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1.0 INTRODUCTION

INTRODUCTION

This Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR) contains the public and agency comments
received during the public review period on the Village 7 Specific Plan Project Draft Environmental
Impact Report (Draft EIR).

This Final EIR is an informational document intended to disclose to the City of Lincoln and the public
the environmental consequences of approving and implementing the Village 7 Specific Plan project.
All written comments received during the public review period (June 17, 2009 through July 27, 2009)
are addressed in this Final EIR.

The Village 7 Specific Plan project site is located in an unincorporated area of Placer County,
southwest of the City of Lincoln (Figure 1-1). It is included in the City’s recently adopted 2050
General Plan and has a specific land use designation (V-7). The project site is generally bounded
by Auburn Ravine on the north, the City’s wastewater treatment and reclamation facility (WWTRF)
and undeveloped land on the west, the developing Lincoln Crossing project and Aitken Ranch
residential project on the east, and the Orchard Creek Wetlands Preserve area on the south.

The Village 7 Specific Plan project that is evaluated in this EIR identifies four planning areas for
future development: the Lewis Property (516 acres), the Aitken Ranch Il Property (121 acres), the
Scheiber Property (26 acres), and the Remainder Area (40 acres). The development plan for Village
7 includes the creation of a distinctive residential community consisting of a variety of housing types,
a school, a community park, public facility — fire station, a recreation center, neighborhood-serving
retail uses, and extensive park and open space amenities on approximately 703 acres. A detailed
project description is provided in Chapter 2, Project Description, and the environmental impact
analyses are in each of the technical sections in Chapter 4. This EIR will be used for the requested
approvals identified in Chapter 2.

As used in this EIR, the “Proposed Project” refers to the entirety of the Village 7 Specific Plan. The
Lewis Property portion of the Proposed Project is analyzed at a project level, while the balance of
the Village 7 Specific Plan (Aitken Ranch I, Scheiber, and the Remainder Area) is analyzed on a
program level. Throughout this EIR, these three areas of the Specific Plan that are analyzed at the
program level are collectively referred to as the “Village 7 Programmatic Portion.”

This DEIR evaluates the existing environmental resources within the project site, analyzes potential
impacts on those resources due to implementation of the Proposed Project, and identifies mitigation
measures to reduce significant impacts. The analysis covers several subject areas, including land
use; population, employment and housing; transportation and circulation; air quality; noise; hazards
and hazardous materials; hydrology and water quality; biological resources; public services and
utilities; visual resources; and climate change. The evaluation of these subject areas is presented
on a resource-by-resource basis in Chapter 4, Environmental Analysis, in Sections 4.1 through 4.11.
Each section is divided into three parts: Environmental Setting, Regulatory Setting, and Impacts and
Mitigation Measures.

Village 7 Specific Plan Project 1-1 Final Environmental Impact Report
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1.0 Introduction

SUMMARY OF TEXT CHANGES

The text changes to the Draft EIR, Chapter 2 in this Final EIR, identify all changes made to the
document by subject matter section. These text changes provide additional clarity and do not
change the significance conclusions presented in the Draft EIR.

Revisions to the Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures (Table 2-1 in the Draft EIR) are
included at the end of Chapter 2 in this Final EIR.

RESPONSES TO COMMENTS

A list of agencies, organizations, and individuals commenting on the Draft EIR is included in Chapter
3 in this Final EIR. Responses to comments appear in Chapter 4 of this Final EIR. Each comment
letter is presented with brackets indicating how the letter has been divided into individual comments.
Each comment is given a binomial with the number of the comment letter appearing first, followed by
the comment number. For example, comments in Letter 1 are numbered 1-1, 1-2, 1-3, and so on.
Immediately following the letter are responses, each with binomials that correspond to the bracketed
comments.

MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
The Mitigation Monitoring Program (MMP) for the Proposed Project, presented in Chapter 5, reflects

changes made to the mitigation measures made in response to comments received on the Draft
EIR.

Village 7 Specific Plan Project 1-2 Final Environmental Impact Report
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2.0 TEXT CHANGES TO THE DRAFT EIR

INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents minor corrections and revisions made to the Draft EIR initiated by staff, based
on their on-going review, and changes initiated in response to comments received on the Draft EIR.
Added text is underlined and deleted text is struck through. Text changes are presented in the page
order in which they appear in the Draft EIR.

These text changes provide additional clarity and do not change the significance conclusions
presented in the Draft EIR.

Where changes were made to mitigation measures in the Draft EIR, the MMP (Chapter 5) contains
the revised mitigation measures.

CHAPTER 2, PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Page 2-12, “Drainage” subheading, second paragraph revised as follows:

existing—slough—as—it-passes—through-theproperty. The channel of Ingram Slough was
previously enhanced by the developers of the Lincoln Crossing project. The modifications to
Ingram_Slough consisted of deepening and widening the existing north and south sloughs
where they pass through the project area. The work included increasing the capacity of
Ingram Slough so it would also accommodate the future drainage requirements for the
Village 7 Specific Plan area when the Village 7 Specific Plan area was developed.
Developers of the Village 7 Specific Plan area will construct water quality drainage swales
outside of the existing channel of Ingram Slough to treat the project’'s stormwater run-off.
The Village 7 project will also be constructing two stormwater detention basins in upland
areas. The proposed drainage improvements for the Proposed Project are shown in
Figure 2-7.

CHAPTER 3, SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS

Revisions to the Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures (Table 3-1 in the Draft EIR) are
shown in Table 2-1 at the end of Chapter 2 in this Final EIR.

SECTION 4.1 (LAND USE)

Page 4.1-6, the following paragraph is added following the “Placer County General Plan”
subheading.

Sunset Area Industrial Plan

A portion of the southern boundary of project site is contiguous with a portion of the northern
boundary of the Sunset Area Industrial Plan (see Figure 4.1-2). The Sunset Area industrial

Village 7 Specific Plan Project 2-1 Final Environmental Impact Report
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2.0 Text Changes to the Draft EIR

Plan was adopted by Placer County in 1997 for the purpose of refining and implementing the
goals and policies of the Placer County General Plan for the Sunset Industrial Area.

The “Agriculture/Fairgrounds Relocation Area” and the “Athens Avenue Industrial Reserve
Area” are individual planning subareas shown in Placer County’s Sunset Area Industrial
Plan. A portion of the “Agriculture/Fairgrounds Relocation Area” is immediately south of the
southwestern half of the Village 7 Specific Plan project boundary. That portion has been
zoned by Placer County as Open Space in the Sunset Area Industrial Plan. As stated in the
Sunset Industrial Area Plan, the “Agriculture/Fairgrounds Relocation Planning Area” is to be
“dominated by agricultural lands and open space.

Within the “Agriculture/Fairgrounds Relocation Planning Area” the County is considering the
construction of a new Placer County Fairgrounds facility in an unspecified location. When it
adopted the Sunset Industrial Area Plan, the County stated “[the Fairgrounds Facility is a
proposed land use that may or may not be constructed within the Sunset Industrial Area.”

Pages 4.1-19 and 4.1-20, Mitigation Measures 4.1-1(A)(a) and 4.1-1(B)(a) revised as follows:
Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.1-1(A)(a)

4.4-1(A)(a) The applicant shall construct fencing andfer post signs that incorporate
Section 12.20.80 of the Lincoln Municipal Code and Section 602.8 of the
California Penal Code to inform the public of sensitive wetland/wildlife areas
within the open space areas near ir the Orchard Creek Wetlands Preserve
that borders the Lewis Property on the south and at the other wetland/wildlife
areas within the open space areas at the Lewis Property.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.1-1(B)(a)

4.2-1(B)(a) The applicant shall construct fencing andfer post signs that incorporate
Section 12.20.80 of the Lincoln Municipal Code and Section 602.8 of the
California Penal Code to inform the public of sensitive wetland/wildlife areas
within the open space areas.

Pages 4.1-22 and 4.1-23, Mitigation Measures 4.1-2(A)(c) and (B)(c) revised as follows:
Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.1-2(A)(c)

4.1-2(A)(c) Record disclosures concerning all residential properties Netify-home-buyers
within the C1 Zone and D Zone regarding noise and safety issues as
required by Placer County ALUCP and California Business and Professions
Code section 11010 and California Civil Code sections 1102.6, 1103.4, and
1353.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.1-2(B)(c)

4.1-2(B)(c) Record disclosures concerning all residential properties Netify-home-buyers
within the C1 Zone and D Zone regarding noise and safety issues as
required by Placer County ALUCP and California Business and Professions
Code section 11010 and California Civil Code sections 1102.6, 1103.4, and
1353.

Village 7 Specific Plan Project 2-2 Final Environmental Impact Report
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2.0 Text Changes to the Draft EIR

SECTION 4.4 (AIR QUALITY)

Page 4.4-7, fourth paragraph revised as follows to change name from Material Recovery Facility to
Materials Recovery Facility and locational identifier from Athens Road to Athens Avenue. These
changes apply globally throughout the Draft EIR.

The Western Placer Waste Management Authority’'s (WPWMA) 315.9-acre Western
Regional Sanitary Landfill (WRSL) at the intersection of Athens Avenue and Fiddyment
Roads is southwest of the project site. The WRSL includes a sanitary landfill and a Materials
Recovery Facility (MRF) which separates and recovers waste products for recycling, reuse,
or conversion to energy sources. The MRF also includes a composting operation.

Page 4.4-7, fourth paragraph, 8™ sentence revised as follows:

The WPWMA prepares odor complaint updates on a quarterly basis. In the fourth quarter
2007, 24 odor complaints were received.

Page 4.4-7, revised to include the following before the last paragraph:

Another odor source in the vicinity of the project site is a privately owned septage dewatering
facility (Inviro-Tech). This facility is north of Athens Avenue and east of the WRSL,
approximately one mile south of the project site. The dewatering system uses enclosed
tanks and a small concrete containment structure to separate solids from septage. The
process uses chemical treatment to control odor generation, and odor from the facility is

neglible.”

Add footnote reference 7a:

United Auburn Indian Community and County of Placer Planning Department, Auburn Rancheria Gaming
and Entertainment Facility [Thunder Valley Casino] Draft Environmental Impact Report, prepared by
Analytical Environmental Services, June 2002, p.4.9-6.

Pages 4.4-20 and 4.4-22, Mitigation Measures 4.4-1(A) and (B), first bullet revised as follows:
Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.4-1(A)
e The applicant shall submit to the City of Lincoln, as the lead agency, and receive

approval of a Construction Emission/Dust Control Plan prior to groundbreaking
issuance of a grading permit.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.4-1(B)

e The applicant shall submit to the City of Lincoln, as the lead agency, and receive
approval of a Construction Emission/Dust Control Plan prior to groundbreaking
issuance of a grading permit.

Pages 4.4-22 and 4.4-25, Mitigation Measures 4.4-1(A) and (B), sixth bullet revised as follows:
Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.4-1(A)

e Vegetation materials removed from the site during construction shall not be burned in

the open. Vegetative material should be ehipped—or—delivered-to—waste-to-energy

facilities delivered to a green waste recycling facility.

Village 7 Specific Plan Project 2-3 Final Environmental Impact Report
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2.0 Text Changes to the Draft EIR

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.4-1(B)

Vegetation materials removed from the site during construction shall not be burned in

the open. Vegetative material should be ehipped-or-delivered-to-waste-to-energy
facilities-delivered to a green waste recycling facility.

Pages 4.4-26 and 4.4-27, Mitigation Measures 4.4-2(A) and (B), second bullet revised as follows:
Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(A)

Construction equipment operators shall shut off equipment when not in use to avoid
unnecessary idling. Vehicle idling shall be kept below 10-minutes five consecutive
minutes in accordance with Lincoln Municipal Code Section 10.14 requirements.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(B)

Construction equipment operators shall shut off equipment when not in use to avoid
unnecessary idling. Vehicle idling shall be kept below 10-minutes five consecutive
minutes in accordance with Lincoln Municipal Code Section 10.14 requirements.

