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10.

11.

CITY OF REDDING
ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST FORM

Project Title: Shufelberger Parcel Map
Lead agency name and address:

CITY OF REDDING

Development Services Department
Planning Division

777 Cypress Avenue

Redding, CA 96001

Contact Person and Phone Number: Sharrah Dunlap Sawyer, Inc. (530) 221-1792
Project Location: 3653 Rancho Road, Redding, CA 96002

Applicant’s Name and Address: Alan Shufelberger PO Box 990861 Redding, CA 96099
Representative’s Name and Address: Sharrah Duniap Sawyer, Inc. 6590 Lockhead Drive Redding, CA 96002

General Plan Designation: General Industrial
Zoning: General Industrial

Description of Project: The applicant has requested to divide the 18.1 acre parcel into 21 parcels for future industrial
development. As part of the parcel map the developer would be constructing the road and utilities to serve the individual
parcels. The site is already zoned for industrial use; the change would allow smaller individual industrial users to develop
individual parcels instead of one large industrial project on the entire parcel.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: The site is near the Redding Municipal Airport and is surrounded by vacant or industrial
development. The land surrounding the parcel has either been developed or has been cleared in the past for industrial storage
or other industrial type uses.

The Project is located in the City of Redding, Shasta County, California, latitude 40.533907, longitude - 122.300702, within the
USGS 7.5' "Enterprise, CA" quadrangle, Township 31N, Range 4W, Section 22. The site is relatively flat and is characterized by
annual grassland, areas of dense chaparral habitat and mixed oak-foothill pine woodland. A few dirt access roads occur on the
site but have been largely overgrown. The Property is bound to the north by Rancho Road, to the west by Airport Road, to the
south by Nordona lane and to the east by an industrial building. Residential buildings occur to the northeast of the site, an
industrial building to the east and a large compound with stockpiled materials and vehicles occurs to the southeast. The
remaining adjacent land is comprised of open land or land historically used for agricultural purposes. No wetlands or drainages
occur within the Project site.

Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement): None

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area requested consultation
pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? No if so, has consultation begun?
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ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

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

Aesthetics Agricultural Resources Air Quality

Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology / Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Hazards & Hazardous Materials Hydrology / Water Quality
Land Use / Planning Mineral Resources Noise

Population / Housing Public Services Recreation
Transportation / Traffic Tribal Cultural Resources Utilities / Service Systems
Mandatory Findings of

Significance

DETERMINATION: (To be completed by the Lead Agency)

On the basis of the initial evaluation:

X

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

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

I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required.

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

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

Copies of the Initial Study and related materials and documentation may be obtained at the Planning Division of the Development
%)s Departrment, 777 Cypress Avenue, Redding, CA 96001. Contact Zach Bonnin at (530) 245-7112.
J

A 2R ySIRL

Zach/Bfhnnin Date
Develdpment Services Department
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EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

This section analyzes the potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed project. The issue areas evaluated in this Initial
Study include:

- Aesthetics - Land Use and Planning

- Agricultural Resources - Mineral Resources

- Air Quality - Noise

- Biological Resources - Population and Housing

- Cultural Resources - Public Services

- Geology and Soils - Recreation

- Greenhouse Gas Emissions - Transportation/Circulation

- Hazards and Hazardous Materials - Tribal Cultural Resources

- Utilities and Service System - Hydrology and Water Quality

The environmental analysis in this section is patterned after the Initial Study Checklist recommended by the State CEQA Guidelines and
used by the City of Redding in its environmental review process. For the preliminary environmental assessment undertaken as part of this
Initial Study's preparation, a determination that there is a potential for significant effects indicates the need to more fully analyze the
development’s impacts and to identify mitigation.

For the evaluation of potential impacts, the questions in the Initial Study Checklist are stated and an answer is provided according to the
analysis undertaken as part of the Initial Study. The analysis considers the long-term, direct, indirect, and cumulative impacts of the
development. To each question, there are four possible responses:

* Nolmpact. The development will not have any measurable environmental impact on the environment.

* LessThan Significant Impact. The development will have the potential for impacting the environment, although this impact will
be below established thresholds that are considered to be significant.

*  Potentially Significant Impact Unless Mitigation Incorporated. The development will have the potential to generate impacts
which may be considered as a significant effect on the environment, although mitigation measures or changes to the
development’s physical or operational characteristics can reduce these impacts to levels that are less than significant.

* Potentially Significant Impact. The development will have impacts which are considered significant, and additional analysis is
required to identify mitigation measures that could reduce these impacts to less than significant levels.

Where potential impacts are anticipated to be significant, mitigation measures will be required, so that impacts may be avoided or
reduced to insignificant levels.

Prior environmental evaluations applicable to all or part of the project site:

- City of Redding General Plan, 2000
~  City of Redding General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report, 2000, SCH #1998072103

List of attachments/references:
Attachment A — Gallaway Enterprises - Assessment of Aquatic Resources —May 25, 2018

Attachment B — Location Map
Attachment C - Site and Development Plan
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SUMMARY OF MITIGATION MEASURES:
Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
I. AESTHETICS: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation impact
Incorporated
a)  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X
b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, X
trees, rock outcroppings, and histaric buildings within a State scenic
highway?
¢)  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of the site X
and its surroundings?
d)  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely X
affect day or nighttime views in the area?

Discussion:

a) The project must comply with the height standards of the City’s Zoning Ordinance. The project would be consistent in height with
buildings on adjacent properties and would not obstruct any documented scenic vistas. The proposed project would not represent a

significant change to the overall scenic quality of the area.

b) The project site is not located adjacent to a state-designated scenic highway.

¢) The project will be compatible with the existing visual character of the property and its surroundings.

d) The project would generate light that is customary for development and comply with the Zoning Ordinance light standards. There

would not be an adverse effect on day or nighttime views in the area.

Documentation:
City of Redding Generol Plan, Natural Resources Element, 2000
City of Redding Zoning Ordinance, Chapter 18.40.090

Mitigation:
None necessary.

Il. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: in determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the Californio
Agricultural, Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Mode (1997) prepared by the California
Dept. of Conservation as an optionol model to use in assessing impacts on agricuiture and
farmland. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less-Than- Less-Than- No
Significant With Significant impact
Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmiand, or Statewide Importance
{Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agricuitural use?

b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
Contract?
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Il. AGRICULTURE RESQURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural
resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California
Agricultural, Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Mode (1997) prepared by the California
Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less-Than-
Significant With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-Than-
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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

Discussion:

a-c) The project site has not been historically used for agricultural purposes, nor does it possess soils that are prime for agricultural

production.

Documentation:
City of Redding General Plan, Natural Resources Element, 2000

City of Redding General Plan Background Report, Chapter 9.4: Agricultural Lands
California Department of Conservation’s Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program

United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service and Forest Service, Soil Survey of Shasta County Area.

Mitigation:
None necessary.

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

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less-Than-
Significant With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-Than-
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?

b)  Viclate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

¢} Resultinacumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant
for which the project region is nan-attainment under an applicable Federal
or State ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which
exceed quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

e)  Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Discussion:

a-c) Shasta County, including the far northern Sacramento Valley, currently exceeds the state's ambient standards for ozone {smog)and
particulates (fine, airborne particles). Consequently, these pollutants are the focus of local air quality policy, especially when related
to land use and transportation planning. Even with application of measures to reduce emissions for individual projects, cumulative
impacts are unavoidable when ozone and/or particulate emissions are involved. For example, the primary source of emissions
contributing to ozone is from vehicles. Any project that generates vehicle trips has the potential of contributing incrementally to
the problem. The Environmental Impact Report for the General Plan acknowledged this dilemma; and as a result, Findings and a
Statement of Overriding Considerations were adopted by the City Council for impacts to air quality resulting from growth supported

under the General Plan.

