was found to be less than
significant (GP DEIR, p. 4.11-15).

Impacts to paleontological resources were found to be less than significant within the GP
PA, which includes the annexation area. Any future development resulting from the
proposed annexation and prezoning could be subject to additional environmental review
under CEQA, as determined by the City at the time of project submittal. Impacts to
paleontological resources resulting from the proposed annexation and prezoning are
considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previcus Document. The discussion in the GP-EIR
concerning historic resources impacts inciuded discussion of potential impacts to human
remains [see discussion a) above]. Impacts were the same in that known resources were
adequately protected but unknown human remains outside established cemeteries could
potentially be affected. Therefore, significant and unavoidable impacts as a resuli of
General Plan implementation were expected (GP DEIR, p. 4.11-14).

The annexation area is mostly built out and preliminary research indicates that the area
does not contain any known sites for human remains. There are no formal cemeteries
located in the annexation area, However, as a result of the proposed annexation and
prezoning, future development of the area and related construction activity has the potential
to disturb undiscovered human remains. Potential impacts to human remains have been
previously identified as significant and unavoidable within the GP PA, which includes the
annexation area. Therefore, any additional impacts to undiscovered human remains from
the proposed annexation and prezoning are considered less than significant.
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Less Than Reviewed
Potentlalty Significant Less Than o Und
Significant | Impact with Slgnificant i " Pravi or
Impact Mitigation ~ Impact mpac D revious
Incorporation eument
Vi GEOLOGY AND SOILS  Would the project:
a) Expose people or structures to potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or death,
involving:
iy Rupture of a known earthquake faulf, as delineated
on the most recent Alquist-Priole Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the 7 ;
area or hased on other substantial evidence of a D D iy D E]
known fault? Refer to Division of Mines and
Geology Special Publication 42.
i)  Strong seismic ground shaking? [] [] X ]
iii)y Seismic-related ground failure, including
liguefaction? D [] K D EE
iv) Landslides? ] [] [] []
b) Resultin substantia! soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? ] L] [
c) Be located on a geclogic unit or soil that is unstabie, or
that would become unstable as a result of the project, and e
potentialty result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral [ ] X [] Y
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
d) Be located on expansive soll, as defined in Table 18-1-B
of the Uniform Building Code {1984), creating substantizl [ N X ] o
risks to life or property?
8) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of
septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of D D D E X
wastewater?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Pravious Document. The GP-EIR stated that
significant seismic shaking was not a concern within the Rancho Cordova General
Flan Planning Area as there are no active faults within Sacramento County and
because the City is not located within an Alquist-Priolo earthquake hazard zone (GP
DEIR, p. 4.8-19). However, some minor seismic shaking is a possibility as the City is
located within Seismic Zone 3, which is considered an area of relatively low ground
shaking potential (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-20). Acdherence to City policies as well as the
California Building Code {CBC) and the Uniform Building Code (UBC) would ensure
less than significant impacts as a result of implementation of the General Plan (GP
DEIR, p. 4.8-21).

The annexatiocn area also falls within Seismic Zone 3. Any future development
activities would be required to adhere to the standards set forth by the CBC and UBC,
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as well as General Plan Pglicies and Action items for seismic safely. Impacts resuiting
from the proposed annexation and prezoning would be less than significant.

i) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion under i)
above.

iy Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified
that seismic shaking was not a concern in the City [see discussion i} above].
Liguefaction is the process in which water is combined with unconsolidated soils as a
result of seismic activities invelving ground motions and pressure. Without strong
ground motion, liqguefaction is unlikely. Additionally, the water table is generally too
low in the areas of the City to pravide enough moisture for liquefaction to occur (GP
DEIR, p. 4.8-20). Therefore, the impact created by General Plan implementation
was found to be less than significant.

The annexation area does not contain soils suitable for liquefaction or seismic
ground shaking. Any fulure development could be subject to additional
environmental review under CEQA, as determined by the City at the time of project
submittal. As a result, impacts related to liquefaction and seismic ground shaking
from the proposed annexation and prezoning are considered less than significant.

iv) No Impact. The annexation area is flat and previously disturbed. There are no
hillslopes in the area and no potential for landslides. Therefore, there would be no
impact from landslides. '

b} Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
impacts related to soil erosion from implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.8-
21 through 4.8-23). These erosion impacts were generally associated with construction of
new roadways and other capital infrastructure and development of undeveloped portions of
the City and the General Plan Planning Area. Additional impacts were due to increases in
runoff due to a net increase in impervious surfaces in the City. However, compliance with
the City’s Erosion Control Ordinance and the current NPDES permit conditions for the City
would ensure that impacts resulting from implementation of the General Plan wou!d be less
than significant (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-23).

Future redevelopment within the proposed annexation area could result in consiruction and
site preparation activities. that could result in soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. Though the
proposed annexation and prezoning could resuit in the future redevelopment of this area,
the annexation area is primarilly urbanized; therefore, the proposed annexation and
prezoning would not result in impacts to soil erosion greater than those identified in the GP-
EIR. Therefore, impacts to soil erosion from the proposed annexation and prezoning are
considered less than significant.

c) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Documeni. The GP-EIR stated that
impacts relating fo soil stability as a result of implementation of the General Plan would be
minor (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-23). Primary concerns with soil stability in the City are associated
with shrink/swell potential — the potential of soils to expand during wet seasons and shrink
during dry seasons. Impacts due to soil stability would be mitigated by consistency with the
UBC and the CBC {GP DEIR, p. 4.8-24). Therefore, the impact of the implementation of the
General Plan was found to be less than significant.

City of Rancho Cordova 50! Annexation and Prezoning
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The proposed annexation and prezoning could result in the future development and
redevelopment of this area; however, impacts from unsiable soil properfies within the
annexation area would not be greater than those previously analyzed in the GP-EIR.

In addition, compliance with the City's Uniform Building Code and California Building Code
would ensure that unstable soil related impacts due to the proposed annexation and
prezohing are less than significant.

d) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion c) above.

e) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previcus Document. The GP-EIR identified potential soils
impacts of the General Plan related to the use of aliernative wastewater handling systems
such as septic systems resulting from development of residential ots of two acres or more
(GP DEIR, pp. 4.8-24 through 4.8-26). The portions of the Rancho Cordova General Plan
Planning Area that could contain such lots exist outside the City boundaries in the outlying
Planning Areas. For residential development with lots less than fwo acres in size, City
palicy requires the use of the public sewer system (GFP DEIR, p. 4.8-26).

The annexation area is currently served by the County Sanitation District CSD-1 (CSD-1).
Future development within the annexation area would continue to be served by CSD-1;
therefore, there would be no requirement for the additional approval and installation of septic
systems or alternative wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, no impact would occur as
a result of the proposed annexation and prezoning.

S0/ Annexation and Prezening City of Rancho Cordova
Initial Study/Negative Declaration February 2007
3.0-18



3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND MITIGATION MEASURES

Less Than Reviewad
Potentially Stgnificant Less Than M Under
Significant Impact with Significant 1 0 " Provi
Impact Mitigation Impact mpac D;E:n:z:lt
Incorporation

VIi. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALSWould the project:;

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

by Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and R
accident conditions involving the release of hazardous D [] [E D X
materials into the environment?

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

d) Be located on a site which is inciuded on 2z iist of
hazardous materials sifes compiled pursuant to
Government Code § B5962.5 and, as a result, would it [] n 4 ] X
cteate a significent hazard {o the public or the
environment?

e) For a project iocated 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 ] [] ] X ~
project result in a safely hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?

f} For a project within the vicinity of 2 private airstrip, would _
the project resuit in & safety hazard for peopie residing or D l:] D X |:|
working in the project area?

g) [mpalr implementation of, or physically interfere with, an
adopted emergency response plan or emergency ] ] [] > 4
evacuation plan? '

Ry Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wiidland fires, including whare v
wildlands are adjacent to urbanized arsas or where D D D X E
residences are intermixed with wildlands?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document, The GP-EIR identified potential

impacts to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materiais (GP DEIR, pp. 4.4-23 and 4.4-24). Impacts concerned transportation
of hazardous materials on the roadway network within the City and the routine use, starage,
and disposal of hazardous materials related to consfruction during development and
redevelopment in the City. Adherence to General Plan policies and federal, state, and local
regulations regarding hazardous material were found to reduce potential impacts of the
General Plan to a less than significant level (GP DEIR, pp. 4.4-24 and 4.4-28).