Pages 4.4-26, 4.4-27, 4.4-28, Mitigation Measures 4.4-2(A) and (B), fifth bullet revised as follows:

Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(A)

The following measure shall be incorporated into construction bid documents: All
applicable pieces (at a minimum three pieces) of diesel equipment used on the site
during the demolition, earthmoving and clearing stages of construction shall be fitted
with a level 3 California Air Resources Board verified diesel emission control system.
All off-road and on-road construction equipment shall use a B20 biodiesel blend.
Prior to the issuance of a demolition or grading permit, the construction contractor
and/or applicant shall submit to the PCAPCD and the City a certified list of the non-
road diesel powered construction equipment that will be retrofitted with emission
control devices or that will use Clean Fuels. The Clean Fuels shall consist of low NOy
and PMjo emission diesel fuel that (1) can be used without engine modification, (2) is
certified to provide a minimum emissions reduction of 30 percent PM10 and
10 percent NOy when compared to No. 2 Dlesel FueI and (3) is mcIuded on the
CARB Ver|f|cat|on Llst

e*plananen@et&hnwmy—suebrmeasum&a@nepempleyed— The |ISt shaII mclude (1)

the equipment number, type, make, and contractor/sub-contractor name; (2) the
emission control device make, model and EPA or CARB verification number; and/or
(3) the type and source of fuel to be used. If any diesel powered non-road
construction equipment is found to be in non-compliance with this specification, the
contractor will be issued a Notice of Non-Compliance and given a 24 hour period in
which to bring the equipment into compliance or remove it from the project. For each
piece of non-road diesel powered construction equipment that will not be retrofitted
or use Clean Fuels, the project applicant shall provide an explanation detailing why
such measures are not employed.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.4-2(B)

The following measure shall be incorporated into construction bid documents: All
applicable pieces (at a minimum three pieces) of diesel equipment used on the site
during the demolition, earthmoving and clearing stages of construction shall be fitted
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2.0 Text Changes to the Draft EIR

with a level 3 California Air Resources Board verified diesel emission control system.
All off-road and on-road construction equipment shall use a B20 biodiesel blend.
Prior to the issuance of a demolition or grading permit, the construction contractor
and/or applicant shall submit to the PCAPCD and the City a certified list of the non-
road diesel powered construction equipment that will be retrofitted with emission
control devices or that will use Clean Fuels. The Clean Fuels shall consist of low NOy
and PM;o emission diesel fuel that (1) can be used without engine modification, (2) is
certified to provide a minimum emissions reduction of 30 percent PM10 and
10 percent NOy when compared to No. 2 Dlesel Fuel, and (3) is mcluded on the
CARB Ver|f|cat|on Llst o

e*pl&naﬂen—de&mhng—mmy—sue#mea&wes—a;aqet—empleyed— The Ilst shaII mclude (1)

the equipment number, type, make, and contractor/sub-contractor name; (2) the
emission control device make, model and EPA or CARB verification number; and/or
(3) the type and source of fuel to be used. If any diesel powered non-road
construction equipment is found to be in non-compliance with this specification, the
contractor will be issued a Notice of Non-Compliance and given a 24 hour period in
which to bring the equipment into compliance or remove it from the project. For each
piece of non-road diesel powered construction equipment that will not be retrofitted
or use Clean Fuels, the project applicant shall provide an explanation detailing why
such measures are not employed.

Pages 4.4-30 and 4.4-32, Mitigation Measures 4.4-3(A) and (B), first and second bullets revised as
follows:

Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.4-3(A)

4.4-3(A) The project applicant shall implement the following mitigation measures: prierto

uhnits—containing-open-hearth-fireplaces. The conditions of approval and the

covenants, conditions, and restrictions (CC&Rs) for the project shall explicitly
prohibit the installation of wood-burning stoves and wood-burning fireplaces
within the Lewis Property portion of the Specific Plan area. Only natural gas
or_propane fireplace stoves and fireplaces are permitted in_single-family
units. No natural gas or propane fireplace stoves or fireplaces shall be
installed in multi-family residential units. Prior to the issuance of occupancy
permits, the applicant must provide written proof of compliance with this
measure to the City and PCAPCD.

e Only Energy Star-labeled (or equivalent) applanees refrigerators, clothes
washers, and dishwashers shall be installed in multi-family dwelling units,
and Enerqgy Star-labeled (or equivalent) dishwashers shall be installed in
single-family dwelling units.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.4-3(B)

4.4-3(B) The project applicant shall implement the following mitigation measures: priorto

dhnits—containing-open-hearth-fireplaces. The conditions of approval and the

covenants, conditions, and restrictions (CC&RSs) for the project shall explicitly
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2.0 Text Changes to the Draft EIR

prohibit the installation of wood-burning stoves and wood-burning fireplaces
within the Programmatic Portion of the Specific Plan area. Only natural gas
or_propane fireplace stoves and fireplaces are permitted. Prior to the
issuance of occupancy permits, the applicant must provide written proof of
compliance with this measure to the City and PCAPCD.

e Only Energy Star-labeled (or equivalent) appliances dishwashers shall be
installed in single-family dwelling units.

SECTION 4.5 (NOISE)

Page 4.5-14, last sentence of first paragraph under “Village 7 Programmatic Portion” subheading
revised as follows:

Impacts could also occur for sensitive receptors within the Project Site as the Project
includes a phase construction plan, and there is the potential for residential or other sensitive
land uses to be occupied during construction of another phase.

Pages 4.5-14 and 4.5-15, Mitigation Measures 4.5-1(A) and (B) revised as follows:
Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.5-1(A)

4.5-1(A) The City shall ensure construction contractors comply with the following:

e Construction hours shall be limited to 7am to Zpm 5pm Monday through
Friday and on Saturdays from 8am to 4pm, with no construction on Sundays
and holidays (unless extended by a special permit).

¢ All heavy construction equipment and all stationary noise sources (such as
diesel generators) shall have manufacturer-installed mufflers.

e Equipment warm up areas, water tanks, and equipment storage areas shall
be located in an area as far away from existing residences as is feasible.

e Construction equipment operators shall shut off equipment when not in use
to_avoid unnecessary idling. Vehicle idling shall be kept below five
consecutive_minutes in_accordance with Lincoln Municipal Code Section
10.14 requirements.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.5-1(B)

4.5-1(B) The City shall ensure construction contractors comply with the following:

e Construction hours shall be limited to 7am to Zpm 5pm Monday through
Friday and on Saturdays from 8am to 4pm, with no construction on Sundays
and holidays (unless extended by a special permit).

e All heavy construction equipment and all stationary noise sources (such as
diesel generators) shall have manufacturer-installed mufflers.

e Equipment warm up areas, water tanks, and equipment storage areas shall
be located in an area as far away from existing residences as is feasible.

e Construction equipment operators shall shut off equipment when not in_use
to _avoid unnecessary idling. Vehicle idling shall be kept below five
consecutive_minutes in_accordance with Lincoln Municipal Code Section
10.14 requirements.
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2.0 Text Changes to the Draft EIR

SECTION 4.6 (HAZARDOUS MATERIALS AND PUBLIC SAFETY)

Page 4.6-15, Mitigation Measure 4.6-1(B)(b) for the Village 7 Programmatic Portion revised as
follows:

4.6-1(B)(b) For the Aitken Ranch Il area, the applicant shall have a qualified professional
review the results of the Phase 1 ESA and develop specific
recommendations for removal of potentially contaminated items, soil and/or
groundwater testing, as—heeded; and any subsequent remedial actions
associated with the former turkey farming operations to ensure that
development of the project site will not result in adverse human health or
environmental risks during construction or occupancy. Soil and groundwater
testing shall be performed prior to any site development activities that would
disturb surface soils at the location of the former turkey farming operations. |If
chemicals are present in soils that would present a human health or
environmental risk, a soil management plan shall be prepared by the
qualified professional prior to approval of Final Grading or Improvement
Plans. The soil management plan shall specify how affected soils will be
tested, removed, stockpiled, or otherwise handled prior to and during soil-
disturbing activities.

SECTION 4.7 (HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY)

Page 4.7-2, the following paragraph has been added between the third and fourth paragraphs under
the “Project Site Characteristics and Hydrology” subheading:

The Proposed Project site is non-irrigated grazing land. The existing terrain is generally
level, with natural drainage patterns within the Lewis Property running in a southwesterly
direction along Ingram Slough, a major tributary of Orchard Creek and within the Village 7
project area running in a northwesterly direction towards and along Auburn Ravine. Small
ephemeral drainages and swales also traverse the project site. Vegetation on the project
site consists of native and non-native annual grasslands, a limited number of oak trees, in
addition to riparian vegetation located along Ingram Slough. The site is dotted with seasonal
depressions containing seasonal wetlands and vernal pools.

The channel of Ingram Slough was previously enhanced by the developers of the Lincoln
Crossing project. The modifications to Ingram Slough consisted of deepening and widening
the existing north and south sloughs where they pass through the project area. The work
included increasing the capacity of Ingram Slough so it would also accommodate the future
drainage requirements for the Village 7 Specific Plan area when the Village 7 Specific Plan
area was developed.

The analysis of existing conditions in these drainages at the project site indicates that
shallow overbank flow (flooding) occurs throughout the southern and eastern portions of the
project site along areas of Ingram Slough.

Page 4.7-5, Figure 4.7-2 has been revised to remove references to “proposed” improvements.
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2.0 Text Changes to the Draft EIR

Pages 4.7-21 and 4.7-23, Mitigation Measures 4.7-4(A)(f) and (B)(f) revised as follows:
Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.7-4(A)(f)

f) Stormwater runoff from the Proposed Project's impervious surfaces
(including roads) shall be collected and routed through specially designed
water quality treatment facilities (BMPs) for removal of pollutants of concern
(i.e. sediment, oil/grease, etc.), as approved by the City. The applicant shall
verify that proposed BMPs are appropriate to treat the pollutants of concern
from the Proposed Project and shall provide for the establishment of
vegetation, where specified, by means of proper irrigation, for effective

performance of BMPs—Maintenance-of thesefacilities-shall-be-provided-by
the-City. Prior to projectapprovatlor Final Map approval, easements shall be

created and offered for dedication to the City for maintenance and access to
these facilities in anticipation of possible City maintenance. No water quality
facility construction shall be permitted within any identified wetlands area,
floodplain, or right-of-way, except as authorized by project approvals.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.7-4(B)(f)

f) Stormwater runoff from the Proposed Project's impervious surfaces
(including roads) shall be collected and routed through specially designed
water quality treatment facilities (BMPs) for removal of pollutants of concern
(i.e. sediment, oil/grease, etc.), as approved by the City. The applicant shall
verify that proposed BMPs are appropriate to treat the pollutants of concern
from the Proposed Project and shall provide for the establishment of
vegetation, where specified, by means of proper irrigation, for effective

performance of BMPs. Maintenance-of-thesefacilities-shall-beprovided-by
the-City. Prior to projectapprovator Final Map approval, easements shall be

created and offered for dedication to the City for maintenance and access to
these facilities in anticipation of possible City maintenance. No water quality
facility construction shall be permitted within any identified wetlands area,
floodplain, or right-of-way, except as authorized by project approvals.

SECTION 4.8 (BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES)

Page 4.8-17, the following text is added after the first full paragraph, an additional line added to the
bottom of Table 4.8-1 “Special-Status Species Potentially Occurring Within the Proposed Project
Site” to include California black rail:

California_black rail (Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus) is listed as a threatened species
and protected pursuant to the California Endangered Species Act, is fully protected pursuant
to California Fish and Game Code Section 3511, and is a USFWS bird of conservation
concern. Typical habitat for black rails includes coastal saltmarsh, delta emergent marsh,
and interior freshwater emergent marsh. California black rails are a year-round resident in
the San Francisco Bay region and at inland locations within Placer, Yuba, Butte, and Nevada
counties. Nesting typically occurs during March through July. The nearest documented
occurrence is located approximately one mile southeast of the Lincoln SOI boundary, and
potentially suitable habitat within the Lincoln Planning Area includes freshwater emergent
wetlands. This species has not been observed at the project site.
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Row inserted at the end of the “Birds” category on Table 4.8-1:

Common Name

Habitat and Likelihood of
Seasonal Occurrence Within the
Status Distribution in project site/Possible
Scientific Name Fed/CA/other California Mitigation

Birds

California black rail

Laterallus jamaicensis

None/ST/CDFG fully Typically occurs in Moderate. Marsh

coturniculus

vegetation along Ingram
Slough could provide
potential nesting and
foraging habitat for this
species, but California
black rail have not been
observed at the site.

coastal saltmarsh,
delta emergent
marsh, and interior
freshwater
emergent marsh

protected

Pages 4.8-27 and 4.8-28, Mitigation Measures 4.8-3(A)(b) and (c) and 4.8-3(B)(b) and (c) revised as

follows:

Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.8-3(A)(b) and (c)

4.8-3(A)(b)

If Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop or Sacramento orcutt grass is located during the
surveys in areas that cannot be avoided, the project applicant shall consult
with CDFG to obtain an-incidental-take a management permit, under Section
2081 of the ©ESA-California Fish and Game Code. Mitigation can be
accomplished either in the onsite mitigation preserve area, or at an approved
offsite mitigation bank. The ratio of mitigation credits will be determined
during this consultation, and can be conducted concurrently with Mitigation
Measure 4.8-2(B) subsections (c), (d), and (e).