The City Air Quality Element of the General Plan establishes emission-reduction goals of 20 to 25 percent, depending on the
projected level of unmitigated emissions for a project. Mitigation thresholds are established for the important regional/local
pollutants, including: Reactive Organic Gases (ROG) and Oxides of Nitrogen (NOx), which are ozone precursors, and Inhalable
Particulate Matter, 10 Micron (PMy,). The mitigation thresholds for these pollutants are tiered at two levels as follows:
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Level "A" Level "B"
25 pounds per day of NOx 137 pounds per day of NOx
25 pounds per day of ROG 137 pounds per day of ROG
80 pounds per day of PM;, 137 pounds per day of PMy,

if a project has unmitigated emissions fess than the Level "A" threshold, then it is viewed as a minor project (from an air quality
perspective) and only application of Standard Mitigation Measures (SMMs) is required to try to achieve at least a 20 percent
reduction in emissions, or the best reduction feasible otherwise. Land uses that generate unmitigated emissions above Level "A"
require application of appropriate Best Available Mitigation Measures (BAMMSs), in addition to the SMMs, in order to achieve a net
emission reduction of 20 percent or more. If, after applying SMMs and BAMMs, a use still exceeds the Level "B" threshold, then a
minimum of 25 percent of the unmitigated emissions exceeding 137 pounds per day must be offset by reducing emissions from
existing sources of pollution; otherwise, an Environmental Impact Report is required.

Under policy of the Air Quality Element, a project has the potential to impact air quality primarily in two ways: (1) the project would
generate vehicle trip emissions (with NOx, ROG, and PM ) that contribute cumulatively to local and regional air quality conditions;
and (2) fugitive dust (particulate/PM,) emissions are possibie during construction activities. As a industrial development, a project
does have the potential to generate significant emission concentrations of other pollutants subject to state and federal ambient air
quality standards but based on the above thresholds it has been determined that the division of land into 21 individual industrial
parcels will not increase the impacts to air quality and the individual development of each parcel will address air quality impacts
upon development of each parcel.

d)  The property is surrounded by other industrial zoned properties and the Redding Municipal Airport, there is little potential impacts
to homes (sensitive receptors) from fugitive dust caused during construction. All construction projects are mitigated by application
of the SMMs discussed above.

e)  The parcel map does not involve uses that could generate objectionable odors affecting substantial number of people.

Documentation:

Shasta County APCD Air Quality Maintenance Plan and Implementing Measures

City of Redding General Plan, Air Quality Element

City of Redding General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report, 2000, SCH #1998072103, Chapter 8.6, Air Quality,

CEQA Findings of Fact and Statement of Overriding Considerations for the City of Redding General Plan Final Environmental Impact
Report, as adopted by the Redding City Council on October 3, 2000, by Resolution 2000-166

City of Redding General Plan Background Report, Chapter 9.7, Natural Resources and Air Quality

URBEMIS (2007, v 9.2.4) Air Quality Computer Model Results for [Project] dated March 2, 2016

Mitigation:
None necessary.

Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

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

b)  Have asubstantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive X
natural community identified in local of regional plans, policies,
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?
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Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
IV. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation tmpact
Incorporated
¢}  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, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other means?

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

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

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

Discussion:

a-d) Based on the Biological and Aquatic Resources Assessments provided by Gallaway Enterprises dated June 2018., and May 25, 2018

respectively. Suitable habitat was identified for several avian species protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA). During the
May 23, 2018 field visit, a number of blue elderberry (Sambucus nigra ssp. caerulea) shrubs were observed. Therefore, a USFWS protocol-
level survey for VELB was perforrmed on June 7, 2018. Elderberry shrubs were inspected for the presence of VELB or exit holes and none
were observed. VELB is listed as threatened under the Federal Endangered Species Act. Due to the location of elderberry bushes in upland
habitat and the lack of known occurrences of VELB within Shasta County, itis not likely for VELB to occur within the BSA. In addition, no exit
holes were observed in the bushes. The listing of VELB as a threatened species applies to wherever the beetle is found, thus if VELB is
confirmed to occur in Shasta County consultation with the USFWS may be required. The attached Biological Resource Assessment has a
more detailed discussion on the VELB in Shasta County.

There are no approved habitat conservation plans on the site. There would thus be no conflict with Federal or State programs
concerning biological resources, nor any conflict with local policies or ordinances.

The natural oak woodland on-site provides attractive habitat for nesting and migratory birds. White many trees located within the
site are proposed to be removed associated with the project. There is the potential that raptors and migratory birds could be
impacted by tree removal and other major land-clearing activity necessary to construct the subdivision. To minimize impacts from
construction, a standard condition of the future individual parcel development is included to encourage mass tree removal and other
land-clearing work to be conducted outside the main nesting period of March 1 to July 31, and requiring a nest survey and
appropriate nest-avoidance measures, if any work must occur during the nesting season.

The City has adopted a Tree Management Ordinance (Chapter 18.45 of the RMC) that promotes the conservation of mature, healthy
trees in the design of new development. The ordinance also recognizes that the preservation of trees will sometimes conflict with
necessary land-development requirements. The City’s General Pian EIR further acknowledges that preservation of native trees will
sometimes conflict with normal land development and that implementation of the General Plan will ultimately set aside over 7,000
acres of open space, much of which contains oak habitat. But efforts must still be made to retain existing trees if reasonably possible,
and to sufficiently plant new trees in the context of the new development. A tree survey was prepared for the project by Sharrah
Dunlap Sawyer Inc. The tree study identified 173 over 6” DBH. The proposed grading/improvement plan reflects that all of the trees
will eventually have to be removed to allow development.

The developers of each lot will be obligated to replant suitable new trees at the time of development of the lot.

No habitat conservation plans or other similar plans have been adopted for the project site or project area. No impact would occur in
this regard.
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Documentation:
Aquatic Resource Assessment, Dated May 25, 2019 by Gallaway Enterprises
Biological Resource Assessment, Dated June 2018 by Gallaway Enterprises
California Department of Fish and Wildlife: Natural Diversity Data Base
City of Redding General Plan, Natural Resources Element, 2000
City of Redding Municipal Code, Chapter 18.45, Tree Management Ordinance
City of Redding General Plan Environmental impact Report, 2000, SCH #1998072103
Mitigation:
None necessary.
Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
V. CULTURAL RESQURCES: Would the project: Significant Significant wWith Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical X
resource pursuant to Section 15064.57
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an X
archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.5?
¢) Directly orindirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or X
unique geologic feature?
d)  Disturbany human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated X
cemeteries?

Discussion

a-d) Based upon archaeological reports, records searches, and information contained in the General Plan EIR pertinent to the vicinity of
the subject property, it has been determined that the project site is not in an area of archaeological or cultural sensitivity. No
impacts in this area are anticipated.

¢) No unique geologic features, fossil-bearing strata, or paleontological sites are known to exist on the project site.

Documentation:
City of Redding General Plan Background Report, 1998
City of Redding General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report, 2000, SCH #1998072103

Mitigation:
None necessary.

Potentially Less-Than- lLess-Than- No
Vi. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
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VL. GEOLOGY AND SOILS: Would the project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less-Than-
Significant With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-Than-
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a)  Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects,
including the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake, fault, as delineated on the
most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map
issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special Publications 42.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii)  Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

iv)  Landslides?

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

¢) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would
become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on-
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
collapse?

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

e)  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 waste water?

Discussion:

a, ¢, d) Thereareno Alquist-Priolo earthquake faults designated in the Redding area of Shasta County. There are no other documented

earthquake faults in the immediate vicinity that pose a significant risk, and the site is located in an area designated in the Health
and Safety Element of the General Plan as having a low ground-shaking potential. The project is not located on or near any
documented landslide hazard areas, and there is no evidence of ground slippage or subsidence occurring naturally on the site.
The type of soils and underlying geology is identified as having no potential for liquefaction. No portion of the site falls within
the 100-year floodplain of the Sacramento River or any creek.

b) The project is subject to certain erosion-control requirements mandated by existing City and State regulations. These requirements

include:

¢ City of Redding Grading Ordinance. This ordinance requires the application of “Best Management Practices” (BMPs) in

accordance with the City Erosion and Sediment Control Standards Design Manual (Redding Municipal Code Section 16.12.060,
Subsections C, D, E). In practice, specific erosion-control measures are determined upon review of the final project
improvement plans and are tailored to project-specific grading impacts.