There are no approved hazardous material transportation routes within the annexation area
and the proposed annexation and prezoning would not create a significant hazard to the
public or the enviranment through the routine transport of hazardous materials. Howesver,
there are existing industrial uses in the annexation area that may currently use or dispose of
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hazardous materials. Any future non-industrial uses developed adjacent to these existing
industrial uses could be impacted from the use or disposal of hazardous materials.

However, since the annexation area is located in the GP PA, adherence to General Flan
policies, as well as federal, state, and local regulations regarding hazardous materials
transport, would reduce any impacts to less than significant. Therefore, impacts from the
use and disposal of hazardous materials due to the proposed annexation and prezoning
would be less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR described
potential impacts related to the accidental release of hazardous materials (GP DEIR, pp.
4.4-24 through 4.4-28). Primary sources of potential accidental release concerned PCB-
containing transfommers, groundwater pollution, and underground storage tanks (USTs).
Consistency with City Policies and Action ltems, as well as all applicable federal, State, and
local regulations would result in a less than significant impact from the General Plan (GP
DEIR, p. 4.4-28).

The redevelopment potential of the proposed annexation and prezoning may result in the
storage and use of hazardous materials during construction and landscaping activities,
which could lead to the accidental release of hazardous materials into the environment.
Impacts from the accidental release of hazardous materials within the annexation area were
found to be less than significant, as previously analyzed in the GP-EIR. In addition,
prezoning to residential/commercial/office mixed uses could lead to the long-term reduction
in uses potentially storing or using hazardous materials. Therefore, any additional impacts
from the accidental release of hazardous materials due to the proposed annexation and
prezoning would be considered less than significant.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR discussed the siting of public
schools as being subject to the siting reguirements of the California Department of
Education (GP-DEIR, p. 4.4-25). [n addition to CEQA review, potential school sites will be
reviewed by various agencies to ensure the new school site is safe from toxic hazards (GP-
DEIR, p. 4.4-25). General Plan policies and action items will reduce the potential impacts of
General Plan implementation from hazardous materials transport, use, and storage from
surrounding uses, including school! sites, to a less than significant level (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-
28).

There are no existing schools within the annexation area, and there are currently no new
schools proposed for the annexation area. Therefore the emission or handling or hazardous
materials, substances or waste would have no impacts on existing schools.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Pocument. The GP-EIR included
information regarding federal and State listed hazardous materials sites as well as a map of
such sites {GP DEIR, pp. 4.4-2 through 4.4-10), Thase sites included leaking underground
storage sites, groundwater contamination plumes, PCB contaminated sites related to prior
rocket engine testing (Aerojet/Gencorp), and other smaller sites (pp. 4.4-5, 4.4-6). Impact
discussions were included in discussions of accidental release of hazardous materials [see
discussion b) above] and were found to be less than significant due to compliance with
federal, State, and local laws and regulations (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-28).

The annexation area has a large number of existing indusfrial uses and it is expected that
there could be some expansion of industrial uses with the redevelopment potential under the
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o

proposed annexation and prezoning. Research undertaken for the GP-EIR located a
number of Underground Storage Tank (UST) and Leaking Underground Storage Tank
(LUST) sites in the annexation area. For the location of USTs and LUSTSs, please refer to
Figure 4.8-2 of the GF DEIR. )

Future development within the annexation area has the potential to discover additional
USTs/LUSTs. If UST/LUSTs are discovered during any phase of a project, removal is
required prior fo additional site preparation or development activities. This must be done in
accordance with California Health and Safety Code 25282 and the California State Water
Resources Control Board Underground Storage Tank Program.

Compliance with General Plan policies and action items, along with adherence to all federal,
state and local regulations regarding the use and removal of USTs/LUSTs would reduce the
potential impacts to known and unknown hazardous materials sites fo less than
significant.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified potential impacts of
development within an airport land use plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-28). The Mather Airport
CLUP Safety Resfriction Area overlies several poriions of the City, restricting development
in those areas to uses allowed within the CLUP. Adherence to General Plan policies,
federal regulations, the Comprehensive Land Use Plan, and Mather Airport Planning Area
provisions would reduce the potential for safety hazards. Therefore, the General Plan was
found to have a [ess than significant impact {(GP FEIR, p. 4.0-29).

The Mather Airport and its associated safely zones are located over two miles from the
boundaries of the annexation area. Therefore, there is no impact associated with airport
safety hazards.

No Impact. The annexation area is not located within fwo miles of any private airstrip. The
nearest private airstrip to the annexation area is the Rancho Murieta Airport, located more
than eight miles to the southeast. Additionally, per the Federai Aviation Administration's
requirements, aircraft in the airspace directly over the annexation area would be under the
control of Mather Airport's control tower, not the control tower of a private airport. Therefore,
the proposed project would have no impact associated with hazards near private airstrips.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR analyzed potential impacts
that could impair implementation or physically interfere with the Sacramento County Multi-
Hazard Disaster Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-28). The GP-EIR found that implementation of the
proposed roadway system within the General Plan would improve city recadway connectivity,
allowing for better emergency access to residences as well as evacuation routes and
resulting in a net positive effect on implementation success of the Sacramento County Mulfi-
Hazard Disaster Plan. Therefore, the General Plan was found . fo have a less than
significant impact (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-208).

The proposed annexation and prezoning would not impede the implementation of this plan.
Therefore, no impact would occur.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP EIR identified potential impacts of
safety hazards associated with wildland fires due to the construction of residential areas
adjacent to open space and natural areas (GP DEIR, pp.4.12-8). Adoption of General Plan
policies and action items, as well as required project review by the Sacramento Metropolitan
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Fire District (SMFD), would ensure minimal impacts to residential areas from wildland fires,
resulting in a less than significant impact from implementation of the General Plan (GP
DEIR, p. 4.12-10).

The proposed annexation area involves an urbanized area that would not be subject to
wildiand fire. No impact would oceur.
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Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
Impact with
Mitigation
incorporation

© Less Than

" Significant
impact

No
Impact

Reviewed
Under
Previous
Document

VIit,

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY Would the

project:

&)

Viplate any water quzlity standards or waste discharge
requirements?

[

L]

B)

Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there
would be a net deficii in aguifer volume or a jowering of the
local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of
pre-gxisting nearby wells would drop to a level which would
not support axisting land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?

L]

X

c)

Substantially alter the existing drainage pafiern of the site
or area, including through ihe alteration of the course of a
stream or river, in a8 manner, which would result in
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?

4]

d)

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site
or area, including through the alteration of the course of a
stream or river, or substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoft.in a manner that would result in
flooding on- or off-site?

8)

Create or contribute to the potential for discharge of storm
water from material storage areas, vehicle or equipment
fusiing, vehicle or eguipment maintenance {including
washing), waste handling, hazardous materials handiing or
storage, delivery areas or loading docks, or other outdoor
work areas”?

P4

Create or contribute to the potential for discharge of storm
water o impair the beneficial uses of the receiving waters
or areas that provide waler quality benefit?

L]

H

[l

4

a3

Create or contribute io the potential for the discharge of
storm water to cause significant harm on the biclogical
integrity of the waterways and water bodies?

[]

[

[]

Crzate or contribute runcff water which would exceed the
capacity of existing or planned storm weater drainzge
systems or provide substaptial additonal sources of
poliuted runoff?

Otherwise subsfantially degrade water quality?

Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as
mapped oh a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hzzard delineation
map?

X O X | K

Place within a 100-year flood hazard area struclures that
wouid impede or redirect flood flows?

X

Expose people or struciures to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving flooding, including flooding as a
result of a failure of a levee or dam?

X O 0 Xl K

x| X |4 O

X

m)

Inundation by seiche, tsunami or mudflow?

3 T O R O R | R

NN O I 1 S |

L]

X

L]
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DIscussioN OF IMPACTS

a)

“b)

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
surface and ground water quality impacts that would occur as a result of implementation of
the General Plan (GP DEIR, 4.9-34 through 4.9-40). Both impacts from implementation of
the General Plan were found to be less than significant with implerentation of City Policies
and Action ltems as well as compliance with the City’'s National Pollution Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) Permit conditions.