If any other special-status vernal pool plant species, including, but not limited
to dwarf downingia and legenere are located during the surveys in areas that
cannot be avoided, the project applicant shall implement Mitigation Measure
4.8-2(B) subsections (c), (d), and (e), with the addition of soil/seed bank
salvage, for use in created wetlands in mitigation areas.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.8-3(B)(b) and (c)

4.8-3(B)(b)

If Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop or Sacramento orcutt grass is located during the
surveys in areas that cannot be avoided, the project applicant shall consult
with CDFG to obtain an-incidental-take a management permit, under Section
2081 of the €ESA-California Fish and Game Code. Mitigation can be
accomplished either in the onsite mitigation preserve area, or at an approved
offsite mitigation bank. The ratio of mitigation credits will be determined
during this consultation, and can be conducted concurrently with Mitigation
Measure 4.8-2(B) subsections (c), (d), and (e).

If any other special-status vernal pool plant species, including, but not limited
to dwarf downingia and legenere are located during the surveys in areas that
cannot be avoided, the project applicant shall implement Mitigation Measure
4.8-2(B) subsections (c), (d), and (e), with the addition of soil/seed bank
salvage, for use in created wetlands in mitigation areas.
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Pages 4.8-30 and 4.8-31, Mitigation Measures 4.8-5(A)(a), (b), and (c) and 4.8-5(B)(a), (b), and (c)
revised as follows:

Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.8-5(A)(a)-(c)

4.8-5(A)(a) If construction is to occur between March 15 through August 30, the project
applicant, in consultation with the City of Lincoln and CDFG, shall conduct a
preconstruction breeding-season survey of the project site within 30 days of
when construction is planned to begin. The survey shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist (who is also knowledgeable about the California black rail)
to determine if any protected raptors or migratory birds (including, but not
limited to the California black rail) are nesting on or directly adjacent to the
project site.

b) A description of methodology including dates of field visits, the names of
survey personnel with resumes, and a list of references cited and persons
contacted shall be provided to the City.

c) A map showing the location(s) of any protected raptor or migratory bird nests
observed on the project site shall be provided to the City.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.8-5(B)(a)-(c)

4.8-5(B)(a) If construction is to occur between March 15 through August 30, the project
applicant, in consultation with the City of Lincoln and CDFG, shall conduct a
preconstruction breeding-season survey of the project site within 30 days of
when construction is planned to begin. The survey shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist (who is also knowledgeable about the California black rail) to
determine if any protected raptors or migratory birds (including, but not limited to
the California black rail) are nesting on or directly adjacent to the project site.

b) A description of methodology including dates of field visits, the names of
survey personnel with resumes, and a list of references cited and persons
contacted shall be provided to the City.

c) A map showing the location(s) of any protected raptor or migratory bird nests
observed on the project site shall be provided to the City.

SECTION 4.9 (PuBLIC UTILITIES AND SERVICES)
Page 4.9-8 revised as follows:

The City of Lincoln provides solid waste collection and disposal services. The solid waste is
collected at curbside, typically in 90-gallon cans supplied by the City. The waste is then
transported to the Western Placer Waste Management Authority’s (WPWMA) 315.9-acre
Western Regional Sanitary Landfill (WRSL) adjacent to the intersection of Athens Avenue
and Fiddyment Roads, west of SR 65. The WRSL includes a sanitary landfill and a Material
Recovery Facility (MRF) which separates and recovers waste products for recycling, reuse,
or conversion to energy sources. The WPWMA is a joint powers authority comprised of the
cities of Rocklin, Roseville, and Lincoln, and Placer County. The WRSL and the MRF
operate under permits issued by the California Integrated Waste Management Board
(CIWMB). The current permits (34+-AA-0204 31-AA-0210 and 31-AA-0001, respectively)
were issued in 2003-2008.
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In May 2003, the WPWMA approved a Capacity Enhancement Project, enabling staff to
pursue revisions to existing permits to increase the landfill and MRF capacity. The CIWMB
approved the WWPMA'’s request to increase the landfill and MRF capacity in August 2003.

The landfill has Class lll and Class |l modules. The permitted acreage of the landfill is 291
acres; the disposal footprint is 231 acres. The current permitted maximum allowable daily

tonnage at the landfill is eurrently 1,900 tons per day. Fhe-Class-H-non-hazardoustandfillis
permrtted—fer—284—aeree The WRSLs maX|mum permltted capaC|ty |s 36 350,000 cublc

capaC|ty study completed by the WPWMA show a remalmng capa0|ty of approximately
23,800,000 cublc yards (apprOX|mater 65 percent) under—eurrent—land—uee—and

yean—IateHhan—pre}eeted—m—the—permH—y The perm|tted closure date for the Iandf|II is 2042.

The WRSL receives, on average, approximately 824 tons per day.

The California Integrated Waste Management Act of 1989 (AB 939) mandates that cities and
counties develop source reduction and recycling plans. The goal of AB 939 is to divert 50
percent of the waste stream from going to landfils. The MRF was opened in 1996 to
facilitate recycling per the new legislative requirement. MRF operations include receiving,

separatmg processmg and marketlng recyclable materlals Iheeeerrent—pernmtted—eapaeﬁy

per—day- The MRFs current processmq capaC|tv is 2000 tons per day; the permltted
maximum tonnage is 1,750 tons per day. There is also a permitted composting operation at
the MRF. The maximum capacity and throughput for the composting facility is 75,000 cubic
yards.

The City of Lincoln gene .disposed of
approximately 25,780 tons of solid waste in 2008 In 2006 (the Iatest year for which CIWMB-
reviewed preliminary—data are available), the City had a diversion rate of 89 60 percent.
Diversion rates for previous years (20043-2005) ranged from 55+t0-74 57 to 64 percent...

Page 4.9-9, under subheading “State — Assembly Bill 939" revised as follows:

In 1989, the California Legislature passed a law requiring California cities to implement plans
designed to reduce waste deposited in landfills by 50 percent per person by December 31,
2000 (AB 939). As part of AB 939, cities and counties were required to develop a Source

Reductlon and Recycllng Element (SRRE). Due—te—the—sehd—waste—dweraen—and—reeyetmg

m—the—f-utere—As stated above the Clty had a dlverS|on rate of 59 60 percent in 2006.
Diversion rates for previous years (20043-2005) ranged from 55-t6—74 57 to 64 percent,
which exceeds State requirements.

Page 4.9-11, second paragraph revised as follows:

The WRSL, under its current permit, has the capacity to accept waste generated by the
Lewis Property. The landfill has 65 percent of its capacity remaining (approximately
23,800,000 cubic yards, and—is—projected—to—remain—operationalunti2042; based on
estimates prepared by the WPWMA, and has a permitted closure date of 2042. The
additional solid waste from the Lewis Property would require some of the WRSL remaining
capacity. Assuming the Lewis Property is occupied by 2017 (Table 2-2), a conversion factor
of 500 pounds per cubic yard , and 60 percent average diversion, it would deliver
approximately 108,505 cubic yards of solid waste over the remaining 49 25 years of
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permitted disposal capacity through 2036 2042. This would represent approximately 0.45
percent of remaining capaC|ty and would not cause an exceedance of landfill capaC|ty

Therefore
the contribution of solid waste from buildout of the Lewis Property would not substantlally
shorten the life of the landfill. This would be a less-than-significant impact.

Page 4.9-12, first paragraph revised as follows:

The additional solid waste from the Village 7 Programmatic Portion would require some of the WRSL
remaining capacity. Assuming buildout of the Programmatic Portion by 2020 (Table 2-2),

conversion factor of 500 pounds per cubic yard and 60 percent average diversion, it would dellver
approximately 27,500 cubic yards of solid waste over the remaining 46 22 years of permitted
disposal capacity through-2036 2042. This would represent approximately 0.11 percent of remaining
capamty and would not cause an exceedance of Iandflll capacnty Mereeve#baeed—en—eu#ent

Therefore the contrlbutlon of SO|Id waste from bU|Idout
of the Village 7 Programmatic Portion would not substantially shorten the life of the landfill. This
would be a less-than-significant impact.

Page 4.9-61, Mitigation Measure “4.9-18” inadvertently numbered. Correct mitigation number is
Mitigation Measure 4.9-19, revised as follows:

Lewis Property Mitigation Measure 4.9-19(A)

4.9-1819(A) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.9-17 (obtain entitlements prior to Fentative
Map-appreval-Final Map recordation).

Village 7 Programmatic Portion

4.9-1819(B) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.9-17 (obtain entitlements prior to Fentative
Map-appreval-Final Map recordation).

SECTION 4.11 (CLIMATE CHANGE)

Page 4.11-10, first paragraph, footnote 12 revised as follows:

Energy Conservation Standards for new residential and non-residential buildings were
adopted by California Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission in
June 1977 and most recently revised in 2008 (Title 24, Part 6 of the California Code of
Regulations [CCF])."”> [Footnote 12 revised:

Although—new—building—energy—efficiency
standards—were—adepted—m—Aer—Z@@S—t These standards de—net go |nto effect Hntrl in 2009

standard&
Page 4.11-20, last two paragraphs under the subheading “Mitigation Measures” revised as follows:

Other energy conservation programs are available to the project applicant that will reduce
the project’'s impact on climate change. As part of its Residential New Construction
Program, PG&E offers builders of single-family homes within its service area financial
incentives based on the energy efficiency of their homes. There are three programs offered
by PG&E: energy efficient features may be individually added to homes through the PG&E
Prescriptive Option; builders can upgrade to the California Energy Star New Homes Program
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by meeting the specifications of the US EPA; or builders may choose to participate in the

New Solar Homes Partnershlp (NSHP) Performance Method Jrn—adelmen—te—energy—eﬁleeney

pheteveltac—selar—system&teﬂwr—heme& Part|C|pat|on in the Bund It Green Program also

provides incentives to home builders for including energy conservation measures in projects.

While—not-required—of the—applicant—iImplementation of one or more of these voluntary
programs, which are listed in Mitigation Measure 4.11-1(a), would eeuld-help further reduce

emissions.

Implementation of the following mitigation measures would help contribute to the reduction of
global climate change impacts by reducing energy consumption and lowering the amount of
GHG production resulting from operation of the proposed project. For those mitigation
measures with reductions that can be quantified for the Lewis Property portion of the Specific
Plan (which is evaluated at a project level), implementation of the mitigation measures listed
in Mltlgatlon Measure 4.11-1 would achieve an approximately 22 percent reduction in GHG
emissions.” While the GHG reductions achieved by the Proposed Project can be quantified
for_the Lewis Property, However—there—is—no—way—teo—quantifiy—in_combination with the
anticipated emissions and possible mitigation strategies for the Village 7 Programmatic
Portion, this would not achieve the necessary level of reduction asseciated-with-the-listed
mitigation-measures-that would be required to reduce the Proposed Project’s contribution to
GHG emissions within the cumulative context to a less-than-significant level; therefore, the
impact would remain cumulatively significant and unavoidable.

Page 4.11-20, add new footnote 19. Note: a copy of the report cited in the new footnote is included
in this Final EIR as Appendix K.

19 Environ, Climate Change Technical Report: The Lewis Property at Village 7,
Prepared for Lewis Planned Communities, Sacramento, California, March 2010.

Page 4.11-21, Mitigation Measure 4.11-1.
Mitigation Measure 4.11-1 has been divided into two separate mitigation measures, one for the
Lewis Property, numbered 4.11-1(A), and one for the Village 7 Programmatic Portion, numbered

4.11-1(B). The mitigation measure is further revised as follows:

Lewis Property, Mitigation Measure 4.11-1(A)

4.11-1(A)(a)

Energy Conservatlon Plan for_all commerC|aI and reS|dent|aI development

shall be required prior to recordation of the first small lot Final Map. The plan
shall describe the techniques and programs to be employed in the
development of the project to achieve energy-conservation (1) a minimum 15
percent energy efficiency above that required by the 2008 Title 24 energy
efficiency requlations, or (2) compliance with the then-current Title 24 energy
efficiency regulations. These programs shall include, but shall not be limited
to, either:

(i) Participation in the PG&E Energy Star Performance Method. This
method is available to builders of single-family and multi-family homes
that are at least 15 percent more energy efficient than required by the
2005 2008 Title 24 Energy-Code enerqgy efficiency requlations and meet
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all US EPA specifications. Participating builders become part of the
California Energy Star New Homes Program, and their homes earn the
Energy Star label. Incremental incentives can also be earned by adding
energy efficient appliances and/or lighting to homes.