California Regional Water Quality Board “Construction Activity Storm Water Permit.” This permit somewhat overlaps the City’s
Grading Ordinance provision by applying state standards for erosion-control measures during construction of the project.
California Regional Water Quality Control Board “Project Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan {SWPPP).” This plan
emphasizes stormwater best management practices and is required as part of the Construction Activity Storm Water Permit.
The objectives of the SWPPP are to identify the sources of sediment and other pollutants that affect the quality of stormwater
discharges and to describe and ensure the implementation of practices to reduce sediment and other pollutants in stormwater
discharges.
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Actions for compliance with these regulations are addressed under standard conditions of approval, which are uniformly applied to
all land development projects. Since the project is subject to uniformly applied ordinances and policies and the overall risk of
erosion is low, potential impacts related to soil erosion and sedimentation are less than significant.

e)  The proposed project does not involve the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal. No impact has been identified.

Documentation:

City of Redding Health and Safety Element, figures 4-1 (Ground Shaking Potential) and 4.2 (Liquefaction Potential)

City of Redding General Plan Final Environmental Impact Report

City of Redding General Plan Background Report, 1998

City of Redding Grading Ordinance, RMC Chapter 16.12

City of Redding Standard Specifications, Grading Practices

City of Redding Standard Development Conditions for Discretionary Approvals (subdivisions, use permits, site development permits, etc.)
Soil Survey of Shasta County Area, United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service and Forest Service, August 1974
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication 42

State Regional Water Quality Controlf Board, Central Valley Region, Regulations related to Construction Activity Storm Water Permits and
Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plans

Mitigation:
None necessary.
Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
Vii. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a)  Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may X
have a significant impact on the environment?
b)  Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the X
purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Discussion:

a) In 2005, the Governor of California signed Executive Oder $-3-05, establishing that it is the State of California’s goal to reduce
statewide greenhouse gas (GHG) emission levels. Subsequently, in 2006, the California State Legislature adopted Assembly Bill AS 32,
the California Global Warming Solutions Act. In part, AB 32 requires the California Air Resources Board to develop and adopt
regulations to achieve a reduction in the State’s GHG emissions to year 1990 levels by year 2020.

California Senate Bill SB97 established that an individual project’s effect on GHG emission levels and global warming must be assessed
under CEQA. SB97 further directed that the State Office of Planning and Research (OPR) develop guidelines for the assessment of a
project’s GHG emissions. Those guidelines for GHG emissions were subsequently included as amendments to the CEQA Guidelines.
The guidelines did not establish thresholds of significance and there are currently no state, regional, county, or city guidelines or
thresholds with which to direct project-level CEQA review. As a result, the City of Redding has utilized the best available information
to develop a threshold until a specific quantitative threshold is adopted by the state or regional air district.

As the Lead Agency, the City has opted to utilize a quantitative non-zero project-specific threshold using a methodology
recommended by the California Air Pollution Officers (CAPCOA) and accepted by the California Air Resources Board. According to
CAPCOA’s Threshold 2.3, CARB Reporting Threshold, 10,000 metric tons of carbon-dioxide equivalents per year (mtCO2eq/yr) is
recommended as a quantitative non-zero threshold. According to the CAPCOA, this threshold would be equivalent to 550 dwelling
units, 400,000 square feet of office use, 120,000 square feet of retail, or 70,000 square feet of supermarket use. This approach is
estimated to capture over half the future residential and commercial development projects and is designed to support the goals of
AB 32 and not hinder it.
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The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) identifies four primary constituents that are most representative of the
GHG emissions. They are:

. Carbon Dioxide (CO,): Emitted primarily through the burning of fossil fuels. Other sources include the burning of solid waste
and wood and/or wood products and cement manufacturing.

. Methane {CH,): Emissions occur during the production and transport of fuels, such as coal and natural gas. Additional
emissions are generated by livestock and agricultural land uses, as well as the decomposition of solid waste.

. Nitrous Oxide (N,0): The principal emitters include agricultural and industrial land uses and fossil fuel and waste
combustion.

. Fluorinated Gases: These can be emitted during some industrial activities. Also, many of these gases are substitutes for
ozone-depleting substances, such as CFC’s, which have been used historically as refrigerants. Collectively, these gases are
often referred to as “high global-warming potential” gases.

The primary generators of GHG emissions in the United States are electricity generation and transportation. The EPA estimates that nearly
85 percent of the nation’s GHG emissions are comprised of carbon dioxide (CO,). The majority of COQ, is generated by petroleum
consumption associated with transportation and coal consumption associated with electricity generation. The remaining emissions are
predominately the result of natural-gas consumption associated with a variety of uses.

With regard to the project, the predominant associated GHG is CO, generated by motor-vehicle travel to and from the site. To a
substantially lesser degree, the project will result in CH, emissions associated with use of electric power generated by the Redding Electric
Utility (REV), though it should be noted that REU distributes power from a variety of sources, including hydroelectric, wind, and natural
gas.

On a larger scale, the City of Redding’s General Plan acknowledges that land use decisions have an impact on climate and air quality. Land
use decisions that result in low or very low density on the periphery of the community increase the amount of vehicle-miles traveled
(VMT), which increases vehicle emissions. In response to this impact, the City’s General Pian includes a number of goals and policies in the
Community Development and Design Elerment, Transportation Element, and Housing Element that promote a compact urban form and
encourage infill development, advocate higher housing density, and ensure connectivity to citywide bikeways and pedestrian plans. The
goal of these policies is to reduce VMT, which also reduces emissions and reduces a wide variety of air quality impacts. Since automobiles
are considered a major source of GHG emission, each vehicle trip reduced also reduces GHG emissions.

' CPCOA website, July 19, 2010

? california Office of the Attorney General, “The California Environmental Quality Act Addressing Global Warming Impacts at the Local

Agency Level,” updated May 21, 2008.

Documentation:
City of Redding General Plan, 2000
URBEMIS (2007, v 9.2.4) Air Quality Computer Model

Mitigation:
None necessary.

Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
VIIl. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the X

routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

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

¢)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or X
proposed school?
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Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
Viil. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: Would the project: Significant Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
d) Belocated on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, X
would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?
e}  Fora project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use X
airport, would the project result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area?
f}  For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project X
result in a safety hazard for people residing or warking in the project area?
g) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted X
emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
h)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death X

involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to
urbanized areas, or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

Discussion:

a, b, ¢, d) The nature of the project as a parcel map does not present a significant risk related to hazardous materials or emissions. There
is no documented hazardous material sites located on or near the project.

e, f) The projectis located at the edge of the established approach/departure clear zones for Redding Municipal Airport. The project’s
land use of general industrial would not conflict with operations of the Airport or present a safety hazard to people working in one

of the future industrial developments.

g8) Theproject does notinvolve a use or activity that could interfere with emergency-response or emergency-evacuation plans for the

area.

h)  The project site does not have a wildland fire-hazard potential. The site has been disturbed in the past and is surrounded primarily

by developed industrial lots.

Documentation:
City of Redding General Plan, Health and Safety Element, 2000

Mitigation:
None necessary.

Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements? X
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Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
b)  Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially
with groundwater recharge such that there would be a new deficit in
aquifer volume or a lowering of the local groundwater table level {e.g., X
the production rate of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level
which would not support existing land uses or planned uses for which
permits have been granted)?
c)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, X
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a
manner which would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site?
d)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, X
including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or
substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or offsite?
e)  Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned storm water drainage systems or provide substantial X
additional sources of polluted runoff?
f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? X
g)  Place housing within 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a
Federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood tnsurance Rate Map or other X
flood hazard delineation map?
h)  Place within a 100-year flood hazard area structures which woutd X
impede or redirect flood flows?
i)  Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death X
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee
ordam?
j)  Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? X
Discussion:
a)  Since the project would be served by City sanitary sewer service, the project would not involve any permitted discharges of waste
material into ground or surface waters.
b) The project would utilize City water service for domestic uses and fire protection. The proposed project would not impact

groundwater supplies.