The proposed annexation and prezoning could result in the fufure development and
redevelopment of the apnexation area that could include construction, residential,
commercial, recreation, and landscaping practices. This could potentially impact water
quality and waste discharge requirements. However, impacts to water quality within the
annexation area due to future development would not be greater than impacts to water
quality in the overall GP PA. The GP-EIR addressed the water quality impacts related to the
full buildout of the GP PA, which includes the annexation area. Therefore, any potential
impacts to water guality in the annexation area are considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
ground water supply and recharge impacts (GP DEIR, p. 4.9-43 through 4.9-57). Both the
addition of impervious material as well as additional use of groundwater in the region would
result in significant and unavoidable impacts to groundwater levels from implementation of
the General Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.9-57).

Implementstion of the proposed annexation and prezoning would not cause groundwater
consumption to increase beyond the consumption levels considered in the GP-EIR. The
GP-EIR identified impacts from increased demand for water supply and increased
groundwater production for the GP PA as significant and unavoidable; since the annexation
area is located in the GP PA, any impacts created by future development and
redevelopment projects are considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under FPrevious Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
impacts due to erosion and siltation as a result of new development in the City and the
Planning Area (GP DEIR, p. 4.9-34 through 4.8-39). Adherence to City policies, acfion
items, the conditions of the City's NPDES permit, and the City's Erosion Control Ordinance
would result in less than significant impacts related fo erosion and siltation as a result of
implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-39).

There are no streams or rivers in the annexation area. Though the propaosed annexation
and prezoning could result in the redevelopment of the annexation area, future construction
and develepment activities would not alter the course of any streams or rivers in the area.
Future development activities could, however, involve soil disturbing activities that in turn
could result in erosion or siltation on- or off-site. Since the annexation area is lacated in the
overall GP PA, any impacts from soil disturbing activities in the annexation area would not
be greater than those previously identified in the GP-EIR. Therefore, impacts due to erosicn
and siltation are considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
impacts from flooding due fo implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.9-41
through 4.8-43}. These impacts were associated with the addition of impermeable surfacss,
primarily roads, within the City. City Policies and Action [tems would be adequate to reduce
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any flooding impacts. Therefore, the GP-EIR found that the impact of the General Plan on
flooding would be less than significant (GP DEIR, p. 4.9-43).

See discussion for c) above. The proposed annexation and prezoning proiect would not
create impacts to existing drainage patterns over what was previcusly addressed in the GP-
EIR. Therefore, impacts to existing drainage patterns would be less than significant.

e) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion a) above for
information on the GP-EIR and impacts to water quality.

The GP-EIR identified impacts to groundwater quality to be potentially significant. The GP-
EiR also determined that with implementation of General Plan policies and mitigation, these
impacts would be reduced to less than significant. Though the proposed annexation and
prezoning could result in the future redevelopment of the annexation area, future uses would
be consistent with those identified in the City's General Plan. Therefore, impacts to water
quality are considered less than significant.

fy Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussions a), b), and d)
above.

9) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion f} above.
h) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previcus Document. See discussion ¢) above,

Urban development typically includes the addition of impervious surfaces (such as roads,
parking Jots, driveways and conventional roof tops) that alter drainage conditions and storm
water runoff rates. Though the proposed annexation and prezoning would promote the
redevelopment of this area, the annexation area is primarily built-out and has few vacant
parcels that could support new development, and therefore increase the total impervious
surfaces that would substantially alter drainage conditions and storm: water runoff rates.
Therefore surface runoff rates would not increase substantially, even though large storms
may produce surface runoff that does have the potential to exacerbate existing flooding
issues, particularly along Sunrise Boulevard south of White Rock Road. Therefore, impacts
are considered less than significant.

0 Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion a) above.

iy No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR discussed impacis related to
flooding, which included consideration of housing within a 100-year flood hazard area (GP
DEIR, pp. 4.9-41 through 4.9-43). City Policies and Action tems would prevent either an
increase in the 100-year floodplain from the rasult of the construction of any structures as or
the placement of housing within the 100-year floodplain. Therefore, impacts from the
General Plan were found to be less than significant (GP DEIR, p. 4.9-43).

There is no heousing that currently exists within the annexation area. The proposed
annexation and prezoning would generate redevelopment activities and could result in the
placement of housing within the area at a later date. However, any future housing projects
would be required to adhere fo policies and action items in the General Plan regarding
development required outside the 100-year floodplain.  Therefore, there would be no
impact to placing housing in a 100-year flood hazard area.
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k) No impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion j) above.

) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussions c), d), h), ]),
and k) above for information on the GP-EIR’s findings regarding flooding impacts.

The anpexation area faces the risk of flooding mainly due to a complete failure of the
Folsom Dam. The GP-EIR however, concluded that such an event has an extremely low
probability of occurring and is not considered to be a reasonable foreseeable event.
Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant.

m) No Impact. The annexation area is not located in an area subject to seiche, tsunami or
mudflow. Therefore, no impact would ocour,
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. - Less Than - Re\/;iewed
Potentlally Significant Less Than No Under
Signiflcant Impact with Significant i .
impact Mitigatlot Impact mpact Previous
Incorporation Pocurnent
X LAND USE AND PLANNING Would the project:
a) Physically divide an existing community? D I:l D B e
b) Confiict with any applicable land use plan, policy or
regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project
(inciuding, but not limited to, the gensral plan, specific
plan, local coastal program or zoning ordinance) adopted D D D !E &
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental
effect?
c) Conflict with any applicable. habitat conservation plan or N
naturai community conservation pian? D D D 2y E

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a)

No Impact/Reviewed Under Pravious Document. The GP-EIR described possible impacts
related to the division of existing communities (GP DEIR, pp. 4.1-38 through 4.1-40), The
GP-EIR states that development and redevelopment described in the General Plan was
specifically designed so that barriers between communities would be prevented.
Additionally, City policies and action items were included in the General Plan to further
prevent divisions of communities. The GP-EIR found that impacts of implementation of the
General Plan to existing communities would be less than significant (GP DEIR, pp. 4.1-39
and 4.1-40).

Most of the annexation area is urbanized with commercial, retail, industrial and office uses
comprising the majority of current land uses. There are no residential uses within the
annexation area and as such, this area does not have an established residential community.
New development, reinvestment and infill for the future development and redevelopment of
the annexation area, as proposed under the City's General Plan would not result in adverse
environmental impacts or substantial changes in the character of existing land uses, since
the goals, policies and action items proposed under the City's General Plan seek to
enhance and improve these areas. [mplementation of the proposed annexation and
prezoning would not result in the physical division of established communities and this is
considered to have no impact.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR included discussion of
potential impacts to adopted land use plans, policies, and reguiations of other jurisdictional
agencies in the area (GP DEIR, 4.1-46 through 4.1-56). Conflicts were identified between
the General Plan and the Sacramento Counily General Pian and the Mather Aimport
Comprehensive Land Use Plan (Mather CLUP). While City policies were included in the
General Plan to reduce these conflicts, significant and unavoidable conflicts were expected
as a result of implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.1-56; GP FEIR, p. 4.0-4).

The majority of the proposed annexation area is urbanized and built out with commercial,
industrial, and office uses. Proposed land uses along the Folsom Boulevard corridor would
include residential and office mixed use development, while the planned land uses for the
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portion of the annexation area south of Folsom Boulevard and east of Sunrise Boulevard
would include office and commercial mixed use with some limited expansion of existing
industrial uses. Future land uses envisioned for the annexation area, under the City's
General Plan would comply with all applicable plans, policies or regulations. Therefore, the
proposed annexation would not conflict with applicable land use plans, policies and
regulations. While the GP-EIR identified significant and unavoidable impacts to confiicts
with existing plans, the proposed annexatiocn would not create any additional impacts to
those previously identified in the GP-EIR. Therefore, this project would have no impact to
adopted land use plans, policies, and regulations of other jurisdictional agencies in the area.

¢) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR addressed potential impacts
related to conflicts between the Genera Plan and any adopted habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.10-82 and 4.10-63}. While the South
Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) and the Vernal Pool Recovery Plan are
currently being prepared by the County and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (respectively),
no such plans have been adopted (GP DEIR, p. 4.10-63). Because of this, the General Plan
would have no impact on adopted plans (|bld)

Since the GP-EIR also analyzed the annexation area, the proposed annexation would also

have no impact to any adopted habitat conservation plans or natural community
conservation plans.
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" Less Thén Reviewed ]
Potentizlly Stgnificant Less Than No Under
Significant Impact with Significant Impact Provious
impact Mitigati Impact
X MINERAL RESOURCES Would the project;
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and the D D B [] X
residents of the state?
b} Result in the loss of availability of a iocally important
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local ] P X £
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Pravious Document. The GP-EIR identified potential

impacis resulting from the loss of availability of mineral resources in the General Plan
Pianning Area (GP DEIR, pp. 4.8-26 through 4.8-27). Only those areas already identified as
either MRZ-2 or as containing existing mining operations were expected to be impacted by
development of the General Plan Planning Area (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-26). Even with adoption
of City Policies and Action Items regarding mineral resources and mining, the General Pian
would still have a significant and unavoidable impact (GP DEIR, p. 4.8-27).