OR

(i) Participation in the New Solar Homes Partnership (NSHP) Performance
Method. This method is available to builders of single-family and multi-
family homes that are at least 15 percent more efficient than required by
the 2005 2008 Title 24 Energy-Code energy efficiency regulations and

meet all US EPA specifications. A—seeend—ner—ef—pamemanen—lsrava#able

(iii) Participation in the Build It Green Program, which was created by Build It
Green, a non-profit organization whose mission is to promote health,
durable energy and resource efficient buildings throughout California.
Using the Green Point Checklist, a home can be considered green if it
fulfills the prerequisites and earns at least 50 points and meets the
minimum _points per category: Energy (30 points); Indoor Air Quality (5
points); Resources (6 points); and Water (9 points). Build It Green uses
certified Green Point Raters to measure success with the program and
verification of the measures employed to meet the requirements of the
checklist.

b) The project applicant shall be responsible for having prepared, by an
experienced and qualified firm, an Energy Resource Conservation Guide that
will _provide educational information _on how homeowners can increase
enerqy efficiency and conservation in their new homes. The information will
be delivered to each original homeowner as part of the move-in package.

The mformatlon packet shaII be rewewed by, and be subject to approval of,

c) Installation of Light Emitting Diode (LED) traffic signals and LED street lights
shall be required at the Lewis Property and be constructed in accordance
with _City _improvement standards or as otherwise approved by the
Development Services Director. Fhe-project-applicant-shall-pay-foran-initial
"'S:?.”'I'.'el“t 9. Fhight-Emitting-Diode(LED)traffic lights-in-all Specific-Plan-area
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d) The project applicant shall ensure that a tree planting program at the Lewis
Property, approved by the City of Lincoln staff, provides the following:

Streets:

Residential collector streets: 1 tree per 35 linear ft

Primary residential street: 1 tree per 35 linear ft

Major and minor paseos: 1 tree per 25 ft.

Ferrari Ranch Road: 551 trees within the Lewis Property
boundaries

Moore Road: 928 trees within the Lewis Property
boundaries

Central Blvd: 1,471 trees within the Lewis Property
boundaries

Residential Units:

LDR units: 1 front yard tree

Village Country

Estate(VCE) units: 2 front yard trees

MDR units: 1 front yard tree. Some MDR units may not

have front yards; however, where the front of an MDR lot is on a paseo, trees
will be spaced 25 ft on center along the paseo. The exact number of trees to
be planted in MDR developments will be determined during the City’s design
review process by the City and project applicant with the goal of having one
front yard or back yard tree for each residential unit.

HDR units: Average of 40 trees per acre

Open Space Areas:

Mini parks 27 trees per acre
Community parks 27 trees per acre
Neighborhood parks 27 trees per acre

School & VMU:
VMU: 10 trees per acre
School: 15 trees per acre

Commercial: _ Sufficient trees to provide 50% tree shading within 15 years in
commercial and retail parking lots, consistent with General Plan policy
OSC-3.10.

NOTE: The number of trees specified above is an approximate nhumber and
will be subject to adjustment for physical constraints resulting from the actual
location of physical improvements (both above ground and underground) and

public safety considerations, such as the need to preserve vehicle operator

e) Pursuant to the City’s new 2050 General Plan, and specifically under the
Energy Resources section, Goal OSC-3, “Encourage energy conservation in
new and existing developments throughout the City,” to address Policy OSC
3.9, “Shade Tree Planting,” the project applicant shall be responsible for
having prepared, by an experienced and qualified firm, or by an organization
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such as the Sacramento Tree Foundation, a tree information planting and
care quide. The planting and care quide will be delivered to each original
homeowner as a part of the move in package. The planting and care guide

shall be rewewed by, and be sub|ect to the approval of, Cltv of Llncoln staff.

f) The City shall require that energy efficient lighting fixtures, including
fluorescent lights, be used-in installed as part of the original construction of
residential and commercial structures within the plan area.

g) The City shall require light-colored roofing materials with a solar reflective
value and thermal emittance value of 0.25 or better on all residential and

commermal bwlqus Theproject—applicant—shal—includelight-colored

h) Pursuant to the City’'s new 2050 General Plan, and specifically under the
Energy Resources section, Goal OSC-3, “Encourage energy conservation in
new and existing developments throughout the City,” the City shall be
responsible pursuant to Policy OSC 3.14, “Early Planning for Energy
Efficiency,” for developing a program whereby energy planners and energy
efficiency specialists will be included in pre-application discussions with a
developer or builder to help identify the potential for inclusion of solar
orientation and other energy efficient systems into the land plan and building

practices. Ihe—@ty—sh&l#ensu;e—meemmendaﬂens—#em—a%#gy—pl&nne#sﬂand

i) Implement all mitigation measures identified in Section 4.4, Air Quality.

j) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.7-4 (Urban Stormwater Pollutants)
Section 4.7, Hydrology and Water Quality.

k) New commercial buildings (except schools) shall be 15 % more energy
efficient than the 2008 Title 24 building standards based on annual energy

usage.

) The roadway system shall be designed to accommodate the usage of
neighborhood electric vehicles (NEVS).

m) Provide bus turnouts and transit shelters on roadways that are to be served
by bus transit in the future in accordance with City improvement standards
and as otherwise directed by City’s Development Services Director.

n) Water used during construction shall be reclaimed water
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Village 7 Programmatic Portion Mitigation Measure 4.11-1(B)

4.11-1(B)(a)

prior to recordation of the first small lot Final Map. The plan shall describe the

techniques and programs to be employed in the development of the project
to achieve energy-conservation_(1) a minimum 15 percent enerqy efficiency
above that required by the 2008 Title 24 energy efficiency requlations, or (2)
compliance with the then-current Title 24 energy efficiency requlations.
These programs shall include, but shall not be limited to, either:

(i) Participation in the PG&E Energy Star Performance Method. This
method is available to builders of single-family homes that are at least 15
percent more energy efficient than required by the 2005 2008 Title 24
Energy—Code energy efficiency requlations and meet all US EPA
specifications.  Participating builders become part of the California
Energy Star New Homes Program, and their homes earn the Energy Star
label. Incremental incentives can also be earned by adding energy
efficient appliances and/or lighting to homes.

OR

(i) Participation in the New Solar Homes Partnership (NSHP) Performance
Method. This method is available to builders of single-family homes that
are at least 15 percent more efficient than required by the 2005 2008
Title 24 Energy-Code energy efficiency requlations and meet all US EPA

specifications. A-second-tierol-participation-is—avaiable—to-single-family

OR

(iii) Participation in the Build It Green Program, which was created by Build It
Green, a non-profit organization whose mission is to promote health,
durable energy and resource efficient buildings throughout California.
Using the Green Point Checklist, a home can be considered green if it
fulfills the prerequisites and earns at least 50 points and meets the
minimum points per category: Energy (30 points); Indoor Air Quality (5
points); Resources (6 points); and Water (9 points). Build It Green uses
certified Green Point Raters to measure success with the program and
verification of the measures employed to meet the requirements of the
checkKlist.

b) The project applicant shall be responsible for having prepared, by an
experienced and qualified firm, an Energy Resource Conservation Guide that
will provide educational information on how homeowners can increase
enerqy efficiency and conservation in their new homes. The information will
be delivered to each original homeowner as part of the move-in package.
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The mformatlon packet shaII be rewewed by, and be subject to approval of,

c) Installation of Light Emitting Diode (LED) traffic signals and LED street lights
shall be required at the Village 7 Programmatic Portion and be constructed in
accordance with City improvement standards or as otherwise approved by

the Development Serwces Dlrector The-project-applicant-shall-pay-for-an

d) The project applicants for projects within the Village 7 Programmatic Portion

of the Specific Plan shall ensure that a tree planting program, approved by
the City of Lincoln staff, provides the following:

Streets:

Residential collector streets: 1 tree per 35 linear ft
Primary residential street: 1 tree per 35 linear ft
Major and minor paseos: 1 tree per 25 ft

Residential Units:

LDR units: 1 front yard tree

MDR units: 1 front yard tree. Some MDR units may not have
front yards; however, where the front of an MDR lot is on a paseo, trees will
be spaced 25 ft on center along the paseo. The exact number of trees to be
planted in MDR developments will be determined during the City’s design
review process by the City and project applicant(s) with the goal of having
one front yard or back yard tree for each residential unit.

Open Space Areas:

Mini parks 27 trees per acre
Community parks 27 trees per acre
Neighborhood parks 27 trees per acre

NOTE: The number of trees specified above is an approximate nhumber and
will be subject to adjustment for physical constraints resulting from the actual
location of physical improvements (both above ground and underground) and
public safety considerations, such as the need to preserve vehicle operator
S|qht dlstances at all roadway mtersectlons

e) Pursuant to the City’s new 2050 General Plan, and specifically under the

Energy Resources section, Goal OSC-3, “Encourage energy conservation in
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new and existing developments throughout the City,” to address Policy OSC

9, “Shade Tree Planting,” the project applicant shall be responsible for
having prepared, by an experienced and qualified firm, or by an organization
such as the Sacramento Tree Foundation, a tree information planting and
care guide. The planting and care guide will be delivered to each original
homeowner as a part of the move in package. The planting and care quide
shall be rewewed by, and be sub|ect to the approval of, Cltv of Llncoln staff.

f) The City shall require that energy efficient lighting fixtures, including
fluorescent lights, be used-in installed as part of the original construction of
residential and-commereial structures within the plan area.

g) The City shall require light-colored roofing materials with a solar reflective
value and thermal emittance value of 0.25 or better on all residential

buildings. Fhe-project-applicant-shall-include-light-colored-roofing-materials
and-road-materialsto-address“urban-heatisland™effect

h) Pursuant to the City’'s new 2050 General Plan, and specifically under the
Energy Resources section, Goal OSC-3, “Encourage energy conservation in
new and existing developments throughout the City,” the City shall be
responsible pursuant to Policy OSC 3.14, “Early Planning for Energy
Efficiency,” for developing a program whereby energy planners and energy
efficiency specialists will be included in pre-application discussions with a
developer or builder to help identify the potential for inclusion of solar
orientation and other energy efficient systems into the land plan and building

practices. Ihe—@ty—sha”—ensu;e—meemmendaﬂens—#em—a%#gy—pl&nne#s—and

i) Implement all mitigation measures identified in Section 4.4, Air Quality.

j) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.7-4 (Urban Stormwater Pollutants)
Section 4.7, Hydrology and Water Quality.

k) The roadway system shall be designed to accommodate the usage of
neighborhood electric vehicles (NEVS).

) Provide bus turnouts and transit shelters on roadways that are to be served
by bus transit in the future in accordance with City improvement standards
and as otherwise directed by City’s Development Services Director.

m) Water used during construction shall be reclaimed water
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REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

TABLE 2-1

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

4.1 Land Use

land use incompatibilities.

411 The Proposed Project could result in internal PS (Lewis)

PS (Village 7 PP)

Lewis Property LS

4.1-1(A) a) The applicant shall construct fencing andfer post signs
that incorporate Section 12.20.80 of the Lincoln
Municipal Code and Section 602.8 of the California
Penal Code to inform the public of sensitive
wetland/wildlife areas within the open space areas near
in the Orchard Creek Wetlands Preserve that borders the
Lewis Property on the south and at the other
wetland/wildlife areas within the open space areas at the
Lewis Property.

b) The applicant shall design its specific project to comply
with all setback and buffer requirements required by any
Clean Water Act Section 404 permits, incidental take
permits and Streambed Alteration Agreements.

c) Notify home buyers of the presence of sensitive
wetland/wildlife areas within the open space areas.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.1-1(B) a) The applicant shall construct fencing andfer post signs
that incorporate Section 12.20.80 of the Lincoln
Municipal Code and Section 602.8 of the California
Penal Code to inform the public of sensitive
wetland/wildlife areas within the open space areas.

b) The applicant shall design its specific project to comply
with all setback and buffer requirements required by any
Clean Water Act Section 404 permits, incidental take
permits and Streambed Alteration Agreements.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

c) The applicant shall provide to home buyers within the
Proposed Project information about agricultural
operations and potential nuisance activities occurring on
lands adjacent to the project site, including a copy of
Placer County’s Right-to-Farm Ordinance. Residential
development located next to active agricultural areas
shall have a notice included in the deed notifying buyers
of the agricultural use.

4.1-2 The Proposed Project could result in land use PS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
incompatibilities with adjacent land uses. 4.1-2(A) a) Implement Mitigation Measures 4.1-1(A).

b) The applicant shall provide to home buyers within the
Proposed Project information about agricultural
operations and potential nuisance activities occurring on
lands adjacent to the project site, including a copy of
Placer County’s Right-to-Farm Ordinance. Residential
development located next to active agricultural areas
shall have a notice included in the deed notifying buyers
of the agricultural use.

c) Record disclosures concerning all residential properties

Netify-home-buyers within the C1 Zone and D Zone

regarding noise and safety issues as required by Placer
County ALUCP and California Business and Professions
Code section 11010 and California Civil Code section
1102.6, 1103.4, and 1353.