¢, f) The project is subject to standard requirements defined under Section V., Geology and Soils, and mitigation measures (if any) under

Section IV., Biological Resources, above that minimize the potential for erosion or siltation on- or off-site. The final improvement
plans for the project must also incorporate specific design measures intended to limit pollutant discharges in stormwater from urban
improvements as established under the State’s National Pollutant Elimination System (NPDES) general permit, which the City is now
obligated to follow in accordance with State Water Quality Control Qrder No. 2003-0005-DWQ. Feasible Best Management Practices
(BMPs) would be incorporated in the final design of the project’s storm-drain system, as approved by the City Engineer, based on the
BMPs listed in the latest edition of the California Storm Water Quality Association Storm Water Best Management Practices
Handbook.

d, e} City of Redding Policy 1806 requires that all subdivision development include stormwater detention facilities designed to maintain

existing predevelopment rates of runoff during a 10-, 25-, and 100-year storm event with a 6-hour duration. The project application
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includes a stormwater hydrology analysis prepared by Sharrah Dunlap Sawyer Inc. that concludes that: the project will adequately
detain stormwater, in addition the development will provide a facility to clean the water per the City of Redding M54 permit

requirements.

g h,i) The property is not focated within any agency or otherwise-documented flood-hazard boundary.

i) Thethreat of a tsunami wave is not applicable to inland, central valley communities such as Redding. Seiches could potentially be
generated in either Shasta or Whiskeytown Lakes during an earthquake. However, neither lake has been identified in the Health and
Safety Element of the General Plan as having any risk to the City under such circumstances. There is no documented threat of

mudflows affecting the project site.

Documentation:

City of Redding General Plan Background Report, Chapter 10, Health and Safety Element, 1998
Federal Emergency Management Agency Floodplain regulations, FIRM map [Number], dated March 17, 2011
City of Redding Storm Drain Master Plan, Montgomery-Watson Engineers 1993

Mitigation:
None necessary.

¢}  Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural
community conservation plan?

Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
X. LAND USE AND PLANNING: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a)  Physically divide an established community? X
b)  Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regufation of an
agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to X
the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning
ordinance} adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?
X

Discussion:

a)  The project does not have the potential to physically divide an established community.

b)  The project is compatible with the applicable policies and regulations of the City General Plan and Zoning Ordinance and is not in
conflict with any other Plan adopted by a jurisdictional agency for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect.

¢)  Thereis no habitat conservation or natural community conservation plans that are applicable to the site.

Documentation:
City of Redding General Plan, Community Development Element, 2000

City of Redding General Plan Environmental Impact Report, 2000, SCH #1998072103

City of Redding General Plan, Natural Resources Element, 2000

Mitigation:
None necessary.
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Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No

Xl. MINERAL RESOURCES: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact

Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that X
would be of value to the region and the residents of the State?
b)  Result in the loss of availability of a locally-impartant mineral X

resource recovery site delineated on a local General Plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

Discussion:

a, b) The project site is not identified in the General Plan as having any known mineral-resource value or as being located within any
“Critical Mineral Resource Overlay” area.

Documentation:
City of Redding General Plan, Natural Resources Element, 2000

Mitigation:
None necessary.

Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
XII. NOISE: Would the project result in: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
a)  Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess X
of standards established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other agencies?
b) Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground- X
borne vibration or ground-borne noise levels?
c) Asubstantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in X
the project vicinity above levels existing without the project?
d) Asubstantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise
tevels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the X

project?

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

Discussion:

a, b, c) The projectsiteis located in a General Industrial district and is not in close proximity to residentially zoned property. In addition
it is near the Redding Municipal Airport approach zone which has existing noise impacts.

d)  During the construction of the proposed project, there will be a temporary increase in noise in the project vicinity above existing
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ambient noise levels. The most noticeable construction noise will be related to grading, utility excavation, and land-clea ring activity.
The City's Grading Ordinance (RMC Chapter 16.12.120.H) limits grading-permit-authorized activities to between the hours of 7:00
a.m. and 7:00 p.m., Monday through Saturday. No operations are allowed on Sunday. Since heavy construction work associated
with the project is limited in scope and by existing regulation, the anticipated noise impact to neighboring properties is considered
less than significant.

e, f) The proposed site is located within the noise contours of Redding Municipal Airport but since it is zoned industrial it is appropriate
to locate potential noise generators in proximity to the airport.

Documentation:

City of Redding General Plan, Noise Element, 2000

City of Redding Grading Ordinance Redding Municipal Code, Section 16.12.120
City of Redding General Plan, Transportation Element, 2000

City of Redding Zoning Ordinance Redding Municipal Code, Section 18.40.100
City of Redding Municipal Airport Area Plan

Mitigation:
None necessary.
Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
XHi. POPULATION AND HOUSING: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a)  Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly X
{for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly {for example, through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating X
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
c) Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the X
constructian of replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion:

a, b, c) The proposed industrial parcel map will have the potential to locate new industrial uses or businesses, this new development
could attract new employees and thereby the need for additional housing. This site is not substantial enough in size to
potentially cause a significant effect to the housing market in the Redding area.

Documentation;
City of Redding General Plan, Housing Element, 2014

Mitigation:
None necessary.

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES: Would the project result in substantial adverse | Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered Significant Significant With Significant Impact
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental Impact Mitigation Impact

facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental Incorporated

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

Fire Protection? X
Police Protection? X
Schools? X
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XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES: Would the project result in substantial adverse Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
physical impacts associated with the provision of new or physically altered Significant Significant With Significant Impact
governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered governmental Impact Mitigation Impact
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental Incorporated

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

Parks? X

Other public facilities? X

Discussion:
Fire and Police Protection:

The City would provide police and fire protection to the project from existing facilities and under existing service levels. The size of the
project would not mandate the need for additional police or fire facilities.

The project is subject to Chapter 16.20 of the Redding Municipal Code, which requires new development to pay a citywide fire facilities-
impact fee calculated to mitigate a project’s fair share of cumulative impacts to the City’s fire-protection infrastructure based upon
improvements necessary to accommodate new development under the City’s General Plan.

Schools:

Industrial Development has little impact on the schools other than the secondary impact by the need for more employers, as stated
earlier this impact would be minor.

Parks:

The project will not cause a physical deterioration of an existing park facility or cause an adverse physical impact associated with a new
park facility. The project is subject to Chapter 16.20 of the Redding Municipal Code, which requires new residential development to pay a
citywide park and recreation-facilities impact fee calculated to mitigate a project’s fair share of cumulative impacts to the City’s parks and
recreation infrastructure based upon improvements necessary to accommodate new development under the City’s General Plan. See
discussion under Item XVI {Recreation) below.

Other public facilities:

See discussion under Item XVIII (Utilities and Service Systems) below.

Documentation:
City of Redding General Plan, Public Facilities Element, 2000

Mitigation:
None necessary.

Potentially ] Lojfs.s-Than-. ) L_ess:::han- No
XV. RECREATION: Significant Slgnl_u’:ant' Wit Significant Impact
o Im Mitigation Impact
pact
Incorporated

a)  Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and X

regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial

physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?

Parcel Map Application PM-2019-01476/Shufelberger 19



City of Redding
Development Services Department
Planning Division Initial Study

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

Discussion:

a)  The project will not cause a physical deterioration of an existing recreation facility or cause an adverse physicalimpact associated
with a new recreation facility.

b)  There would not be any potentially significant impacts to recreation associated with the project.

Documentation:

City of Redding General Plan, Natural Resources Element, 2000
City of Redding General Plan, Recreation Element, 2000

City of Redding General Plan, Public Facilities Element, 2000

Mitigation:
None necessary.

Less-Than-

Potentiall Less-Than- No
XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC: Would the project: Significa n‘t, Significant With significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

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

b)  Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service
standard established by the County congestion management X
agency for designated roads or highway?

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

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

X
e)  Resultininadequate emergency access?
f) Result in inadequate parking capacity? X
g)  Conflict with adopted policies, plans or programs supporting X

alternative transportation (e.g. bus turnouts, bicycle racks)?