Portions of the annexation area have been designated with a MRZ-2 classification (see
Figure 4.8-1 of the GP DEIR). An MRZ-2 classification identifies areas in which significant
mineral deposits are known to exist. Fuiure development in the annexation area could
result in preventing mineral resources located in those areas from being mined.

The GP-EIR has identified impacts to loss of availability of locally important mineral
resources sites as significant and unavoidable, which includes the annexation area. The
proposed annexation and prezoning would not create any additional impacts over those
previously identified in the GP-EIR. Therefore, impacis to mineral resources from the
annexation process would be less than significant.

by Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion a) above.
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Less Than Reviewed
Potentially Significant Less Than No Und
Significant Impact with Significant Imnact P ier
lmpact Mitigation Impact mpac Drevoust
) Incorporation ocumen
X NOISE. Would the project resualt in;
a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
axcess of standards established in the local general plan 7
or noise ordinance or of applicable standards of other D [] Xl D B
agencies?
b) Exposure of persohs to or generation of excessive V%
groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? D D E D X
¢) A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels .
in the project vicinity sbove levels existing without the [] |:| D @
project?
d) A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels existing L] (] < [ By
without the project?
e) For a project located within an airport jand use plan ares
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or & public use airport, would the [ [] (] DX Xl
project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?
f) For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would
the project expose people residing or working in the project D D D X D
area to excessive noise levels?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR addressed

increases in noise levels as a result of buildout of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.7-20
through 4.7-30). Significant and unavoidable impacts were expected due to construction
noise, increased traffic noise, and the potential construction of noise generating land uses
(GP DEIR, pp. 4.7-22, 4.7-27, 4.7-30). Policies and Action ltems included in the General
FPlan would reduce these impacts; however, various factors exist throughout the General
Plan Planning Area that would make total mitigation impossible. Therefore, the impact of
implementation of the General Plan remained significant and unavoidable.

The annexation area is located within the GP PA. The proposed annexation and prezoning
couid lead to future development and redevelopment in the annexation area; however, it
would not create noise impacts that are greater than the noise impacts discussed under the
GP-EIR. Therefore, impacts from increased noise levels as a result of the proposed
annexation and prezoning are considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. -The GP-EIR discussed
groundborne noise and vibration concurrently with construction related noise impacts [see
discussion a) above; also GP-DEIR, pp. 4.7-20 through 4.7-22]. As large-scale construction
of varicus land uses is ongeing in the City and will continue for some time, guided by the
General Plan, significant noise and vibration generation is expected. While City Policies and
Action Items would reduce the impact of such vibration and noise, significant and
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unavoidable impacts as a result of implementation of the General Plan are expected in
some cases (GP DEIR, p. 4.7-22).

Any impacts from excessive ground borne vibrations due 1o increased iraffic, construction
activities, and/or future stationary noise sources resulting from the proposed annexation and
prezoning were analyzed in the GP-EIR. Impacts were identified as being significant and
unavoidable. However, any impacts created from the proposed project would not result in
any impacts greater than those discussed in the GP-EIR. Therefore, impacts from
excessive ground borne vibrafions are considered less than significant.

¢) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified uses
that may result in significant stationary (permanent) noise generation (GP DEIR, pp. 4.7-28
through 4.7-30). Uses and equipment that would generate significant permanent noise
impacts include loading docks, industrial uses, HVAC equipment, car washes, daycare
facilities, auto repair, as well as some recreational uses (GP DEIR, p. 4.7-28). While the
impact of these and other significant sources of permanent noise would be lessoned by
Policies and Action [tems included in the General Plan, some impacts would remain and the
GP-EIR found impacts of the implementation of the General Plan to be significant and
unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.7-30).

Currently, the annexation area s predominantly buill with industrial, office, and
commercial/retail uses. There are no residential uses existing in this area. The proposed
annexation and prezoning could result in future development and redevelopment projects
with more residential components. In addition, some of the existing industrial uses would be
allowed to continue or expand. These would ali result in permanent increases in ambient
noise levels in the annexation area. However, permanent increases in ambient noise levels
for the annexation area would not be greafer than those identified in the GP-EIR,

Therefore, impacts from permanent increases in ambient noise levels from the annexation
process are considered less than significant.

dy Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion b) above.

e) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR analyzed noise impacts
related to airports, specifically the Mather Airport located immediately south and west of the
City (GP DEIR, pp. 4.7-30 through 4.7-32). Five planning areas within the City were
identified as having potential airport-related noise impacts: Mather Planning Area, Jackson
Planning Area, Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area, Rio del Oro Planning Area, and the
Aerojet Planning Area (GP DEIR, p. 4.7-30). Single-event noise impacts were also
identified for those portions of the City that lie under the primary flight paths for Mather
Airport (GP DEIR, p. 4.7-30). For the five planning areas identified above and areas of the
City directly under the appreach path for Mather Airport the impact from the implementation
of the General Plan was found to be significant and unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.7-32).

The Mather Airport is located over two miles from the boundaries of the annexation area.
Therefore, there is no impact from excessive airpori noise lavels.

fy No Impact. The nearest private airpor to the General Plan Planning Area is Rancho
Murieta Airport, approximately 8 miles away to the southeast. Pursuant to Federal Aviation
Regulations, aircraft flying over the General Plan Planning Area are under the control of
Mather Airport and Sacramento Approach Control. The annexation area is located within
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the GP PA. Therefore, there is no impact associated with excessive noise levels from
private airstrips within the annexation area.
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Less Than Reviewed
Potentially Significant Less Than No Under
Significant impact with Slgnificant | | oo |
Impact Mitigation Impact mpact Previous
Incerporation Document

XIl. POPULATION AND HOUSING Wouid the project:

a) Induce substantiai population growth in an area, either
directly (e.g., by proposing new homes and businesses) or V4 v
indirectly {e.g., through extension of roads or other D D X D X
infrastructure)?

b} Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
necessitating the construction of replacement housing D [ L X< E]
elsewhera?

) Displace substantial numbers of peopie, necessitating the w7
construction of replacement housing elsewhare? D D D E X

DiscusSION OF IMPACTS

a) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Documertt.

b)

In the GP-EIR the General
Plan was found to result in substantial increases in the number of dwellings, residents, and
employees in the General Plan Planning Area (GP DEIR, pp. 4.3-10 through 4.3-14). These
increases were higher than those previously anticipated by the Sacramento Area Council of
Governments (SACOG). Substantial population growth is expected and significant and
unavoidable impacts from the implementation of the General Plan were identified (GP-DEIR,
p. 4.3-14).

Current land uses in the annexation area are primarily industrial, commercial/retail, and
office uses. There are no residential uses in this area. The proposed annexation and
prezoning would change existing zoning designations and allow for the development of
residential, office, commercial, and industrial mixed uses. This would promote increases in
population, housing and employment, and thus induce growth. However, the increases in
population, housing and employment for the annexation area would not be greater than
what was anticipated for the GP PA.

Therefore, impacts from population, housing and employment increases would be
considered less than significant.

No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential impacts
due to the displacement of people and housing as a result of implementation of the General
Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.3-14), These impacts were primarily due to the installation of
infrastructure such as streets (Ibid). Consistency with State and federal laws relating to
displacement of existing residents and housing would ensure that impacts of the General
Plan would be less than significant (Ibid.).

Currently, there are no housing units in the annexation area. Therefore, the implementation
of the preposed annexation and prezoning would not displace substantial numbers of
existing housing necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. Many of
the proposed prezening designations for the annexation area include mixed land uses,
which would allow for fufure opportunities to develop additional housing within the
annexation area. No impact would occur.
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¢y No impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document.