PS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.1-2(B) a) Implement Mitigation Measures 4.1-1(B).

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

b) The applicant shall provide to home buyers within the
Proposed Project information about agricultural
operations and potential nuisance activities occurring on
lands adjacent to the project site, including a copy of
Placer County’s Right-to-Farm Ordinance. Residential
development located next to active agricultural areas
shall have a notice included in the deed notifying buyers
of the agricultural use.

Record disclosures concerning all residential properties
Netify-home-buyers within the C1 Zone and D Zone
regarding noise and safety issues as required by Placer
County ALUCP and California Business and Professions
Code section 11010 and California Civil Code section
1102.6, 1103.4, and 1353.

4.1-3 The Proposed Project would not conflict with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
the City of Lincoln 2050 General Plan .
policie)s,. 4.1-3(A) None required.

LS (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.1-3(B) None required.

41-4 The Proposed Project would not conflict with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
the Placer County LAFCO policies pertaining .
to annexations. 4.1-4(A) None required.

LS (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.1-4(B) None required.

4.1-5 The Proposed Project would convert Prime SU (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU
Farmland, Farmland of Statewide 4.1-5(A) N ilabl
Importance, and Farmland of Local -1-5(A) None available.

Importance to non-agricultural uses. SU (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion SuU
LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

4.1-5(B) None available.

41-6 The Proposed Project could conflict with an NI (Lewis) Lewis Property NI
isting Willi A .
existing Williamson Act contract 4.1-6(A) None required.

SU (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion SuU

4.1-6(B) No land under Williamson Act contract will be rezoned until
the contract has expired or been cancelled.

4.1-7 The Proposed Project could conflict with the LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
Placer County LAFCO policies pertaining to .
annexations of agricultural areas. 4.1-7(A) None required.

LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.1-7(B) None required.
41-8 The Proposed Project, in combination with SU (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU

future development in western Placer County,
would convert agricultural resources,
including Prime Farmland, Farmland of

4.1-8(A) None available.

Statewide Importance, Farmland of Local SU (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion Su
Importance, and agricultural land under

Williamson Act contract to non-agricultural 4.1-8(B) None available.

uses.

4.2 Population, Employment, and Housing

4.2-1 The Proposed Project would not adversely LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
ffi he jobs-to-housi io in the City of
iinecc';lt1 e jobs-to-housing ratio in the City o 4.2-1(A) None required.

LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.2-1(B) None required.

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.2-2 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
future development in the City of Lincoln, .
could change the City's jobs-housing 4.2-2(A) None required.
balance. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.2-2(B) None required.
4.2-3 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
other development in the City of Lincoln and .
in the region, would not exceed official 4.2-3(A) None required.
regional and local population projections. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.2-3(B) None required.
4.3 Transportation and Circulation
4.3-1 The Proposed Project would not worsen (to a LS 4.3-1 None required. LS
significant level) unacceptable operations at
City of Lincoln intersections (excluding those
in downtown on SR 65 which are described
separately) under existing plus project
conditions.
4.3-2 The Proposed Project could temporarily STS 4.3-2  No additional mitigation is feasible or required. STSU
worsen unacceptable operations on State
Route 65 in downtown Lincoln under existing
plus project conditions if occupancy of the
Proposed Project occurs prior to the
completion of the SR 65 Bypass.
4.3-3 The Proposed Project would not cause LS 4.3-3  None required. LS
operations at any intersections in Roseville
to worsen to an unacceptable level under
existing plus project conditions.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant

STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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levels of traffic to portions of Nelson Lane,
which is not constructed to current design
standards.

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.3-4 The Proposed Project would not result in LS 4.3-4  None required. LS
unacceptable levels of service at any
intersections in Placer County under existing
plus project conditions.
4.3-5 The Proposed Project would worsen to an S 4.3-5  Prior to the issuance of Building Permits for the Proposed SuU
unacceptable level or further worsen already Project, the project applicants or their successors shall pay
unacceptable operations at three locations the applicable South Placer Regional Transportation
on SR 65 south of Lincoln under existing plus Authority Fee, which will help fund the widening of SR 65 to
project conditions. six lanes.
4.3-6 The Proposed Project would add significant S 4.3-6  The project applicants or their successors shall pay a fair LS
levels of traffic to Moore Road between the share of the cost to upgrade Moore Road between
project site and Fiddyment Road, and to Fiddyment Road and the western project boundary, and
Fiddyment Road from Moore Road to the Fiddyment Road from Moore Road to the south City limits, to
south City limits, which are not constructed current City of Lincoln design standards for a two-lane
to current design standards. arterial. The City may add this road improvement to the
Public Facilities Element (PFE), with PFE credits being given
to the constructing party. Alternatively, the City may require
the project applicants or their successors to construct the
improvements and provide them with a right of
reimbursement from third parties who also benefit from the
improvements. The timing of the fair share payment or
construction shall be as specified in the development
agreement(s) between City and project applicants, but the
required timing will be concurrent with the development of
the threshold triggering use.
4.3-7 The Proposed Project would add significant S 4.3-7 None feasible. SuU

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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cumulatively unacceptable operations (to a
significant degree) on State Route 193 and
State Route 65 through Placer County,
Rocklin, and Roseville.

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.3-8 The Proposed Project would provide LS 4.3-8  None required. LS
adequate facilities to accommodate its
planned transit demand.
4.3-9 The Proposed Project would provide LS 4.3-9  None required. LS
adequate on-site facilities to support walking
and bicycling.
4.3-10 The Proposed Project would not conflict with LS 4.3-10 None required. LS
planned transportation improvements.
4.3-11 The Proposed Project would cause temporary STS 4.3-11  None feasible. STSU
impacts along Moore Road during
construction-related activities.
4.3-12 The Proposed Project would not cause any LS 4.3-12 None required. LS
cumulative impacts on the City of Lincoln
roadway system.
4.3-13 The Proposed Project would worsen to an S 4.3-13  Prior to the issuance of Building Permits at the Proposed SuU
unacceptable level or further worsen Project, the project applicants or their successors shall pay a
cumulatively unacceptable operations (to a fair-share of the cost to improve the five Placer County
significant degree) on roadway segments roadway segments significantly impacted by the Proposed
within Placer County. Project, provided that either the Placer County Traffic
Mitigation fee program is modified and/or a regional funding
mechanism is in place to include improvements to these
roadways.
4.3-14 The Proposed Project would worsen S 4.3-14 The project applicants or their successors shall pay SPRTA SuU

Fees to help widen SR 65 to six lanes, and pay a fair-share
of the cost to make improvements to segments of SR 193
significantly impacted by the Proposed Project if a regional
funding mechanism and roadway improvement plan for SR
193 are adopted prior to issuance of Building Permits at the
Proposed Project.

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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generate emissions of

associated with the Proposed Project would

PM1o and PM2_5.

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.3-15 The Proposed Project would cause a S 4.3-15 None feasible. SuU
significant cumulative impact at one
intersection located in the City of Roseville.
4.4 Air Quality
4.4-1 Grading and other earth-disturbing activities S (Lewis) Lewis Property STSU

4.4-1(A) The following mitigation measures shall be implemented by
the applicant during all grading activities:

The applicant shall submit to the City of Lincoln, as the
lead agency, and receive approval of a Construction
Emission/Dust Control Plan prior to groundbreaking
issuance of a grading permit. This plan must address the
minimum Administrative Requirements found in section
300 and 400 of District Rule 228, Fugitive Dust. The
applicant shall have a pre-construction meeting for
grading activities for 20 or more acres to discuss the
construction emission/dust control plan with employees
and/or contractors and the District is to be invited. The
applicant shall suspend all grading operations when
fugitive dusts exceed District Rule 228 Fugitive Dust
limitations. An applicant representative, certified by
CARSB to perform Visible Emissions Evaluations (VEE),
shall routinely evaluate compliance to Rule 228, Fugitive
Dust. This requirement for a VEE is for projects grading
20 or more acres regardless of how many acres are to
be disturbed daily. It is to be noted that fugitive dust is
not to exceed 40% opacity and not go beyond property
boundary at any time. If lime or other drying agents are
utilized to dry out wet grading areas they shall be
controlled as to not exceed District Rule 228 Fugitive
Dust limitations.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

Apply water to control dust as needed to prevent dust
impacts offsite. Operational water truck(s) shall be
onsite, as required, to control fugitive dust. Construction
vehicles leaving the site shall be cleaned to prevent dust,
silt, mud, and dirt from being released or tracked off-site.

Apply approved chemical soil stabilizers, vegetative
mats, or other appropriate best management practices to
manufacturers specifications, to all-inactive construction
areas (previously graded areas which remain inactive for
96 hours).

Spread soil binders on unpaved roads and
employee/equipment parking areas and wet broom or
wash streets if silt is carried over to adjacent public
thoroughfares.

Install wheel washers or wash all trucks and equipment
leaving the site.

Vegetation materials removed from the site during
construction shall not be burned in the open. Vegetative

material should be ehipped-er-delivered-to-waste-to-
energy-facilities delivered to a green waste recycling

facility.
Active grading sites shall be watered at least twice daily.

A traffic speed limit of 15 miles per hours shall be posted
and enforced on all unpaved construction roads.

All excavating and grading activities shall be suspended
when wind speeds (as instantaneous gusts) exceed

25 miles per hour and dust is transported onto adjacent
developed properties.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion STSU

4.4-1(B) The following mitigation measures shall be implemented by
the applicant during all grading activities:

The applicant shall submit to the City of Lincoln, as the
lead agency, and receive approval of a Construction
Emission/Dust Control Plan prior to groundbreaking
issuance of a grading permit. This plan must address the
minimum Administrative Requirements found in section
300 and 400 of District Rule 228, Fugitive Dust. The
applicant shall have a pre-construction meeting for
grading activities for 20 or more acres to discuss the
construction emission/dust control plan with employees
and/or contractors and the District is to be invited. The
applicant shall suspend all grading operations when
fugitive dusts exceed District Rule 228 Fugitive Dust
limitations. An applicant representative, certified by
CARB to perform Visible Emissions Evaluations (VEE),
shall routinely evaluate compliance to Rule 228, Fugitive
Dust. This requirement for a VEE is for projects grading
20 or more acres regardless of how many acres are to
be disturbed daily. It is to be noted that fugitive dust is
not to exceed 40% opacity and not go beyond property
boundary at any time. If lime or other drying agents are
utilized to dry out wet grading areas they shall be
controlled as to not exceed District Rule 228 Fugitive
Dust limitations.

Apply water to control dust as needed to prevent dust
impacts offsite. Operational water truck(s) shall be
onsite, as required, to control fugitive dust. Construction
vehicles leaving the site shall be cleaned to prevent dust,
silt, mud, and dirt from being released or tracked off-site.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1

REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation

Apply approved chemical soil stabilizers, vegetative
mats, or other appropriate best management practices to
manufacturers specifications, to all-inactive construction
areas (previously graded areas which remain inactive for
96 hours).

Spread soil binders on unpaved roads and
employee/equipment parking areas and wet broom or
wash streets if silt is carried over to adjacent public
thoroughfares.

Install wheel washers or wash all trucks and equipment
leaving the site.

Vegetation materials removed from the site during
construction shall not be burned in the open. Vegetative

material should be chipped-or-delivered-to-waste-to-
energy-faeilities-delivered to a green waste recycling

facility.
Active grading sites shall be watered at least twice daily.

A traffic speed limit of 15 miles per hours shall be posted
and enforced on all unpaved construction roads.

All excavating and grading activities shall be suspended
when wind speeds (as instantaneous gusts) exceed 25
miles per hour and dust is transported onto adjacent
developed properties.

4.4-2 Construction activities associated with the
Proposed Project would generate emissions
of criteria air pollutants ROG and NOy that

would exceed PCAPCD thresholds.

STS (Lewis)

Lewis Property

4.4-2(A) During all phases of construction, the project applicant shall
ensure that the following mitigation measures are
implemented:

STSU

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant

SU = Significant and Unavoidable

STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

During second stage smog alerts (0.350 ppm of ozone),
the construction day shall be shortened and the number
of vehicles and equipment operating at the same time
shall be reduced.

Construction equipment operators shall shut off
equipment when not in use to avoid unnecessary idling.
Vehicle idling shall be kept below 40-minutes five
consecutive minutes in accordance with Lincoln
Municipal Code Section 10.14 requirements.

Construction equipment exhaust emissions shall not
exceed District Rule 202 Visible Emission limitations.
Operators of vehicles and equipment found to exceed
opacity limits are to be immediately notified and the
equipment must be repaired within 72 hours. An
applicant representative, certified to perform Visible
Emissions Evaluations (VEE), shall routinely evaluate
project related off-road and heavy-duty on-road
equipment emissions for compliance with this
requirement for projects grading more than 20 acres in
size regardless in how many acres are to be disturbed
daily.