Discussion:

a, b, d) Access to the subdivision would be derived from Rancho Road. The developer would construct an element of the Airport Road
plan identified as the frontage road to access the property. The frontage road will eventually serve other developments to the
south on the east side of Airport Road. The development of this road is consistent with the City of Redding General Plan
transportation element and development plans adopted for this area.
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The Transportation Element of the General Plan establishes acceptable peak-hour “Level of Service” (LOS) criteria for roadways
and intersections for use in transportation planning and project review. The LOS methodology is an established way of ranking
the degree of traffic-flow efficiency and congestion. For most of the City, LOS “C” or “acceptable delay” is identified as the
maximum allowable threshold before a more congested and potentially significant traffic condition occurs. For state highway
interchange connections with local streets, a maximum LOS “D” or “tolerable delay” is established. A thorough explanation of
LOS methodology is provided in the Transportation Element and the Transportation and Circulation Section of the General Plan
Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

The industrial parcel map will have little impact on traffic untit the individual parcels develop. At the time of development of
each parcel, the City would determine if the individual project would require a discretionary permit for large projects which
could trigger additional traffic studies for projects with the potential to effect streets and roads in the area.

The project is subject to Chapter 16.20 of the Redding Municipal Code, which requires new development to pay a citywide
transportation development impact fee calculated to mitigate a project’s fair share of cumulative impacts to the City’s street-
and traffic-control infrastructure based upon improvements necessary to accommodate new development under the City’s
General Plan.

Based on these findings, the project’s traffic-related impact(s} associated with the parcel map. The project’s potential cumulative
contribution to trafficimpacts citywide is mitigated by payment of the City’s trafficimpact fee is accordance with Chapter 16.20
of the Redding Municipal Code, which is collected at the time of issuance of a building permit for each new development.

c) The project site is located adjacent to the Approach Zones for the Redding Municipal Airport; therefore, there is some potential to
effect airport operations, but industrial development is consistent with Airport Specific Plan and allows for the open space necessary
around the approach zones, typically industrial developments have few employees that work in relatively large buildings.

e}  Accessto thesiteis provided by way of Rancho Road and the Airport Road frontage road. The Redding Fire Marshal has deemed this

to be adequate access for fire protection.

f)  Allfuture industrial developments within the map will be required to provide parking spaces in accordance with the City’s Off-Parking

Ordinance.

g) The project would not conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs supporting alternative transportation. The City’s Active

Transportation Plan identifies Airport Road as a future bike lane.

Documentation:
City of Redding General Plan, Transportation Element, 2000

City of Redding General Plan Environmental impact Report, 2000, SCH #1998072103

City of Redding Parks, Trails, and Open Space Master Plan, 2002
City of Redding Traffic Impact Fee Program
City of Redding Bikeway Action Plan 2010-2015

Redding Area Bus Authority System Map and Route Guide, October 2000

Mitigation:
None necessary.

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

Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project cause a substantial Significant Significant With Significant Impact
adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Impact Mitigation Impact
Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural Incorporated
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Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
XVII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES: Would the project cause a substantial Significant Significant With Significant Impact
adverse change in the significance of a tribal cuitural resource, defined in Impact Mitigation Impact
Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural Incorporated

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

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical X
Resources, orin a local register of historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

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

Discussion: The project was referred to the appropriate tribal entities and no response was received. The parcel map will not develop the
property but allow for future development. Any future discretionary permits will also be referred to the appropriate tribal entities.

Mitigation: None

Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- . No

XVIN. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS: Would the project: Significant Significant With Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

a)  Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable
Regional Water Quality Control Board?

b) Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of existing
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

c) Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects?

d)  Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project
which serves or may serve the project from existing entitlements
and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

e)  Resultin a determination by the wastewater treatment provider
which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate
capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to
the provider’s existing commitments?

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g)  Comply with Federal, State, and local statutes and regulations
related to solid waste?
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Discussion:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

Wastewater generated from the project would be that associated with industrial development and be discharged into the City
sanitary sewer system. This type and intensity of land use activity does not generate wastewater dermands that would exceed
treatment requirements of the Regional Water Quality Control Board.

The proposed development does not generate the need for the construction of new water or wastewater-treatment facilities.

Project-related stormwater-management improvements consist of construction of collection and conveyance systems in accordance
with City construction standards and City Policy 1806 pertaining to stormwater detention (also see IX, Hydrology and Water Quality,
d and e).

The project is subject to Chapter 16.20 of the Redding Municipal Code, which requires new development to pay a storm-drainage
impact fee calculated to mitigate a project’s fair share of cumulative impacts to the City’s storm-drain infrastructure based upon
improvements necessary to accommodate new development under the City’s General Plan.

Potable water is available from the City to serve the project with adequate pressure and flaws for fire suppression. The demands of
the project can be accommodated within the City’s existing water resources.

The project will utilize the City’s sanitary sewer system to dispose of wastewater. Adequate sewer capacity is available in the City’s
existing system. The development will require the development of a sanitary sewer lift station on the adjacent City of Redding parcel.
The City has determined that this project will necessitate the construction of the lift station but the City of Redding will size it
appropriately to allow for other future developments in the area to utilize the lift station to prevent the placement of multiple lift
stations throughout the area. The site plan shows the location of the lift station located directly east of the project site.

f, g) The City provides solid waste disposal. Adequate capacity is available ta serve the needs of the project without need of special

accommodation. The City regulates and operates programs that promote the proper disposal of toxic and hazardous materials from
developments.

b, d, e) The project is subject to Chapter 16.20 of the Redding Municipal Code, which requires new development to pay water- and

sewer-impact fees calculated to mitigate a project’s fair share of cumulative impacts to the City’s water and sewer distribution,
collection, and treatment infrastructure based upon improvements necessary to accommodate new development under the
City’s General Plan.

Documentation:
City of Redding General Plan, Public Facilities Elements, 2000
City of Redding Water and Sewer Atlas

Mitigation:
None necessary.

Potentially Less-Than- Less-Than- No
XVIV. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE: Significant Significant Significant Impact
Impact With Impact
Mitigation
Incorporated
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XVIV. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less-Than-
Significant
With
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less-Than-
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

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 population to drop below the self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community,
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory?

b)

Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that
the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

c)

Does the project have potential environmental effects which may cause
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

Discussion:

Based on the analysis undertaken as part of this Initial Study, the following findings can be made:

a)

b)

examples of history or prehistory.

The project does not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, reduce or degrade wildlife habitat, or eliminate

As discussed in Item Ill, the project will contribute to regionwide cumulative air quality impacts. However, under policy of the

General Plan, application of Standard Mitigation Measures (SMMs) will eliminate the potential for air quality impacts from this

project.

directly or indirectly.

Documentation:

Mitigation:

As discussed herein, the project does not have characteristics which could cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCE ASSESSMENT

Rancho Road Project

Project Location:

Redding, Shasta County, California
Section 22 Township 31N Range 4W
Enterprise USGS 7.5" Quadrangle

INTRODUCTION

Purpose and Overview

The purpose of this biological resource assessment (BRA) is to document the endangered, threatened,
sensitive and rare species, and their habitats that occur or may oceur in the biological survey area [BSA)
of the Rancho Road Project (Project) located within the City Limits of Redding, Shasta County, California
(Figure 1). The Project area is approximately 18 acres. The proposed Project involves the construction of
a residential development.

The B5A is the area where the focus of biological surveys is conducted (Figure 2). Gallaway Enterprises
conducted a habitat assessment, protocol-level rare plant survey, and protocol-level survey for valiey
elderberry longhorn beetle (VELB) (Desmocerus californicus dimorphs) in the BSA to evaluate site
conditions and potential for rare and listed species to occur. Other primary references consulted include
species lists and information gathered using the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
Information, Planning, and Conservation System (IPaC), California Department of Fish and Wildlife's
(CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB), the California Native Plant Society’s (CNPS) list of
rare and endangered plants, and literature review. The results of the BRA are the findings of surveys,
habitat assessments, and recommendations for avoidance and minimization measures.

Project Location and Environmental Setting

The Project is located in the City of Redding, Shasta County, California, Latitude 40.533907, Longitude -
122.300702, within the USGS 7.5" “Enterprise, CA” quadrangle, Township 31N, Range 4W, Section 22.
The site is relatively flat and is characterized by annual grassland, areas of dense chaparral habitat and
mixed oak-foothill pine woodland. A few dirt access roads occur on the site but have been largely
overgrown. The Property is bound to the north by Rancho Road, to the west by Airport Road, to the
south by Nordona Lane and to the east by an industrial building. Residential buildings occur to the
northeast of the site, an industrial building to the east and a large compound with stockpiled materials
and vehicles occurs to the southeast. The remaining adjacent land is comprised of open land or land
historically used for agricultural purposes. No wetlands or drainages occur within the Project site.
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Soils within the Project range from gravelly to clay loams with a restrictive layer occurring more than 80
inches in depth. The average annual precipitation for the area is 34.23 inches and the average
temperature is 62.5° F (Western Regional Climate Center 2018).