See discussion b) above. No impact would occur.,
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Less Than : : Revi d
Potentially Significant Less Than No i ‘;""B
Significant Impact with | Significant limpact p nler
tmpact Mitigation i Impact mpact Drev ous
_ _ Incorporation _ ocument
Xin, PUBLIC SERVICES Would the project tesult in substantial adverse physical impacis assoclated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities, the need for new or physically altered govemmental
facilities, the consiruction of which could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable
service ratios, response times or other performance objectives for any of the following public services:
a) Fire protection? L] ] X L X
by Police protection? D D E D @
¢) Schools? D O O
d) Parks? [ O i X
&) Other public facilities? R O X L] L]

EXISTING SETTING
The annexation area is located within the following public service districts:

Fire Protection: Sacramento Metropolitan Fire District (SMFD)

Police Protection — Rancho Cordova Police Department (RCPD)
School District — Folsom Cordova Unified School District (FCUSD)
Park District — Cordova Recreation and Park District (CRPD)
Electrical Service — Sacramento Metropolitan Utilities District (SMUD)
Natural Gas Service — Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E)

None of the existing service providers listed above would be madified as a result of approval of
the proposed annexation.

LAFCo requires the completion of a Plan for Services before the annexation can be approved
and implemented. At the time of the preparation of this IS/ND, the Plan for Services had not yet
been completed. However, the analysis in this section of the 1S/ND addresses the potential for
the prezoning and annexation to resulf in impacts to public services greater than those
addressed in the GP-EIR.

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a} Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR analyzed the
impact of the General Plan on fire protection services and the resulting environmental
impact of any additional infrastructure required (GP DEIR, pp. 4.12-5 through 4.12-8). As
the General Plan would result in substantial growth, additional fire stations and other
infrastructure would be required to serve the increased number of dwellings and urban land
uses (GP DEIR, pp. 4.12-5 and 4.12-6). Consistency with City Poficies and Action ltems
would result in a less than significant impact from the implementation of the General Plan to
the environment from construction and provision of additional infrastructure and facilities.

The Sacramentoc Metropolitan Fire District (SMFD) provides fire protection services in
Rancho Cordova. The SMFD has the responsibility for structural fire protection, wildiand fire
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suppression and emergency medical services within the city limits of Rancho Cordova as
well as the annexation area.

The SMFE maintains an extensive system of fire stations arcund Sacramento County. More
than 500 firefighters working out of 42 stations are directly responsible to mitigate a wide
variety of emergency incidents. Stations 63, 65, and 86 are close to the annexation area.
Many of the District's engines have paramedics and all responding units provide EMT
services. The District's personnel are trained and equipped fo deal with swift water
emergencies, confined space incidents, technical rescues, hazardous materials incidents,
and crash fire rescue.

The Fire Department has a total of 673 full time employees. Over five hundred are assigned
to the "line” and over one hundred are administrative support staff. There are nineteen
reserve firefighters as well. Dispatch services are provided through a regional 911
communication service in Sacramento County.

Station 63 is located at 12395 Folsom Boulevard, Station 65 is focated at 11201 Coloma
Road, and Station 66 is located at 3180 Kilgore Road. All three stations are located in the
City limits of Rancho Cordova and are less than one mile from the annexation area.

Though the proposed annexation and prezoning would result in the future redevelopment of
the annexation area, fufure uses would be consistent with those identified in the City's
General Plan, and impacts on fire service for the annexation area would not be greater than
impacts identified in the GP-EIR, which includes the annexation area. Also, the potential
growth in the annexation area would increase the tax revenues that support fire
protection/emergency services and related infrastructure. Future development wouid also
have to comply with SMFD standards. Therefore, impacts to fire protection services are
considered less than significant. '

b) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
impacts related to the need for additional police protection infrastructure and facilities (GP
DEIR, pp. 4.12-16 through 4.12-20). Just as with fire protection, the substantial growth
predicted in the GP-EIR would require additional police protection infrastructure and facilities
(GP DEIR, pp. 4.12-16 and 4.12-17). Consistency with City Policies and Action ltems would
result in less than significant impacts resulting from implementation of the General Plan (GP
DEIR, p. 4.12-17).

The Sacramento County Sheriffs Department provides services to the unincorporated areas
of Sacramento County. The Department is broken up info eight divisions, which includes
the East Division, which surrounds the City of Rancho Cordova. Currently, the annexation
area is within the patrol area of the East Division. The East Division provides patrol,
investigative, Froblem Oriented Policing, report writing, crime prevention, and crime analysis
functions to the unincorporated areas of Rosemont, Rancho Murrieta, Gold River, and
Butterfield-Riviera East. The East Division operates out of the Rockingham Station at 10361
Rockingham Drive. Since this patrol area is so large, average response times have been
known to last nearly 14 minutes.

The City of Rancho Cordova has established a law enforcement services contract with the
Sacramento County Sheriif's Department. The Rancho Cordova Palice Department (RCPD)
provides law enforcement services to the citizens of Rancho Cordova. Currently, the RCPD

S0l Annexation and Prezoning ' City of Rancho Cordova
Initial Study/Negative Declaration February 2007
3.0-38



3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING, IMPACTS, AND MITIGATION MIEASURES

headquarters is located at 10361 Rockingham Drive. The City Police Department shares
some of its resources with the Sacramento County Sheriff's Department.

As of February 2007, the RCPD had 75 sworn personnel, which includes 6 lieutenants, 9
sergeants, 9 detectives, 35 patroi officers, 10 motor officers, and 6 POP {(Problem Oriented
Policing) officers, Upon annexation, the annexation area will be included in Patrol Zone 8 of
the RCPD, although future developments in the City's eastern area would likely result in a
splitting of beafs to provide adequate staffing levels. Since the existing annexation area
does not include any residential properties, it is not likely o create the need for additional
officers or vehicles to service the area at this time. '

The California Highway Patrol (CHP) provides traffic and emergency incident services to all
California highways, interstates, and state and county roads. The annexation area is
included in the patrol area of the CHP's Valley Division. The Valley Division patrols
Highway 50, which is the northern border of the annexation area. Most of the patrolling is
accomplished on the highway, while state and county roads in the area are not patrolied
regularly by the CHP and generally receive service only on a call-for-service basis (i.e.
accidents, complaints from business, etc.).

Following annexation, the annexation area would be served by the City of Rancho Cordova
Police Department via a contract with the County Sheriff. Additionally, the RCFD would
assume the responsibilittes of the CHP for traffic enforcement. This would allow for
increased response times and services on the state and county roads in the annexation
area. [n addition, annexation would result in increased [evels of service including expanded
and improved criminal investigation services, and significant reductions in average response
times to emergency calls by the RCPD. Therefore, no additional impacts to law
enforcement services are anticipated as a result of the proposed annexation and prezoning.
Future police protection service impacts would be less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
impacts to all four school districts servicing the General Plan Planning Area as a result of
substantial growth expected during the life of the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.12-77
through 4.12-80).  While additional schools would be required as growth in the General
Plan Planning Area continues, consistency with City Policies and Action Items, as well as
required CEQA and State Board of Education review of future school sites would result in
less than significant impacts resulting from implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, p.
4.12-80). ,

The annexation area is located within the boundaries of the Folsom Cordova Unified School
District (FCUSD) — see Figure 4.12.6-1 of the GP DEIR. Cn a district level, the FCUSD is
operating at or near capacity for elementary and high schools. Currenily, the annexation
area does not include any school facilities and contains no residential uses.

The proposed annexation and prezening could lead to increased development and
redevelopment activities within the annexation area. Proposed land uses for this area, as
identified by the City's General Plan include mixed-use residential uses that may increase
demand for school facilities and services within the annexation area. However, the
annexation area is urbanized and does not have large vacant parcels suitable for future
school sifes. The siting of new schools or expansion of nearby public schools, to
accommeodate an increase in residential population (and a potential need to accommodate
school-age children) would have to be undertzken by the School Board.
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The annexation area is located in the GP PA; therefore, any impacts o school facilities in
the annexation area would not be greater than those impacts in the larger GP PA. The GP-
EIR identified impacts to public school facilities to be less than significant. Though the
proposed annexation could result in the future redevelopment of the annexation area, future
uses would be consistent with those identified in the City's General Plan, and impacts to
schools would not be greater than those impacts identified in the GP-EIR. Therefore, no
addltional Impacts to public school facilities are anticipated for the proposed annexation and
prezoning, so impacts to public school facilities are considered less than significant.

d) Less Than Significani/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
environmental impacts related to the provision of additional parks fo serve the growth
anticipated in the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.12-89 through 4.12-96). Adherence to City
Policy and Action ltems as well as the requirements of the Cordova Recreation and Park
District (CRPD) would ensure less than significant impacts from implementation of the
General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.12-95 and 4.12-96).