The prime contractor shall submit to the District a
comprehensive inventory (i.e. make, model, year,
emission rating) of all the heavy-duty off-road equipment
(50 horsepower of greater) that will be used an
aggregate of 40 or more hours for the construction
project. The project representative shall provide the
District with the anticipated construction timeline
including start date, and name and phone number of the
project manager and on-site foreman. The project shall
provide a plan for approval by the District demonstrating
that the heavy-duty (> 50 horsepower) off-road vehicles

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

to be used in the construction project, including owned,
leased and subcontractor vehicles, will achieve a project
wide fleet-average up to 20 percent NOx reduction and
45 percent particulate reduction compared to the most
recent CARB fleet average. The District should be
contacted for average fleet emission data. Acceptable
options for reducing emissions may include use of late
model engines, low-emission diesel products, alternative
fuels, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment
products, and/or other options as they become available.

Contractors can access the PCAPCD or Sacramento
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District's web site
to determine if their off-road fleet meets the requirements
listed in this measure.

The following measure shall be incorporated into
construction bid documents: All applicable pieces (at a
minimum three pieces) of diesel equipment used on the
site during the demolition, earthmoving and clearing
stages of construction shall be fitted with a level 3
California Air Resources Board verified diesel emission
control system. All off-road and on-road construction
equipment shall use a B20 biodiesel blend. Prior to the
issuance of a demolition or grading permit, the
construction contractor and/or applicant shall submit to
the PCAPCD and the City a certified list of the non-road
diesel powered construction equipment that will be
retrofitted with emission control devices or that will use
Clean Fuels. The Clean Fuels shall consist of low NOx
and PM10 emission diesel fuel that (1) can be used
without engine modification, (2) is certified to provide a
minimum emissions reduction of 30 percent PM10 and
10 percent NOx when compared to No. 2 Diesel Fuel,
and (3) is included on the CARB Verification List. Fer

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1

REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation

S (Village 7 PP)

Mitigation Measure(s)
elae +AoR road-d eseF_I powered ee;|5t ueFte e,qulp ent

measures-are-not-employed: The list shall include (1)
the equipment number, type, make, and contractor/sub-
contractor name; (2) the emission control device make,
model and EPA or CARB verification number; and/or (3)
the type and source of fuel to be used. If any diesel
powered non-road construction equipment is found to be
in non-compliance with this specification, the contractor
will be issued a Notice of Non-Compliance and given a
24 hour period in which to bring the equipment into
compliance or remove it from the project. For each piece
of non-road diesel powered construction equipment that
will not be retrofitted or use Clean Fuels, the project
applicant shall provide an explanation detailing why such

measures are not employed.
Village 7 Programmatic Portion

4.4-2(B) During all phases of construction, the project applicant shall
ensure that the following mitigation measures are
implemented:

During second stage smog alerts (0.350 ppm of ozone),
the construction day shall be shortened and the number
of vehicles and equipment operating at the same time
shall be reduced.

Construction equipment operators shall shut off
equipment when not in use to avoid unnecessary idling.
Vehicle idling shall be kept below 40-minutes five
consecutive minutes in accordance with Lincoln
Municipal Code Section 10.14 requirements.

STSU

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1

REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation

Construction equipment exhaust emissions shall not
exceed District Rule 202 Visible Emission limitations.
Operators of vehicles and equipment found to exceed
opacity limits are to be immediately notified and the
equipment must be repaired within 72 hours. An
applicant representative, certified to perform Visible
Emissions Evaluations (VEE), shall routinely evaluate
project related off-road and heavy-duty on-road
equipment emissions for compliance with this
requirement for projects grading more than 20 acres in
size regardless in how many acres are to be disturbed
daily.

The prime contractor shall submit to the District
comprehensive inventory (i.e. make, model, year,
emission rating) of all the heavy-duty off-road equipment
(50 horsepower of greater) that will be used an
aggregate of 40 or more hours for the construction
project. The project representative shall provide the
District with the anticipated construction timeline
including start date, and name and phone number of the
project manager and on-site foreman. The project shall
provide a plan for approval by the District demonstrating
that the heavy-duty (> 50 horsepower) off-road vehicles
to be used in the construction project, including owned,
leased and subcontractor vehicles, will achieve a project
wide fleet-average up to 20 percent NOx reduction and
45 percent particulate reduction compared to the most
recent CARB fleet average. The District should be
contacted for average fleet emission data. Acceptable
options for reducing emissions may include use of late
model engines, low-emission diesel products, alternative
fuels, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment

products, and/or other options as they become available.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

Contractors can access the PCAPCD or Sacramento
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District's web site
to determine if their off-road fleet meets the requirements
listed in this measure.

The following measure shall be incorporated into
construction bid documents: All applicable pieces (at a
minimum three pieces) of diesel equipment used on the
site during the demolition, earthmoving and clearing
stages of construction shall be fitted with a level 3
California Air Resources Board verified diesel emission
control system. All off-road and on-road construction
equipment shall use a B20 biodiesel blend. Prior to the
issuance of a demolition or grading permit, the
construction contractor and/or applicant shall submit to
the PCAPCD and the City a certified list of the non-road
diesel powered construction equipment that will be
retrofitted with emission control devices or that will use
Clean Fuels. The Clean Fuels shall consist of low NOx
and PM10 emission diesel fuel that (1) can be used
without engine modification, (2) is certified to provide a
minimum emissions reduction of 30 percent PM10 and
10 percent NOx when compared to No. 2 Diesel Fuel,
and (3) is included on the CARB Verification List. Fer

each-ron-road-diesel-powered-construction-eguipment
" I fittod - Fuels_t} .

. hal . - o
measures-are-not-employed: The list shall include (1)
the equipment number, type, make, and contractor/sub-
contractor name; (2) the emission control device make,
model and EPA or CARB verification number; and/or (3)
the type and source of fuel to be used. If any diesel
powered non-road construction equipment is found to be
in non-compliance with this specification, the contractor

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

will be issued a Notice of Non-Compliance and given a
24 hour period in which to bring the equipment into
compliance or remove it from the project. For each piece
of non-road diesel powered construction equipment that
will not be retrofitted or use Clean Fuels, the project
applicant shall provide an explanation detailing why such
measures are not employed.

4.4-3 Operation of the Proposed Project would S (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU

generate emissions of criteria pollutants. 4.4-3(A) The project applicant shall implement the following mitigation

measures prior to issuance of building permits:
Onhvel ission_EP/ ifiodfirent hall
fireplaces. The conditions of approval and the covenants,
conditions, and restrictions (CC&Rs) for the project shall
explicitly prohibit the installation of wood-burning stoves
and wood-burning fireplaces within the Lewis Property
portion of the Specific Plan area. Only natural gas or
propane fireplace stoves and fireplaces are permitted in
single-family residential units. No natural gas or propane
fireplace stoves or fireplaces shall be installed in multi-
family residential units. Prior to the issuance of
occupancy permits, the applicant must provide written

proof of compliance with this measure to the City and
PCAPCD.

Only Energy Star-labeled (or equivalent) appliances
refrigerators, clothes washers, and dishwashers shall be
installed in multi-family dwelling units, and Energy Star-
labeled (or equivalent) dishwashers shall be installed in
single-family dwelling units.

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
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REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

The project applicant shall participate in the PCAPCD
off-site mitigation program for post-mitigated emissions
that exceed PCAPCD thresholds. Off-site mitigation
strategies include retrofitting existing on-road heavy-duty
vehicles/equipment with cleaner burning engines,
retrofitting or purchasing new low emission agriculture
pumps, transit vehicles, and CNG fueling infrastructure.
To participate in the off-site mitigation program, the
applicant shall pay into the PCAPCD off-site mitigation
program, included in Appendix D in this Draft EIR, in
consultation with PCAPCD.

S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion SuU

4.4-3(B) The project applicant shall implement the following mitigation
measures prior to issuance of building permits:

.;' y :e“.e' HSSIOH .E ’ x.GEItH eel_l |.eplaee shall be
fireplaces. The conditions of approval and the covenants,
conditions, and restrictions (CC&Rs) for the project shall
explicitly prohibit the installation of wood-burning stoves
and wood-burning fireplaces within the Programmatic
Portion of the Specific Plan area. Only natural gas or
propane fireplace stoves and fireplaces are permitted.
Prior to the issuance of occupancy permits, the applicant

must provide written proof of compliance with this
measure to the City and PCAPCD.

Only Energy Star-labeled (or equivalent) appliances
dishwashers shall be installed in single-family dwelling
units.

The project applicant shall participate in the PCAPCD
off-site mitigation program for post-mitigated emissions
that exceed PCAPCD thresholds. Off-site mitigation
strategies include retrofitting existing on-road heavy-duty

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

vehicles/equipment with cleaner burning engines,
retrofitting or purchasing new low emission agriculture
pumps, transit vehicles, and CNG fueling infrastructure.
To participate in the off-site mitigation program, the
applicant shall pay into the PCAPCD off-site mitigation
program, included in Appendix D in this Draft EIR, in
consultation with PCAPCD.

4.4-4 Operation of the Proposed Project would LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
increase CO levels at nearby intersections, 4.4-4(A) N ired
but not to levels that would exceed 4-4(A) None required.

established thresholds. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.4-4(B) None required.

4.4-5 Project occupants could be exposed to LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS

intermittent odors from the City of Lincoln . - .
Wastewater Treatment and Recl:llamation 4.4-5(A) Record perpetual notices for all lots within the Village 7

Facility (WWTRF), Western Regional Sanitary Specific Plan indicating that odors from the Lincoln WWTREF,
Landfill (WRSL) Material Recovery Facility WRSL, and agricultural operations could occur, and provide
(MRF), or nearby agricultural operations. copies of this notice to all buyers of these properties.

LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.4-5(B) Record perpetual notices for all lots within the Village 7
Specific Plan indicating that odors from the Lincoln WWTRF,
WRSL, and agricultural operations could occur, and provide
copies of this notice to all buyers of these properties.

44-6 The Proposed Project would expose new LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
sensitive receptors to TACs or create 4.4-6(A) N ired
sources of TACs that could affect existing or 4-6(A) None required.

future sensitive receptors, but not at levels LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
that would be considered substantial.
4.4-6(B) None required.

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.4-7 Construction of the Proposed Project would S (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU
g‘:ndz ;o cumulative emissions of PMso and 4.4-7(A) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.4-1.
S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion SuU
4.4-7(B) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.4-1.
4.4-8 Construction of the Proposed Project would S (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU
generate emissions of ozone precursors that e
could combine with other precursor 4.4-8(A) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.4-2.
emissions and temporarily increase ozone S (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion Su
levels in the region.
4.4-8(B) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.4-2.
4.4-9 The Proposed Project’s operational S (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU
emissions of criteria air pollutants would add e
to cumulative emissions, which would result 4.4-9(A) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.4-3.
in a net increase of ozone precursor S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion Su
emissions that could obstruct o
implementation of the local air quality plan. 4.4-9(B) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.4-3.
4.4-10 The Proposed Project would contribute to LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
cumulative levels of CO, but this would not 4.4-10(A) N ired
result in a significant cumulative impact. 4-10(A) None required.
LS (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.4-10(B) None required.
4.4-11 The Proposed Project, in addition to other NI (Lewis) Lewis Property NI
area odor sources, would not expose e s
sensitive receptors to odors that could be 4.4-11(A) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.4-5.
cumulatively considerable. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.4-11(B) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.4-5.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable
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PP)

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.4-12 The Proposed Project would contribute to LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
and expose receptors to cumulative ambient .
levels of TAC, but this would not represent a 4.4-12(A) None required.
substantial, adverse health risk. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.4-12(B) None required.
4.5 Noise
4.5-1 Construction of the Proposed Project would STPS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
temporarily increase ambient noise levels. 4.5-1(A) The City shall ensure construction contractors comply with
the following:
Construction hours shall be limited to 7am to Zpm 5pm
Monday through Friday and on Saturdays from 8am to
4pm, with no construction on Sundays and holidays
(unless extended by a special permit).
All heavy construction equipment and all stationary noise
sources (such as diesel generators) shall have
manufacturer-installed mufflers.
Equipment warm up areas, water tanks, and equipment
storage areas shall be located in an area as far away
from existing residences as is feasible.
Construction equipment operators shall shut off
equipment when not in use to avoid unnecessary idling.
Vehicle idling shall be kept below five consecutive
minutes in accordance with Lincoln Municipal Code
Section 10.14 requirements.
STPS (Village 7 Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.5-1(B) The City shall ensure construction contractors comply with

the following:

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant

STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
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REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

Construction hours shall be limited to 7am to Zpm 5pm
Monday through Friday and on Saturdays from 8am to
4pm, with no construction on Sundays and holidays
(unless extended by a special permit).