Biological Survey Area

For the purposes of this BRA, the BSA is the area in which biological surveys are conducted. The BSA
includes all areas to be affected directly by the Project. For the proposed project, the BSA was limited to
the parcel boundary.

Project Description

The proposed Project is currently in the planning stages but will likely result in the complete build-out of
the Project site for residential or commercial purposes.

METHODS

References Consulted

Gallaway Enterprises obtained lists of special-status species that occur in the vicinity of the BSA. The
CNDDB Geographic Information System (GIS) database was also consulted and showed special-status
species within a five (5) mile radius of the BSA (Figure 3). Other primary sources of information
regarding the occurrence of federally listed threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species,
and their habitats within the BSA used in the preparation of this BRA are:

* The USFWS Official Species List for the BSA, May 22, 2018, (Appendix A; Species Lists);

* The results of a species record search of the CDFW CNDDB, RareFind 5, for the 7.5 minute USGS
“Enterprise, Balls Ferry, Olinda, Cottonwood, Bella Vista, Project City, Shasta Dam, Redding, and
Palo Cedro” quadrangles (Appendix A; Species Lists);

* The review of the CNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California for the
7.5 minute USGS “Enterprise, Balls Ferry, Olinda, Cottonwood, Bella Vista, Project City, Shasta
Dam, Redding, and Palo Cedro” quadrangles (Appendix A; Species Lists);

*  USFWS Critical Habitat Portal, May 22, 2018;

* Withdrawai of the Proposed Rule to Remove the Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle From the
Federal List of Endangered and Threatened Wildlife, September 17, 2014, {Federal Register 79:
55874-55917) (Withdrawal Rule)

* Results from the field survey conducted by Gallaway Enterprises on May 23, 2018; and,

* Results from the protocol-level VELB survey conducted on June 07, 2018.
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Special-Status Species

Special-status species that have potential to occur in the BSA are those that fall into one of the following
categories:

* Listed as threatened or endangered, or are proposed or candidates for listing under the
California Endangered Species Act (CESA, 14 California Code of Regulations 670.5) or the Federal
Endangered Species Act (ESA, 50 Code of Federal Regulations 17.12);

* Listed as a SSC by CDFW or protected under the California Fish and Game Code (i.e Fully
Protected Species);

* Ranked by the CNPS as 1A, 1B, or 2;

¢ Protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA);

* Protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act; or

* Species that are otherwise protected under policies or ordinances at the local or regional level
as required by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, §15380).

Critical Habitat

The Endangered Species Act requires that critical habitat be designated for all species listed under the
Endangered Species Act. Critical habitat is designated for areas that provide essential habitat elements
that enable a species survival and which are occupied by the species during the species listing under the
Endangered Species Act. Areas outside of the species range of occupancy during the time of its listing
can also be determined as critical habitat if the agency decides that the area is essential to the
conservation of the species. The USFWS Critical Habitat Portal was accessed on May 22, 2018 to
determine if critical habitat occurs within the BSA. Appropriate Federal Registers were also used to
confirm the presence or absence of critical habitat.

Sensitive Natural Communities

Sensitive Natural Communities (SNCs) are monitored by CDFW with the goal of preserving these areas of
habitat that are rare or ecologically important. Many SNCs are designated because they represent a
historical landscape and are typically preserved as valued components of California’s diverse habitat
assemblage.

Waters of the United States

A delineation of waters of the United States (WOTUS) was conducted by Gallaway Enterprises on May
23, 2018. No WOTUS or waters of the State were observed within the Project site.

Biological and Botanical Surveys

A field survey was conducted on May 23, 2018 by Gallaway Enterprises senior botanist, Elena Gregg, and
biologist Leah Cochran. A second site visit was conducted by Mrs, Gregg on June 7, 2018. A habitat
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assessment and protocol-level botanical survey were conducted to determine the presence of special-
status species and their habitats within the BSA. The habitat assessment was conducted by walking all
areas of the BSA and taking inventory of observed species and habitat elements. A list of observed
species is provided as Appendix B. In addition, a protacol-level VELB survey was conducted.

Habhitat Assessment

A habitat assessment of the BSA was conducted on May 23, 2018. The purpose of the habitat
assessment was to determine if suitable habitat occurs within the BSA for special-status species. The
habitat assessment was conducted by walking the entire BSA and recording specific habitat types and
elements. If habitat was observed for special-status species it was then evaluated for quality based on
vegetation composition and structure, physical features (e.g. soils, elevation}, micro-climate,
surrounding area, presence of predatory species and available resources (e.g. prey items, nesting
substrates), and land use patterns. Specifically, a habitat assessment was performed to make a
determination regarding the habitat suitability for VELB. Current information contained in the CNNDB,
Withdrawal Rule and the USFWS Framework for Assessing impacts to the Valley Elderberry Longhorn
Beetle (Desmocerus californicus dimorphus) was reviewed.

Rare Plant Survey

A rare plant survey and habitat evaluation for rare plants was conducted on May 23, 2018. The survey
and evaluation were conducted by walking all accessible areas of the project boundary and taking
inventory of observed botanical species. Plant surveys were conducted to coincide with known blooming
periods.

Valiey Elderberry Longhorn Beetle Survey

A USFWS protocol level VELB survey was conducted on June 7, 2018 using the guidelines under the
USFWS 1999 USFWS Conservation Guidefines for Valley Eiderberry Longhorn Beetle. The protocol level
VELB survey was conducted by walking all areas within the BSA where accessible. When an elderberry
shrub was found, a detailed data sheet was filled out describing the size of the shrub, habitat where it
was found and the presence of exit holes. The shrub was located and mapped using a Trimble Geo
Explorer 6000 Series GPS Receiver and marked with flagging.

RESULTS

Vegetation Communities

Annual Grassland (AGS)

Annual grassiand is the dominant vegetation community within the western portion of the BSA. Portions
of the site that had previously been disturbed are now occupied by ruderal annuals. Common species
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that were observed in the annual grasslands were medusahead (Elymus caput-medusae), winter vetch
{Vicia villosa), wild oats {Avena barbata), rip-gut brome (Bromus diandrus), yellow star thistle
(Centaurea solstitialis), soft chess (Bromus hordeaceus), and rose clover (Trifolium hirtum). There were
also a few small patches of yerba santa (Eriodictyon californicum) present. This habitat type provides
foraging ground for a variety of wildlife species and breeding habitat for a variety of terrestrial reptiles
and ground nesting mammals. The singular trees or isolated stands of trees within the annual grassland
could provide valuable perches to foraging raptors.

Blue Oak-Foothill Pine {(BOP)

Blue Oak-Foothill Pine is the dominant vegetation community within the eastern portion of the BSA.
Common species observed within the BSA were foothill pine (Pinus sabiniana), blue oak {Quercus
douglasii), live oak (Quercus wislizeni), and a few valley oaks (Quercus lobata), with an understory
ranging from mixed shrub vegetation to annual grasses and forbs. Portions of the blue oak-foothill pine
habitat had patches of the non-native tree of heaven (Ailanthus altissima). The Blue Oak-Foothill Pine
habitat type provides foraging ground for a variety of wildlife species and breeding habitat for terrestrial
reptiles and ground nesting mammals.

Mixed Chaparral {MCH)

Mixed chaparral habitat occurs in dense patches within the central portion of the BSA. Within the BSA
the mixed chaparral habitat is dominated by common manzanita (Arctostaphylos manzanita). Some
other species observed were buckbrush (Ceanothus cuneatus), foothill honeysuckle (Lonicera
interrupta), and poison oak (Toxicodendron diversilobum). The understory was largely bare due to the
density of the shrub canopy. The mixed chaparral habitat type provides foraging ground for a wide
variety of wildlife species and breeding habitat for terrestrial reptiles.