The annexation area is located within the boundaries of the Cordova Recreation and Park
District (CRPD). The proposed annexation could result in increased redevelopment
activities within the annexation area, which in turn could result in an increased demand for
park and recreational facilittes. However, the annexation area is built-out and there are no
targe vacant parcels suitable for the dedication of pari/recreation space at the 5 acres of
land per 1,000 population ratio set by the CRPD.

The annexation area is located within the GP PA and as such, future impacts to parks due
to increases in development activity in the annexation area would nct be greater than
impacts to parks in the GP PA. The GP-EIR identified impacts to park and recreational
facilities to be less than significant. Therefere, impacts to park and recreational facilities are
considered less than significant.

e) Less Than Significant. The GP-EIR identified impacts to other public facilities (electrical,
natural gas, and infrastruciure) fo be less than significant. Though the proposed annexation
could result in the future redevelopment of the annexation area, fufure uses would be
consistent with those identified in the City’'s General Plan. Since none of the utility
companies currently serving the GP PA anticipate availability or service problems to meet
the increased demands under the General Plan, there should be no additional problems with
increased demand for public facilities in the annexation area. Therefore, impacts to other
public facilifies are considered less than significant.
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Less Than .
. Potentially Significant Less Than Ny R‘I}"‘;‘""*"
Significant impactwith | Significant | | ¢ . neler
Impact Mitigation © impact mpac D revnoust
incorporation ceumen
XIV. RECREATION
a} Would the project increase the wuse of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreationat o
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the D D E] P <
facility would occur or be accelerated?
by Does the project include recreationa! facilities, or reguire
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities, v
which might have an adverse physical effect on the D D X D IZ'
environment?

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

8) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion d) of checklist Xill, Public

Services above for information on the GP-EIR’s conclusions as to impacts related to parks
and recreation.

There are no existing neighborhood parks or other recreational facifities in the annexation
area. Therefore, the proposed annexation and prezoning would have no impact fo the
physical deterioration of such facilities.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion a) above,

The proposed annexation and prezoning does not include recreational facilities or require
the construction or expansion of recreational facilities. However, implementation of the
proposed annexation and prezoning could result in redevelopment of the annexation area,
which includes commercial and office mixed uses with residential components. The GP-EIR
identified impacts to existing or new recreational facilities as less than significant. Impacts
resulting from the proposed annexation and prezoning would not be greater than the
impacis previously addressed in the GP-EIR. Therefore, impacts to recreational facilities
are considered less than significant.
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Less Than Reviewad
Potentialty Significant L.ess Than No Und
Significant Impact with Significant 1 t p Ier

Impact Mitigation Impact mpac revious
Incorporation Racument

XV, 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., resulf in a substantial increase in either the number of ]:| D X [l X
vehicle trips, the volume-to-capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at infersections)?

b) Exceed, sither individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the county congestion ] [ X [] ]
management agency for designated roads or highways?

¢y Resultin a change in air traffic patterns, including either an '
increase in traffic levels or a change in location that results [] (] ] X x
in substantial safety risks?

d) Substantially increase hazards due to a design festurs
fe.q., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or [] ] > []
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e) Result in inadequate emergency access? [] ] 1 O <

f) Resultin inadsquate parking capacity? I [] X ] []

g) Confiict with adopted policies, plans of programs
supporting alternative transporiation (e.g., bus turnouts, |:| D D <] :
bicycie racks)?

DiSCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previcus Document. The GP-EIR analyzed traffic

impacts to the existing roadway network in the General Plan Planning Area as a result of the
population, dwelling unit, and employee increases expected to oceur with implementation of
the General Plan (GP DEIR, pp. 4.5-27 through 4.5-45). Several new roadways and
improvement of existing roadways were described in the General Plan in order to address
the additional expected traffic load. However, even with these improvements and
adherence to City Policies and Action ltems the impact from implementation of the General
Plan would remain significant and unaveidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.5-42).

The GP-EIR identified that levels of service for the major arterials within the annexation area
{Folsom Boulevard, Sunrise Boulevard) would deteriorate, and the number of vehicle trips
would increase under build out conditions. The GP-EIR also ideniified Impacts from
increases in traffic for the GP PA as significant and unavoidable. Since the proposed
prezoning of the annexation area is consistent with the land use and development density
assumptions that were used for the traffic analysis in the GP-EIR, any impacis to the
existing fraffic load and street system resulting from the proposed annexation and prezoning
would not be greater than those previously analyzed in the GP-EIR. Therefore, impacts
resulting from the proposed annexation and prezoning process are considered less than
significant.
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b) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussion a) above.,

Any impacts from changes in ievels of service resuiting from the proposed annexation and
prezoning wouid not be greater than those impacts identified in the GP-EIR. Therefore,
impacts to levels of service standards are considered less than significant.

c) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR analyzed safety and hazards
impacts related to the provision of land uses within the Mather Airport Comprehensive Land
Use Plan (Mather CLUP) and their impact on safety related to air traffic in and out of the
airport (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-28 and 4.4-29). The General Plan established the Mather Planning
Area that corresponds to the Master Plan boundaries of the Mather Airport. Policies
included in the General Plan were more stringent than the safety restrictions of the Mather
CLUP (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-28). Consistency with City Policies and Action ltems as well as the
requirements of the Mather CLUP would ensure less than significant impacts from
implementation of the General Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.4-29).

There are no airstrips located within or adjacent to the annexation area. The proposed
annexation would not result in changing air traffic patterns and would therefore have no
impact. '

d) Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR analyzed potential
impacts related to roadway safety as a result of implementation of the General Plan (GP
DEIR, p. 4.5-48). The City's design standards for roadways, as well as the land use
planning and other City Policies, would ensure that impacts from implementation of the
General Plan related to roadway safety are less than significant (Ibid.).

The proposed annexation and prezoning could lead to future development and
redevelopment in the annexation area. Since the GP-EIR identified impacts to roadway
safety as less than significant, and the proposed prezoning is consistent with the
development densities used for preparation of the GP-EIR traffic study, the proposed
annexation and prezoning would not create any impacts greater than those previously
analyzed. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

e} Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified impacts
related to emergency access within the General Plan Planning Area (GP DEIR, p. 4.5-48).
As the roadway network in the City was to be improved and additional routes were to be
added by the General Plan, impacts were found to be less than significant (1bid.).

The annexation could result in the redevelopment of the annexation area that could
indirectly increase the amount of vehicular traffic and the number of potential safety and
emergency access conflicts for this area. However, impacts from inadequate emergency
access in the annexation area would not be greater than the impacts previously addressed
in the GP-EIR. Therefore impacts to emergency access are considered less than
significant.

fy Less Than Significant. The proposed annexation and prezoning could resuft in the
redeveiopment of the annexation area. This could lead to increased parking needs for
future uses. As a result of new zoning designations, redevelopment of existing properties
and development of existing vacant properties could occur. The parking needs would be
assessed on a project specific basis. Therefore, impacts fo inadequafe parking capacity
created from the proposed annexation and prezoning are considered less than significant.

City of Rancho Cordova SOl Annexation and Frezoning
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g) No Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR analyzed potential impacts to
transit, pedestrian, and bicycle provisions within the City (GP DEIR, pp. 4.5-49 through 4.5-
53). Development of the City’s Transit Master Plan and the City's Pedestrian and Bicycle
Master Plan would ensure that impacts from implementation of the General Plan o thase
provisions would be less than significant (GP DEIR, pp. 4.5-49 and 4.5-50).

The proposed annexation and prezoning could lead o redevelopment of existing properties
and development of existing vacant properties. The City of Rancho Cordova's Transit
Master Plan includes the annexation area. The proposed annexation and prezoning project
would not conflict with that plan. The City is also in process of preparing Bicycle and
Pedestrian Master Plans, which would also include analysis in the annexation area.
Therefore, the proposed annexation and prezoning would have no impact on alternative
transpertation plans or programs.
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Less Than .
Potentially Significant Less Than No ) R?_’V;Ed:fd
Significant Impact with Significant Impact Previous
| t Mitigation Impact
mese Incorlgor:atlun " Decument

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the project:

a) Exceed wasiewater treatment requirements of the N
applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board? D D X L E

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing g
facilities, the consiruction of which could cause significant D D X D X
environmental effecis?