All heavy construction equipment and all stationary noise
sources (such as diesel generators) shall have
manufacturer-installed mufflers.

Equipment warm up areas, water tanks, and equipment
storage areas shall be located in an area as far away
from existing residences as is feasible.

Construction equipment operators shall shut off
equipment when not in use to avoid unnecessary idling.
Vehicle idling shall be kept below five consecutive
minutes in accordance with Lincoln Municipal Code
Section 10.14 requirements.

4.5-2 Construction of the Proposed Project would LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
temporarily increase levels of groundborne .
vibration. y 9 4.5-2(A) None required.

LS (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.5-2(B) None required.

4.5-3  Operational activities associated with the LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
Proposed Project would expose new .
sensitive receptors within the Proposed 4.5-3(A) None required.

Project to increased ambient noise levels. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.5-3(B) None required.

4.5-4 Traffic-generated noise associated with the LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
Proposed Project would expose existing off- .
site sensitive receptors to permanent 4.5-4(A) None required.

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
LS (Village 7PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.5-4(B) None required.
4.5-5 Construction of the Proposed Project would S (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU
temporarily add to cumulative noise levels in e
the vicinity of the Proposed Project site. 4.5-5(A) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.5-1.
S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion SuU
4.5-5(B) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.5-1.
4.5-6 Construction of the Proposed Project would LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
temporarily add to cumulative groundborne .
vibration levels in the vicinity of the 4.5-6(A) None required.
Proposed Project site. LS (Village 7PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.5-6(B) None required.
4.5-7 Increases in traffic associated with the S (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU
Proposed Project would create noise that .
could combine with other roadway noise and 4.5-7(A) None available.
affect sensitive receptors. S (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion Su
4.5-7(B) None available.
4.6 Hazardous Materials and Public Safety
4.6-1  Construction of the Proposed Project could PS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
result in the generation or exposure of H d Materials Contaminati
hazardous materials that could create a azarcous Matenals -ontamination
health or safety hazard to workers, the public, 4.6-1(A) a) Prior to demolition of existing on-site structures and/or
or the environment. development of the Lewis Property, the project applicant
shall implement all recommendations from the Phase |
EA completed by GeoTrans, Inc. Specifically, the project
applicant shall:

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant

STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
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REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

Contact and coordinate with the PCDEHS and/or the
local air management district to determine if
asbestos sampling and abatement is required prior
to demolition of the on-site structures. If such a
survey is required, all soils surrounding the existing
and former structures shall be sampled for residual
fragments of lead-based paint, as well.

Prior to the development of the property, the project
applicant shall abandon all domestic and irrigation
wells in accordance with state and local
requirements.

The project applicant shall remove and properly
dispose of, or recycle, all petroleum chemicals and
hazardous materials from the property.

The project applicant shall remove the concrete,
tires, and wood debris from the on-site dumping
areas. The soils beneath the debris shall be
observed for stains or discoloration.

b) If evidence of contamination is found, construction

activities shall cease and an environmental professional
shall assess the situation. If necessary, the
environmental professional shall prepare a sampling plan
to collect soil and/or groundwater samples to determine
whether or not the site has been adversely affected by
past activities. The samples shall be analyzed for the
contaminants determined to be a potential health
concern by the environmental professional. Depending
on the nature of the contamination (if any), the PCDEHS
shall be contacted for further direction, which could
include further investigation or remediation.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
PS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

Hazardous Materials Contamination

b)

4.6-1(B) a) Prior to demolition of existing on-site structures and/or

development of the Village 7 Programmatic Portion, the
project applicants shall contact and coordinate with the
PCDEHS and/or the local air management district to
determine if asbestos sampling and abatement is
required prior to demolition of the on-site structures. If
such a survey is required, all soils surrounding the
existing and former structures shall be sampled for
residual fragments of lead-based paint, as well.

For the Aitken Ranch Il area, the applicant shall have a
qualified professional review the results of the Phase 1
ESA and develop specific recommendations for removal
of potentially contaminated items, soil and/or
groundwater testing, as-hreeded; and any subsequent
remedial actions associated with the former turkey
farming operations to ensure that development of the
project site will not result in adverse human health or
environmental risks during construction or occupancy.
Soil and groundwater testing shall be performed prior to
any site development activities that would disturb surface

soils at the location of the former turkey farming
operations. If chemicals are present in soils that would
present a human health or environmental risk, a soil
management plan shall be prepared by the qualified
professional prior to approval of Final Grading or
Improvement Plans. The soil management plan shall
specify how affected soils will be tested, removed,
stockpiled, or otherwise handled prior to and during soil-
disturbing activities.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
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REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation

c) The project applicant shall hire a certified hazardous
material specialist to prepare a formal Phase | EA to
analyze the potential for hazardous materials within the
Remainder Area. The project applicant shall incorporate
all applicable and feasible recommendations in order to
reduce the risk of hazardous material release during
construction to a less-than-significant level.

4.6-2 Construction of the Proposed Project could
create a health hazard to workers, the public,
and the environment due to previously
unidentified contaminated soil and
groundwater.

PS (Lewis)

Lewis Property
4.6-2(A) If, during construction activities, evidence of hazardous

materials contamination is observed or suspected (i.e.,
stained or odorous soil, or oily or discolored water),
construction activities shall cease and an environmental
professional shall assess the situation. If necessary, the
environmental professional shall prepare a sampling plan to
collect soil and/or groundwater samples to determine whether
or not the site has been adversely affected by past activities.
The samples shall be analyzed for the contaminants
determined to be a potential health concern by the
environmental professional. Depending on the nature of the
contamination (if any), the PCDEHS shall be contacted for
further direction, which could include further investigation or
remediation.

LS

PS (Village 7 PP)

Village 7 Programmatic Portion

4.6-2(B) If, during construction activities, evidence of hazardous

materials contamination is observed or suspected (i.e.,
stained or odorous soil, or oily or discolored water),
construction activities shall cease and an environmental
professional shall assess the situation. If necessary, the
environmental professional shall prepare a sampling plan to
collect soil and/or groundwater samples to determine whether
or not the site has been adversely affected by past activities.

LS

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant

SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
= Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PSU

PS = Potentially Significant
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Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
The samples shall be analyzed for the contaminants
determined to be a potential health concern by the
environmental professional. Depending on the nature of the
contamination (if any), the PCDEHS shall be contacted for
further direction, which could include further investigation or
remediation.
4.6-3 Operation of the Proposed Project would not LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
result in the generation or exposure of .
hazardous materials which could create a 4.6-3(A) None required.
health hazard to sensitive receptors and the LS (Village 7PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
environment.
4.6-3(B) None required.
4.6-4 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
the buildout of the City of Lincoln General 4.6-4(A) N ired
Plan could result in hazardous material -6-4(A) None required.
release impacts associated with construction LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
and/or operation.
4.6-4(B) None required.
4.6-5 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
the buildout of the City of Lincoln General 4.6-5(A) N ired
Plan, could result in construction projects at -6-5(A) None required.
locations where soil or groundwater LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
contamination may be present.
4.6-5(B) None required.
4.6-6 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
the buildout of the City of Lincoln General 4.6-6(A) None required.
Plan, could result in the routine transport, . . . .
use, or disposal of hazardous materials, LS (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
which could, through reasonably foreseeable 4.6-6(B) None required.
upset and accident conditions, result in the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
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increase the amount (volume) of stormwater
runoff discharged to Ingram Slough and
Orchard Creek.

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.7 Hydrology and Water Quality
4.7-1 Development of the Proposed Project would LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
increase the amount of impervious surfaces 47-1(A) N ired
and alter drainage patterns, compared to -7-1(A) None required.
existing conditions, which would increase the ]
potential for localized and downstream LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
flooding as a result of project stormwater 4.7-1(B) None required.
runoff peak flows.
4.7-2 Development of the Proposed Project would PS (Lewis) 4.7-2(A) Prior to final map approval, the Applicant shall identify 78.0 LS

acre-feet of storage capacity in the watershed to
accommodate increased stormwater runoff volumes
associated with the Lewis Property. Storage capacity shall
be obtained at the existing Stormwater Retention Facility
(SWRF) and/or the approved Lakeview Farms Volumetric
Mitigation Facility.

AND

The Applicant shall be required to cover its fair share of costs
associated with construction, operation, and maintenance,
and management of the regional retention facilities to offset
increased stormwater volume generated by the Lewis
Property. Assuming the regional facility has been
constructed, Applicant shall pay the appropriate fees prior to
final map approval.

If at the time the final map is approved, the regional facilities
are not available or operational, or if additional capacity is
required, the Applicant shall create on-site storage capacity,
or through a combination of on-site and off-site capacity to
fully mitigate the 78.0 acre-feet. If off-site facilities are used,
The Applicant shall be required to cover its fair share of costs
associated with construction, operation, and maintenance,

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After

Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

and management of the regional retention facilities to offset

increased stormwater volume generated by the Lewis

Property. Assuming the regional facility has been

constructed, Applicant shall pay the appropriate fees prior to

final map approval.

PS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion SuU

4.7-2(B) a) The Applicant(s) shall develop an additional 23 acre-feet
of storage capacity in the watershed to accommodate
increased stormwater runoff volumes associated with the
Village 7 programmatic portion of the Proposed Project
(Aitken Ranch II, Scheiber, Remainder Area). The
applicant(s) shall use one of the following options, or a
combination thereof, presented in the Lincoln
Nader/Aitken Ranch Il/Sundance and the Remainder
Properties Tentative Map, Master Drainage Study for
volumetric mitigation:

Participate in the City’s Proposed Phase 2 Regional
Retention Basin: Phase 1 of the City’s Regional
Retention Basin project was constructed to
accommodate up to 315 acre-feet from the Del
Webb development. Additional phased expansions
(Phases 2 and 3) are planned to accommodate up
to approximately 800 acre-feet of additional
retention volume. The Village 7 Programmatic
Portion could participate in the construction of
Phase 2 of the existing City of Lincoln retention
basin to mitigate the Proposed Project’s runoff
volumes.

Utilize excess capacity in the City’s Proposed
Phase 1 Regional Retention Basin: Phase 1 of the
City’s Regional Retention Basin project has a 315
acre-foot retention storage capacity and was

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable
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Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
constructed by Del Webb to mitigate their project
impacts. Based on the SLMDP, the retention
volume required to mitigate impacts for the Del
Webb project totaled 286 acre-feet. The Phase 1
basin therefore has approximately 29 acre-feet of
available storage that could be used by the Village 7
Programmatic Portion. This mitigation option would
not entirely reduce the retention volume required for
the Village 7 Programmatic Portion, but could be
combined with one or more of the other options
presented herein.
Create a New Retention Basin: The project applicant
could participate in the City’s future retention basin
within the Cross Canal watershed.
OR
Create a new on-site retention basin within the
Village 7 Programmatic Portion.
b) If one or more of the off-site mitigation options listed in
(a) are used, prior to final map approval, the project
applicant(s) shall pay PFE fees to cover its fair share of
costs associated with construction, operation, and
maintenance, and management of off-site regional
retention facilities to offset increased stormwater volume
generated by the Village 7 Programmatic Portion.
4.7-3 Implementation of the Proposed Project LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
would include placement of fill in the 100- .
year floodplain (overbank area) to 4.7-3(A) None required.
accommodate proposed residential NI (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion NI
development, but this would not cause or
increase flood hazard risk. 4.7-3(B) None required.

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant

SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
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affect water quality.

would increase the types and amounts of
pollutants in stormwater runoff that could be
discharged to Ingram Slough, which could

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.7-4 Implementation of the Proposed Project PS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS

4.7-4(A) a) Project Conditions of Approval shall specify that

appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) be
incorporated into project design to reduce urban
pollutants in runoff, consistent with goals and standards
established under federal and State non-point source
discharge NPDES regulations and Basin Plan water
quality objectives, the City’s Post-Construction
Stormwater Runoff Control Ordinance No. 826B, and
Low-Impact Development (LID) alternatives for
stormwater quality control per Public Facilities and
Services Implementation Measure 3.0 of the adopted
2050 General Plan.

b) The proposed water quality facilities shall be identified
and designed in a Stormwater Management Plan

prepared in accordance with Section 8.60.40 of the City’s

Municipal Code for City review and approval. All water

quality facilities identified in the Stormwater Management

Plan shall be constructed with the installation of the
infrastructure.

c) The Stormwater Management Plan shall also include the
method or methods for funding the long-term
maintenance of the proposed water quality facilities. The
City shall formally adopt and implement a funding
mechanism specifically to fund the long-term
maintenance of the proposed water quality facilities as
proposed by the Stormwater Management Plan.