Non-vegetated Habitat

Barren {BAR}

Barren habitat is typified by non-vegetated soil, rock, paved roads and gravel. There are several dirt
roads and a gravel turn-out within the BSA. The barren habitat type provides low quality habitat to
wildlife.

Critical Habitat

There is no critical habitat within the BSA. Critical designated by the USFWS for slender Orcutt grass and
federally listed steelhead occur in close proximity to the BSA, but habitat for these species do not occur
within the BSA.

Sensitive Natural Communities

No Sensitive Natural Communities occur within the BSA.
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The CFGC (§3503.5) states that it is “unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any birds in the order
Falconiformes (hawks, eagles, and falcons) or Strigiformes (owls) or to take, possess, or destroy the nest
or eggs of any such bird except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation adopted pursuant
thereto.” Take includes the disturbance of an active nest resulting in the abandonment or loss of young.
The CFGC (§3503) also states that “it is unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the nest or eggs
of any bird, except as otherwise provided by this code or any regulation made pursuant thereto.”

CNDDB Occurrences

The majority of migratory birds and raptors protected under the MBTA and CFGC are not recorded on
the CNDDB because they are abundant and widespread.

Status of Migratory Birds and Raptors occurring in the BSA

There is suitable nesting habitat for a variety of ground, shrub and tree nesting avian species throughout
the BSA, A high diversity of avian species has the potential to nest in the BSA based on the variety of
habitat types. A list of the bird species observed flying through or utilizing the BSA during the field
survey is provided as Appendix B.

Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle (VELB)

The VELB is listed as threatened under the ESA. The VELB is a medium sized (0.8 inch long) beetle that is
endemic to the Central Valley of California. The beetle is found only in association with its host plant,
elderberry shrubs. Adults feed on the foliage and flowers of elderberry shrubs and are present from
March through early June. During this period the beetles mate, and females lay eggs on living elderberry
plants. The first instar larvae bore to the center of elderberry stems where they feed on the pith of the
plant for ane to two years as they develop. Prior to forming their pupae, the elderberry wood boring
larvae chew through the bark and then plug the holes with wood shavings. In the pupal chamber, the
larvae metamorphose into their pupae and then into aduits where upon they emerge between mid-
March through June {USFWS 1991). Larvae appear to be distributed in stems that are 1.0 inch or greater
in diameter at ground level (Table 2). Current threats to VELB consist primarily of riparian habitat
destruction, causing extirpation, fragmentation and isolation of beetle populations (USFWS 1991).

VELB spend their entire fifecycle on their host plant, blue elderberry and red elderberry (Sambucus
racemosa). VELB most commonly occur in elderberry shrubs that are associated with riparian forests
and not in upland communities. The most influential elderberry shrub characteristics that appear to
effect VELB occupancy include shrub density, shrub size, and number of stems and range of branch sizes
{Talley et al. 2007). The historical and current known range of VELB does not include Shasta County.
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REGULATORY FRAMEWORK

The following describes federal, state, and local environmental laws and policies that may be relevant if
the BSA were to be developed or modified.

Federal

Waters of the United States, Clean Water Act, Section 404
The Corps and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency {EPA) regulate the discharge of dredged or fill

material into jurisdictional waters of the Uinited States, under the Clean Water Act (§404). The term
“waters of the United States” is an encompassing term that includes “wetlands” and “other waters.”
Wetlands have been defined for regulatory purposes as follows: “those areas that are inundated or
saturated by surface or groundwater at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under
normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil
conditions (33 CFR 328.3, 40 CFR 230.3). Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar
areas.” other waters of the United States are seasonal or perennial water bodies, including lakes, stream
channels, drainages, ponds, and other surface water features, that exhibit an ordinary high-water mark
but lack positive indicators for one or more of the three wetland parameters (i.e., hydrophytic
vegetation, hydric soil, and wetland hydrology) (33 CFR 328.4).

The Corps may issue either individual permits on a case-by-case basis or general permits on a program
level. General permits are pre-authorized and are issued to cover similar activities that are expected to
cause only minimal adverse environmental effects. Nationwide permits are general permits issued to
cover particular fill activities. All nationwide permits have general conditions that must be met for the
permits to apply to a particular project, as well as specific conditions that apply to each nationwide
permit.

Clean Water Act, Section 401
The Clean Water Act {§401) requires water quality certification and authorization for placement of

dredged or fill material in wetfands and Other Waters of the United States. in accordance with the Clean
Water Act (§401), criteria for allowable discharges into surface waters have been developed by the State
Water Resources Control Board, Division of Water Quality. The resulting requirements are used as
criteria in granting National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permits or waivers, which
are obtained through the Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) per the Clean Water Act
(§402). Any activity or facility that will discharge waste {such as soils from construction) into surface
waters, or from which waste may be discharged, must obtain an NPDES permit or waiver from the
RWQCB. The RWQCB evaluates an NPDES permit application to determine whether the proposed
discharge is consistent with the adopted water quality objectives of the basin plan.
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Federal Endangered Species Act
The United States Congress passed the Federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) in 1973 to protect species

that are endangered or threatened with extinction. The ESA is intended to operate in conjunction with
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to help protect the ecosystems upon which endangered
and threatened species depend,

Under the FESA, species may be listed as either “endangered” or “threatened.” Endangered means a
species is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range. Threatened means a
species is likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant
portion of its range. All species of plants and animals, except non-native species and pest insects, are
eligible for listing as endangered or threatened. The USFWS also maintains a list of “candidate” species.
Candidate species are species for which there is enough information to warrant proposing them for
listing, but that have not yet been proposed. “Proposed” species are those that have been proposed for
listing, but have not yet been listed.

The FESA makes it unlawful to “take” a listed animal without a permit. Take is defined as “to harass,
harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect or attempt to engage in any such
conduct,” Through regulations, the term “harm” is defined as “an act which actually kills or injures
wildlife. Such an act may include significant habitat modification or degradation where it actually kills or
injures wildlife by significantly impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding, feeding, or
sheltering.”

Migratory Bird Treaty Act
The MBTA (16 USC §703) prohibits the killing of migratory birds or the destruction of their occupied
nests and eggs except in accordance with regulations prescribed by the USFWS. The bird species

covered by the MBTA includes nearly all of those that breed in North America, excluding introduced (i.e.
exotic) species (50 Code of Federal Regulations §10.13). Activities that involve the removal of vegetation
including trees, shrubs, grasses, and forbs or ground disturbance has the potential to affect bird species
protected by the MBTA. Thus, vegetation removal and ground disturbance in areas with breeding birds
should be conducted outside of the breeding season {approximately March 1 through August 31 in the
Central Valley). if vegetation removal or ground disturbance activities are conducted during the
breeding season, then a qualified biologist must determine if there are any nests of bird species
protected under the MBTA present in the canstruction area prior to commencement of construction. If
active nests are located or presumed present, then appropriate avoidance measures {e.g. spatial or
temporal buffers) must be implemented.
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State of California

California Endangered Species Act
The California Endangered Species Act (CESA) is similar to the ESA, but pertains to state-listed

endangered and threatened species. The CESA requires state agencies to consult with the CDFW when
preparing documents to comply with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The purpose is to
ensure that the actions of the lead agency do not jeopardize the continued existence of a listed species
or result in the destruction, or adverse modification of habitat essential to the continued existence of
those species. In addition to formal listing under the federal and state endangered species acts, “species
of special concern” receive consideration by CDFW. Species of special concern are those whose
numbers, reproductive success, or habitat may be threatened.

California Fish and Game Code {§3503.5)

The CFGC (§3503.5) states that it is “unlawful to take, possess, or destroy any birds in the order
Falconiformes (hawks, eagles, and falcons) or Strigiformes (all owls except barn owls) or to take,
possess, or destroy the nest or eggs of any such bird except as otherwise provided by this code or any
regulation adopted pursuant thereto.” Take includes the disturbance of an active nest resuiting in the
abandonment or loss of young. The CFGC (§3503) also states that “it is unlawful to take, possess, or
needlessly destroy the nest or eggs of any bird, except as otherwise provided by this code or any
regulation made pursuant thereto.”

Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement, CFGC (§1602)

The CDFW is a trustee agency that has jurisdiction under the CFGC (§1600 et seq.). The California Fish
and Game Code (§1602), requires that a state or local government agency, public utility, or private
entity must notify CDFW if a proposed project will “substantially divert or obstruct the natural flow or
substantially change the bed, channel, or bank of any river, stream, or lake designated by the
department, or use any material from the streambeds... except when the department has been notified
pursuant to Section 1601.” If an existing fish or wildlife resource may be substantially adversely affected
by the activity, COFW may propose reasonable measures that will allow protection of those resources, If
these measures are agreeable to the parties involved, they may enter into an agreement with CDFW
identifying the approved activities and associated mitigation measures,

Rare and Endangered Plants
The CNPS maintains a list of plant species native to California with low population numbers, limited

distribution, or otherwise threatened with extinction. This information is published in the Inventory of
Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California. Potential impacts to populations of CNPS California
Rare Plant Rank (CRPR) plants receive consideration under CEQA review. The CNPS CRPR categorizes
plants as follows:

* Rank 1A: Plants presumed extinct in California;
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= Rank 1B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California or eisewhere;

= Rank 2A: Plants presumed extirpated or extinct in California, but not elsewhere;

® Rank 2B: Plants rare, threatened, or endangered in California, but more numerous elsewhere;
* Rank 3: Plants about which we need more information; and

®=  Rank 4: Plants of limited distribution.

The California Native Plant Protection Act (CFGC §1900-1913) prohibits the taking, possessing, or sale
within the state of any plants with a state designation of rare, threatened, or endangered as defined by
CDFW. An exception to this prohibition allows landowners, under specific circumstances, to take listed
plant species, provided that the owners first notify CDFW and give the agency at least 10 days to
retrieve (and presumably replant) the plants before they are destroyed. Fish and game Code §1913
exempts from the ‘take’ prohibition “the removal of endangered or rare native plants from a canal,
lateral channel, building site, or road, or other right of way.”

California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines §15380
Although threatened and endangered species are protected by specific federal and state statutes, CEQA
Guidelines §15380(d) provides that a species not listed on the federal or state list of protected species

may be considered rare or endangered if the species can be shown to meet certain specified criteria.
These criteria have been modeled based on the definition in the ESA and the section of the CFGC dealing
with rare, threatened, and endangered plants and animals. The CEQA Guidelines (§15380) allows a
public agency to undertake a review to determine if a significant effect on species that have not yet
been listed by either the USFWS or CDFW (e.g. candidate species, species of concern) would occur. Thus,
CEQA provides an agency with the ability to protect a species from a project’s potential impacts until the
respective government agencies have an opportunity to designate the species as protected, if
warranted.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Endangered, Threatened, and Special-status Wildlife

Migratory Birds and Raptors
To avoid impacts to avian species protected under the MBTA and the CFGC the following are
recommended avoidance and minimization measures for migratory birds and raptors:

= Project activities including site grubbing and vegetation removal shall be initiated outside of
the bird nesting season (February 1 — August 31).
= If Project activities cannot be initiated outside of the bird nesting season then the following
will occur;
* A qualified biologist will conduct a pre-construction survey within 250 feet of the
BSA, where accessible, within 7 days of starting Project activities.
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* If an active nest {i.e. containing egg(s) or young) is observed within the BSA or in an
area adjacent to the BSA where impacts could occur, then a species protection
buffer will be established. The species protection buffer will be defined by the
qualified biologist based on the species, nest type and tolerance to disturbance.
Construction activity shall be prohibited within the buffer zones until the young
have fledged or the nest fails. Nests shall be monitored by a qualified biologist once
per week and a report submitted to the CEQA lead agency weekly.

Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle

Due to the location of elderberry bushes in upland habitat and the lack of known occurrences of VELB
within Shasta County, it is not likely for VELB to occur within the BSA. In addition, no exit holes were
observed in the bushes. The listing of VELB as a threatened species applies to wherever the beetle is
found, thus if VELB is confirmed to occur in Shasta County consultation with the USFWS may be
required.
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Viburnum ellipticum oval-lsaved Adoxaceae
vibumum
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The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and the
ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2) of the
Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 et seq.), Federal agencies are required to
utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and endangered
species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered species and/or
designated critical habitat.

A Biological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other undertakings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c))- For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a Biological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a Biological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the Biological Assessment or biological evaluation, that
listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the "Endangered
Species Consultation Handbook" at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/ TOC-GLOS.PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the Bald and Golden Fagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.), and projects affecting these species may require
development of an eagle conservation plan (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/

eagle guidance html). Additionally, wind energy projects should follow the wind energy
guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing impacts to migratory birds and
bats.

Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at: http://
www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm; http:/
www.towerkill.com; and http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/
comtow.html,

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.
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Official Species List

This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action"”.

This species list is provided by:

Sacramento Fish And Wildlife Office
Federal Building

2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605
Sacramento, CA 95825-1846

(916) 414-6600















Plant Species Observed within the Rancho Road Project May 23, 2018

Scientific Name

Common Name

Acmispon americanus

Spanish lotus

Ailanthus altissima

Tree-of-heaven

Aira caryophyilfea

Silver hairgrass

Anthoxanthum odoratum

Sweet vernal grass

Arctostaphylos manzanita ssp, manzanita

Big manzanita

Avena barbata

Wild oats

Briza maxima

Greater quaking-grass

Bromus diandrus

Rip-gut brome

Bromus hordeaceus Soft chess
Bromus madritensis ssp. rubens Red brome
Carduus pycnocephalus Italian thistle

Castilleja attenuato

Valley tassels

Centaurea solstitialis

Yellow star thistle

Cynosurus echinatus Hedgehog dogtail
Elymus caput-medusae Medusahead
Elymus glaucus Blue wildrye

Eriodictyon californicum

Yerba santa

Erodium botrys

Long-beaked stork's-bill

Erodium brachycarpum

Foothill filaree

Festuca myuros

Rattail fescue

Festuca perennis

Rye-grass

Galium parisiense

Wall bedstraw

Grindelia hirsutula var. davyi

Foothill gumplant

Hypericum perforatum Klamathweed
Hypochaeris glabra Smooth cat's ear
Leontodon saxatilis Hawhkbit

Logfia gallica Narrowleaf cottonrose
Lupinus sp. Lupine

Madia sp. Commoh madia
Petrorhgia dubia Grass-pink

Phytolacca americang American pokeweed
Pinus sabiniana Gray pine/Foothill pine

Plantago coronopus

Cut-leaf plantain

Quercus douglasii Blue oak
Quercus lobata Valley oak
Quercus wislizeni Live oak
Raphanus sativus Radish

Rumex crispus Curly dock
Sambucus nigra ssp. caerulea Blue elderberry
Silybum marianum Milk thistle
Spergularia rubra Ruby sandspurry
Torilis arvensis Hedge parsley
Toxicodendran diversilobum Poison oak
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Scientific Name Common Name
Tragopogon dubius Yeilow salsify
Trifolium campestre Low hop clover
Trifolium dubjum Shamrock clover
Trifolium hirtum Rose clover
Triticum gestivum Bread wheat
Verbascum blattaria Moth mullein
Vicia villosa Winter vetch
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Wildlife Species Observed Within the Rancho Road Project BSA May 23, 2018

[ORT——

Scientific Name |common Name

Birds

Aphelocoma californica Scrub jay

Calypte anna Anna's hummingbird
Cathartes oura Turkey vulture

Carvus corax Common raven
Picoides nuttallii Nuttall's woodpecker
Pipite maculatus Spotted towhee
Melozone crissalis California towhee
Sayornis nigricans Black phoebe

Spinus psaltria Lesser goldfinch
Spizella passerina Chipping sparrow
Myiarchus cinerascens Ash-throated flycatcher
Haemaoarhous mexicanus House finch

Buteo lineatus Red-shouldered hawk
Molothrus ater Brown-headed cowbird
Streptopelia decaocto Eurasian collared dove
Mammals

Odocoileus sp. Deer

Sciurus griseus Waestern gray squirrel
Lepus culifornicus lackrabbit

Mephitis mephitis Striped skunk {remains observed)
Reptiles and Amphibians

Elgaria coerulea Northern alligator lizard
Sceloporus accidentalis Western fence lizard
Plestiodon skiltonianus Western skink
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