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the v
consfruction of which could cause significant D I:l X D X
environmental effects?

d} Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the )
project from existing entitlements and resources, or are |:| |:| |Z] L__! g
new or expanded entitlements nesded? ’ :

e) Result in a deiermination by the wastewater treatment
provider that serves or may serve the project that it has - .
adequate capacity to serve the project's projected ] D X M X
demand, in additon to the provider's existing
commitments?

fy Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitied capacity to Vg ooy
accommaodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs? D D < D Al

g} Comply with federal, state and local stafutes and Ve
reguiations related to solid waste? [:I D D < D

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a} Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential

impacts relating to the capacity of the Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District
(SBRCSD) treatment facilities to treat wastewater flows from the Generat Plan Planning Area

{GP DEIR, pp. 4.12-45 through 4.12-51). Current capacity at the SRWTP is adequate o

meet projected growth by 2020; however, growth beyond that point will require expansion of
existing capacity which could result in environmental impacts (GP DEIR, p. 4.12-47).
Because of this, the GP-EIR identiified the impact from implementation the General Plan as
significant and unavoidable {GP DEIR, p. 4.12-51).

The Sacramento County Sanitation District-1 {(C3D-1) provides collection and disposal
services to the City of Rancho Cordova and surrounding unincorporated areas. The main
CSD-1 collection system includes over 2,400 miles of sewer pipelines ranging in size from 4
to 75 inches in diameter. The collection system in Rancho Cordova includes frunks
(designed to carry flows from 1 — 10 mgd) and laterais, which are wastewater conveyance
facilities that carry wastewater flows of less than 1 mgd. The CSD-1 facilities collect and
transport wastewater into Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District’'s (SRCSD)
regional treatment and disposal faciliies. The SRCSD Wastewaler Treatment Plant
(SRWTP) located at 8521 Laguna Station Road, north of the City of Elk Grove, has a dry
weather flow design capacity of 181 million gallons per day (mgd). The SRWTP receives
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d)

and treats an average of 155 mgd. Treated effluent charges from Rancho Cordova and the
surrounding area are conveyed to SRCSD’s regional system and ultimately discharged into
the Sacramento River near the unincorporated town of Freeport in Sacramento County.

The department operates under the Regional 2020 Master Plan, which is used to determine
how the SRCSD will provide future wastewater treatment service to the community. The
Master Plan is updated every five years to incorporate revised [and use plans and
projections. The projections are based on Sacramento County General Plan and local
jurisdictions land use projections within the Urban Services Boundary through 2014, The
Master Plan also identified improvements and modifications needed fo ensure sufficient
capacity in both conveyance and tfreatment faciiities.

Following annexation, the annexation area would continue to receive wastewater
conveyance service from CSD-1 and treatment and disposal services from SRCSD. The
annexation area falls within the GP PA and proposes development densities consistent with
those used in the GP-EIR. Impacts to wastewater treatment facilities were previously
addressed in the GP-EIR as being significant and unavoidable. Future development or
redevelopment activities could occur as a result of the proposed annexation and prezoning.
Since the GP-EIR previously identified impacts to wastewater treatment facilities as a result
of buildout of the Planning Area consistent with the land use densities included in the GP,
which included analysis for the annexation area, impacts resulting from the proposed
annexation and prezoning project are considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. In addition to required
expansion in treatment capacity, the GP-EIR identified potential impacts associated with the
construction of additional water and wastewater conveyance infrastructure (GP DEIR, pp.
4.12-45 through 4.12-51), C8D-1 has planned expansion of sewerage infrastructure into the
General Plan Planning Area and the environmental effects of this expansion were
addressed in an EIR (GP DEIR, pp. 4.12-46 and 4.12-47). However, increased growth
expected with impiementation of the General Plan will require more infrastructure than that
currently planned by CSD-1. Therefore, the impact from implementation of the General Plan
was found to be significant and unavoidable (GP DEIR, p. 4.12-51).

See discussion for a) above. The annexation area is currently served by the Golden State
Water Company, the Sacramento County Water Agency, and the City of Folsom for water
conveyance services (as indicated by Figure 4.9-3 in the City of Rancho Cordova General
Plan EIR). The annexation area is served by the Sacramento County Sanitation District
(CSD-1) for sewer conveyance services. The existing sewer and water infrastructure
currently serves the annexation area. Any future redevelopment projecis or new
development that could occur from new zoning designations would connect with the existing
infrastructure,

Therefore, impacts of construction or expansion of water or wastewater treatment facilities
from the proposed annexation and prezoning process are considered less than significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Frevious Document. See discussion h) in checklist
Vil, Hydrology and Water Quality for information on stormwater drainage facilities and their
associated environmental effects,

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
environmental impacts related to available water supplies and the increased demand in the
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City and the General Plan Planning Area {(GP DEIR, pp. 4.9-43 through 4.9-57). According
to the analysis in the GP-EIR, adequate supplies of water exist through buildout of the
current incorporated boundaries of the City (GP DEIR, p. 45). However, new sources of
water will be required to serve buildout conditions for those portions of the General Plan
Planning Area that lie outside current City boundaries. Significant environmental effects
may occur from the acquisition of these additional sources. Therefore, significant and
unavoidable impacts from implementation of the General Plan are expected (GP DEIR, p.
4.9-57).

The Golden State Water Company, the City of Folsom, and the Sacramento County Water
Agency provide the water services in the annexation area.

The entire City of Rancho Cordova and surrounding areas fall within the Zone 40
Groundwater Management Zene, which was formed for fae collection to compensate for the
construction of water faciiities and the distribution system within the zone. Water is supplied
to Zone 40 from a variety of different sources including surface water, groundwater,
conservation, and reclaimed waler. Zone 40 encompasses nearly 25,440 acres within its
zone boundaries,

Following annexation, the annexation area would confinue to receive water service from the
Golden State Water Company, the City of Folsom, and the Sacramento County Water
Agency. The GP-EIR identified impacts to the GP PA, which includes the annexation area,
of availability of water supplies as significant and upavoidable. Development or
redevelopment activities could occur in the annexation area. The annexation area is
primarily built-out and is currently being served by existing water supplies. The proposed
annexation and prezoning would not increase demands beyond what was previously
analyzed in the GP-EIR. Therefore, water supply impacts are considered less than
significant.

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. See discussions a) and b)
above. .

Less Than Significant/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The GP-EIR identified potential
impacts related o the capacity of local landfills and those landfills to which solid waste from
the City and the General Plan Flanning Area are shipped (GP DEIR, pp. 4.12-60 through
4.12-63). Current capacity exists at all landfills that serve the General Plan Planning Area

‘and expansion in capacity is not expected fo be required (GP DEIR, p. 4.12-681).

Consistency with City Policies and Action items as well as federal, State, and local laws and
ordinances would ensure less than significant impacts as a result of implementation of the
General Plan (GP DEIR, p. 4.12-63).

Commercial and indusirial businesses in Sacramento County are able to choose their own
solid waste pick-up service. The Sacramento County Department of Waste Management &
Recycling (DVWMR) is responsible for maintaining a waste management system for residents
and businesses in the unincorporated areas of Sacramento County. The DWMR oversees
the Sacramento Regional Solid Waste Authority (SWA), which regulates commercial solid
waste collection by franchised haulers through SWA ordinances. Section 1.01.130 in
Ordinance 16 states that the initial term for any franchise agreement shall not exceed five
(b) years.
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Waste Management and Allied Waste are the two largest commercial and industrial waste
haulers in the County. There are approximately twelve other franchised haulers permitted to
provide commercial and industrial waste services in  the  County
(http:/iwww.sacramentoswa.com/franchisees.himl).

Following annexation, the annexation area would come under the jurisdiction of the City of
Rancho Cordova. Commercial and industrial businesses would continue to choose their
own garbage pick-up service. The City of Ranche Cordova also oversees franchise
agreements with private companies, There are currently ten approved franchised haulers
within the City of Rancho Cordova. Existing providers in the annexation area are allowed to
continue as long as the provider is on the City's list for franchised haulers. If the company is
not currently on the City’'s list, the company must apply to the City to be on the list of
franchised haulers.

Solid waste within the County limits is typically delivered to Sacramento County’s Kiefer
Landfill, located at the intersection of Grant Line Road and Kiefer Boulevard. Kiefer Landiill
-is the only landfill facility in Sacramento County permitted to accept household waste from
the public. Currently, the Kiefer Landfill is operating below permitted capacity and will have
capacity for the next 30 to 40 years based on current disposal rates.

Solid waste generated from the annexation area may also be uitimately disposed of at one
of the following facilities:

¢« Forward Road Landfill (Manteca, CA); and,
¢ The Lockwood Regional Landfill (Storey County, Nevada).

The GP-EIR indicated that these three landfills have adeguate capacity to accommodate
waste generated from the GP PA. Since the annexation area is located within the GP PA,
the above-mentioned landfills have adequate capacity to accommodate waste generated by
existing and future uses in the annexation area. Therefore, impacts from solid waste
disposal are considered less than significant.

g) Noimpact. The proposed annexation and prezoning project would be served by an existing
waste handling service, provided by numerous solid waste handlers that currently serve the
commercial and industrial uses in the annexation area. Each waste handler operates
consistent with federal, State, and local statutes and regulations. Any future development or
redevelopment activities that could ocecur in the annexation area would be served by Allied
Waste for all residential solid waste services. Allied Wasie also operates consistent with
Federal, State and local statutes and regulations. Al landfills that would serve the
annexation area alsc conform fo all appiicable statutes and regulations. Therefore, the
proposed annexation and prezoning project would no impact to solid waste regulations.
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Less Than Reviewed
Potentially Significant Less Than No Under
Sigrificant Impact with Stgnificant Impact Previous
Impact Mitigation Impact
P Incorporation Document

XVIL.  MANDATORY FINBINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) 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 popuiation o
drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a :
plant or animal community, substanfially teduce the D D E D <
number or restrict the range of rare or endangered plants
or animals, or eliminate important examples of the major
periods of Galifornia history or prehistory?

k) Does the project have the potential to achieve short-term _ ,
environmental goals to the disadvantage of long-term D D < D B
environmental goals?

¢) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited,
but cumulatively  considerable? "Cumulatively
considerable" means that the incremental effects of a v ;
project are considerabie when viewed in connection with D D X D @
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probabie future projects.

d} Daoes the project have environmental effects that will cause . .
subsiantial adverse sffects on human beings, either E] D E D ﬁ
directly or indirectly? '

DISCUSSION OF IMPACTS

a) Less Than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Documert,

As demonsirated in

checklists | through XVI above, the proposed annexation and prezoning project is not
expected to result in any significant impacts related to biological or cultural resources.
Therefore, impacts are considered less than significant to bioclegical and cultural
respurces.

Less Than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Potential development
within the annexation area does not include any development component or action plan
targeting short-term environmental geals that may risk achieving long-term environmental
goals. The proposed project would be required tc adhere to all Rancho Cordova General
Plan policies, ensuring that the long-term environmenta! goals of the City are adhered to.
Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact.

Less Than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. Section 4.0 of this MND
addresses the proposed project’s contribution to cumulafive impacts in the cumulative
setting. See Section 4.4 for the project’s contribution to eumulative impacts. The proposed
annexation and prezening would not contribute to cumulative impacts over those identified
in the GP-EIR. Therefore, cumulative impacts are less than significant.

Less Than Significant Impact/Reviewed Under Previous Document. The proposed
annexation and prezoning does create potential for fufure projecis to create significant
impacts. However, any impacts fo humans created from the proposed annexation and
prezoning were previcusly analyzed in the GP-EIR. The annexation and prezoning would
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not create additional impacts over what was previously analyzed in the GP-EIR. Therefore,
impacts to humans are considered less than significant.
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4.0 CUMULATIVE IMPACTS

4.1 INTRODUCTION

This section addresses the proposed project's potential to contribute fo cumulative impacts in
the region. California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA} Guidelines Section 15355 defines
cumulative impacts as “two or more individual effects that, when considered together, are
considerable or which compound or increase other environmental impacts.” A project's
incremental effecis are considered significant if they are "cumulatively considerable” (CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15065[a}{3] and 15130[al). “Cumulatively considerable” means the
incremental effects of the project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of
past, current, and future projects (see also CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, Section XVII).

4.2 CUMULATIVE SETTING

The Cumulative Setling esiablishes the area of effect in which the cumulative impact has been
identified and inside which it will ocour. Different cumulative settings can be established for
each individual impact or impact area (checklist area). As ihe proposed project is a subsequent
project identified in the General Plan, and as this [S/ND is tiered from the GP-EIR, the
cumulative setting for the proposed project is identical to the cumulative settings identified in the
GP-EIR.

4.3 PREVIOUS CUMULATIVE ANALYSIS WITHIN THE CUMULATIVE SETTING

The GP-EIR identified several cumulative impacts where expected development and
establishment of the roadway network in the cily, when combined with other planned, proposed,
and approved development and roadway infrastructure projects in the area, would have a
significant impact on the environment. The following impact areas were found in the GP-EIR to
have cumulative impacts that wouid be cumulatively considerable:

Aesthetics

Agricultural Resources

Air Quality

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Hydrology and Water Quality (water supply)
Land Use and Planning

Mineral Resources

Noise (both traffic related and stationary)
Population and Housing

Utilities and Service Systems (water treatment and wastewater infrastructure)
Transportation/Traffic (traffic congestion)

Areas in which cumulative impacts were found in the GP-EIR to be less than cumulatively
considerable were:

¢ Geology and Soils

+» HMazards and Hazardous Materials

e Public Services

e Recreation
City of Rancho Cordova SOI Annexation and Prezoning
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4.4 CUMULATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS

Cumulative impacts identified in the GP-EIR as being cumulatively considerable are largely due
to increases in dwelling units, residents, and employees. The proposed project would not
include the addition of any dwelling units, residents, or employees, as it is primarily for the
annexation of the City of Rancho Cordova's Sphere of Influence. At this time, there are no
cumulative impacts resulting from the proposed project. The GP-EIR programmaticalty
addressed the environmental impacts of construction and redevelopment of land uses within the
annexation area. As future projects are brought forward to the City, the City will determine, at
that ime, whether additional CEQA analysis is required pursuant fo State CEQA Guidelines.
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5.0 DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

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

| find that, although the proposed project could have a signiiicant effect on the environment, a
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION is appropriate (i) because all significant and unavoidable
effects of the proposed project have been previously examined in a Program EIR prepared pursuant to
CEQA Guidelines section 15176, and (ii) because, with respect to any potentially new or additional
significant environmental effects associated with the proposed preject that have not heen previpusly
examined in the Program EiR, revisions fo the proposed project have been made by or agreed to by
the project proponents that clearly reduce such new or additional significant environmental effects to
less-than-significant levels. [n addition, | find that a MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION is also
apptopriate because the proposed project would not cause any significant environmental effects (j)
that are "pecuiiar to the project or the parcel,” (il} that were not analyzed as significant effects in the
prior EIR for the Rancho Cordova General Plan, or (fii) that, due to substantial new information not
known at the time the Program EIR was certified, are more severe than discussed in the prior Program
FIR. [See State CEQA Guidelines, § 15183, subd. (c})]

| find that the proposed project MAY have a signiﬁbant effect on the environment that cannot be
reduced in effect by changed fo the proposed project, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
is required.

| find that the propesed Project MAY have a significant effect(s) on the environment, but one or more
of such significant effects; 1)} has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant fo
applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier
analysis as described on attached shests. An ENVIRONMENTAL iIMPACT 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, all
potentially significant effects: (a) have been analyzed and adequately addressed in an earlier EIR
pursuant {o applicable standards, or (b) have been aveided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR,
previous Mitigated Negative Declaration, or this Subsequent Mitigated Negative Declaration, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project.

Signature: Date:

Printed Name: Ben Riichie, Environmental Coord. For: City of Rancho Cordova
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6.0 REPORT PREPARATION AND CONSULTATIONS

6.1 REPORT PREPARATION AND REFERENCES

CiTy OF RANCHO CORDOVA — LEAD AGENCY

Paul Junker Pianning Director

Eric Norris Special Project Manager
Ben Ritchie Environmenta! Coordinator
Ananya Choudhuri Envirenmental Planner
Catherine Lee Environmental Planner

SACRAMENTO LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION COMMISSION (LAFCO) — RESPONSIBLE AGENCY
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