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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d) The project applicant shall submit a site-specific BMP
plan showing the on-site locations and effectiveness of
the BMP facilities proposed for long-term water quality
impact reduction prior to project approval. The plan shall
include a method or methods for financing the long-term
maintenance of the proposed site-specific facilities.

e) All BMPs for water quality protection, source control, and
treatment control shall be developed in accordance with
the California Stormwater Quality Association
Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbook for
Construction and New Development/Redevelopment (or
other similar source approved by the CVRWQCB,
County, and City) for the project. The BMPs shall be
designed to mitigate (minimize, infiltrate, filter, or treat)
stormwater runoff. Flow or volume based post-
construction BMPs shall be designed at a minimum in
accordance with the PCFCWCD and City standards and
shall be included for long-term maintenance of BMPs.
All BMPs shall reflect the Best Available Technologies
(BAT) available at the time of implementation and shall
reflect site-specific limitations. The City shall make the
final determinations as to the appropriateness of the
BMPs proposed for the Proposed Project and the City
shall ensure future implementation, operation, and
maintenance of the BMPs.

f) Stormwater runoff from the Proposed Project’s
impervious surfaces (including roads) shall be collected
and routed through specially designed water quality
treatment facilities (BMPs) for removal of pollutants of
concern (i.e. sediment, oil/grease, etc.), as approved by
the City. The applicant shall verify that proposed BMPs
are appropriate to treat the pollutants of concern from the
Proposed Project and shall provide for the establishment
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of vegetation, where specified, by means of proper
irrigation, for effective performance of BMPs.

Maintenance-of these facilities-shall- be provided-by the
City. Prior to projectapproval-or Final Map approval,
easements shall be created and offered for dedication to
the City for maintenance and access to these facilities in
anticipation of possible City maintenance. No water
quality facility construction shall be permitted within any
identified wetlands area, floodplain, or right-of-way,
except as authorized by project approvals.

PS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.7-4(B) a) Project Conditions of Approval shall specify that
appropriate Best Management Practices (BMPs) be
incorporated into project design to reduce urban
pollutants in runoff, consistent with goals and standards
established under federal and State non-point source
discharge NPDES regulations and Basin Plan water
quality objectives and the City’s Post-Construction
Stormwater Runoff Control Ordinance No. 826B, and
Low-Impact Development (LID) alternatives for
stormwater quality control per Public Facilities and
Services Implementation Measure 3.0 of the adopted
2050 General Plan.

b) The proposed water quality facilities shall be identified
and designed in a Stormwater Management Plan
prepared in accordance with Section 8.60.40 of the City’s
Municipal Code for City review and approval. All water
quality facilities identified in the Stormwater Management
Plan shall be constructed with the installation of the

infrastructure.
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¢) The Stormwater Management Plan shall also include the
method or methods for funding the long-term
maintenance of the proposed water quality facilities. The
City shall formally adopt and implement a funding
mechanism specifically to fund the long-term
maintenance of the proposed water quality facilities as
proposed by the Stormwater Management Plan.

d) The project applicant shall submit a site-specific BMP
plan showing the on-site locations and effectiveness of
the BMP facilities proposed for long-term water quality
impact reduction prior to project approval. The plan shall
include a method or methods for financing the long-term
maintenance of the proposed site-specific facilities.

e) All BMPs for water quality protection, source control, and
treatment control shall be developed in accordance with
the California Stormwater Quality Association
Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbook for
Construction and New Development/Redevelopment (or
other similar source approved by the CVRWQCB,
County, and City), or as deemed acceptable to the City
for the project. The BMPs shall be designed to mitigate
(minimize, infiltrate, filter, or treat) stormwater runoff.
Flow or volume based post-construction BMPs shall be
designed at a minimum in accordance with the
PCFCWCD and City standards and shall be included for
long-term maintenance of BMPs. All BMPs shall reflect
the Best Available Technologies (BAT) available at the
time of implementation and shall reflect site-specific
limitations. The City shall make the final determinations
as to the appropriateness of the BMPs proposed for the
Proposed Project and the City shall ensure future
implementation, operation, and maintenance of the

BMPs.
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f) Stormwater runoff from the Proposed Project’s

impervious surfaces (including roads) shall be collected
and routed through specially designed water quality
treatment facilities (BMPs) for removal of pollutants of
concern (i.e. sediment, oil/grease, etc.), as approved by
the City. The applicant shall verify that proposed BMPs
are appropriate to treat the pollutants of concern from the
Proposed Project and shall provide for the establishment
of vegetation, where specified, by means of proper
irrigation, for effective performance of BMPs.

Maintenance-of these facilities-shall- be provided-by the
City. Prior to projectapproval-or Final Map approval,

easements shall be created and offered for dedication to
the City for maintenance and access to these facilities in
anticipation of possible City maintenance. No water
quality facility construction shall be permitted within any
identified wetlands area, floodplain, or right-of-way,
except as authorized by project approvals.

4.7-5 Development of the Proposed Project would
result in the conversion of undeveloped land
to urban uses, which could affect
groundwater recharge potential.

LS (Lewis)

LS (Village 7 PP)

Lewis Property
4.7-5(A) None required.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion

4.7-5(B) None required.

LS

LS

4.7-6 The Proposed Project, in combination with
other development within the watershed,
could contribute to an increase in stormwater
peak flows and volumes.

PS (Lewis)

PS (Village 7 PP)

Lewis Property
4.7-6(A) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.7-2.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion

4.7-6(B) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.7-2.

PSU

PSU

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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4.7-7 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS

other development in the watershed, would
not contribute to a reduction in groundwater

recharge. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.7-7(B) None required.

4.7-7(A) None required.

4.7-8 The Proposed Project, in combination with S (Lewis) Lewis Property LS

other development within the watershed, s
would contribute urban pollutants to 4.7-8(A) Implement Mitigation Measures 4.7-4(a) through (f).

receiving waters, which could adversely S (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

affect water quality.
4.7-8(B) Implement Mitigation Measures 4.7-4(a) through (f).

4.8 Biological Resources

4.8-1 The Proposed Project would result in the LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
filling or adverse modification of .
jurisdictional wetland/ other “waters of the 4.8-1(A) None required.

u.s.” S (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.8-1(B) a) The project applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to
conduct a wetland delineation of the remaining properties
in the Village 7 Programmatic portion of the project site.
This delineation shall be submitted to the Corps for
verification prior to the issuance of any grading permits
for the Village 7 Programmatic portion of the project site.

b) The project applicant shall prepare a wetland mitigation
plan that ensures no net loss of wetlands, consistent with
Lincoln Public Facilities Element (PFE) Policy 9-13. The
wetland mitigation plan shall be based on the wetland
delineation verified by the Corps. This measure may be
implemented through the 404 permit and/or Streambed
Alteration Agreement processes. The plan shall include
the following or equally effective components.
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Compensation

c) The project proponent shall compensate for the loss of
wetland habitat through a combination of preservation of
vernal pools and seasonal wetlands in open space
preserves, on-site restoration/enhancement along Ingram
Slough, and the purchase of mitigation credits at an
approved mitigation bank. The ratio of compensation will
be determined in consultation with the Corps and U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service, as part of the 404-permit
process.

Reduction/Avoidance

d) Prior to any construction activities on the site, a
protective fence shall be erected at the boundaries of the
wetland preserves in the areas of construction. This
fence shall remain in place until all construction activity in
the immediate area is completed. No activity shall be
permitted within the wetlands preserve except for those
expressly permitted by the US Fish and Wildlife Service.

e) A buffer shall be provided along all preserved wetlands.
Only those uses allowed in the 404 Permit and/or the
Streambed Alteration Agreements shall be permitted in
the wetlands preserve and its buffer.

f) Water quality in the wetlands preserve shall be protected
using erosion control techniques including (as
appropriate), but not necessarily limited to, preservation
of existing vegetation, mulches (e.g., hydraulic, straw,
wood, etc.), geotextiles and mats, during construction in
the watershed. Additionally, urban runoff shall be
managed to protect water quality in the wetlands
preserve using techniques such as velocity dissipation
devices, sediment basins and pollution collection
devices.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant
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g) Landscape irrigation runoff shall only be permitted to
directly enter the wetlands preserve according to the
provisions of the 404 Permit and/or the Streambed
Alteration Agreement.
h) Mowing and other maintenance activities shall be limited
to those detailed in the 404 Permit and/or the Streambed
Alteration Agreement.
4.8-2 Development of the Proposed Project could LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
result in the loss of special-status vernal pool .
crustacean and amphibian species and 4.8-2(A) None required.
degradation and/or loss of their habitat. S (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.8-2(B) a) The project applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to
conduct a vernal pool crustacean survey following
current USFWS protocol within the Village 7
Programmatic portion of the project site. Alternatively,
the project applicant could forgo the surveys and assume
presence of vernal pool crustaceans in all appropriate
habitat within the Village 7 Programmatic portion of the
project site. The survey, or assumption of presence shall
occur prior to the issuance of any grading permits for the
Village 7 Programmatic portion of the project site.

b) Surveys have determined that at least one of the
federally-listed vernal pool crustacean species occurs on
some properties at the project site. Other federally-listed
vernal pool crustaceans and/or western spadefoot may
also occur in affected pools within the project site. As
development of the project site could result in the loss of
these species, the following or equally effective
measures (as approved by the City and USFWS) shall
be required. The selected measures may be part of the
permitting process.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable
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c) The project proponents shall obtain biological opinions
from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (and if necessary,
the National Marine Fisheries Service) and are further
required to comply with the conditions and mitigation
requirements of those agencies. Mitigation may include,
but is not limited to, both onsite and offsite preservation
and creation of wetlands, purchase of credits at
mitigation banks, payment of in lieu fees approved by the
agencies, or other agency approved and required
mitigation measures.

d) Orange exclusionary fencing shall be placed and
maintained around any avoided (preserved) vernal pool
crustacean habitat during construction to prevent
impacts from construction vehicles and equipment. This
fencing shall be inspected by a qualified biologist
throughout the construction period to ensure that it is in
good functional condition. After construction, fencing
around open space areas containing wetlands or other
sensitive habitats shall be replaced by permanent
fencing that will be maintained by the City, and/or the
local home owners association.

e) Prior to beginning work in the project site, all on-site
construction personnel shall receive instruction regarding
the presence of listed species and the importance of
avoiding impacts on these species and their habitat.

f) The project proponent shall ensure that activities that are
inconsistent with the maintenance of the suitability of
remaining vernal pool habitat and associated watershed
on-site is prohibited as required by the USFWS and

Corps.
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4.8-3 The Proposed Project could result in the loss PS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS

and/or degradation of rare plant populations. 4.8-3(A) a) The project applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to

conduct focused surveys within the project site for
special-status plant species including but not limited to
big-scale balsamroot, Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop, dwarf
downingia, legenere, Sacramento orcutt grass, and
Sanford’s arrowhead during the appropriate time of year
(March through June). If no special-status plants are
located during the surveys, no further mitigation would
be required.

b) If Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop or Sacramento orcutt grass
is located during the surveys in areas that cannot be
avoided, the project applicant shall consult with CDFG to
obtain an-incidentaltake a management permit, under
Section 2081 of the CESA-California Fish and Game
Code. Mitigation can be accomplished either in the
onsite mitigation preserve area, or at an approved offsite
mitigation bank. The ratio of mitigation credits will be
determined during this consultation, and can be
conducted concurrently with Mitigation Measure 4.8-2 (B)
subsections (c), (d), and (e).

c) If any other special-status vernal pool plant species,
including, but not limited to dwarf downingia and
legenere are located during the surveys in areas that
cannot be avoided, the project applicant shall implement
Mitigation Measure 4.8-2(B) subsections (c), (d), and (e),
with the addition of soil/seed bank salvage, for use in
created wetlands in mitigation areas.
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d) If any special-status upland plant species including, but
not limited to big-scale balsamroot, or wetland species
such as Sanford’s arrowhead are located during the
surveys, the project applicant shall comply with adopted
CDFG Guidelines.

PS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.8-3(B) a) The project applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to
conduct focused surveys within the project site for
special-status plant species including but not limited to
big-scale balsamroot, Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop, dwarf
downingia, legenere, Sacramento orcutt grass, and
Sanford’s arrowhead during the appropriate time of year
(March through June). If no special-status plants are
located during the surveys, no further mitigation would
be required.

b) If Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop or Sacramento orcutt grass
is located during the surveys in areas that cannot be
avoided, the project applicant shall consult with CDFG to
obtain an-incidental-take a management permit, under
Section 2081 of the GESA-California Fish and Game
Code. Mitigation can be accomplished either in the
onsite mitigation preserve area, or at an approved offsite
mitigation bank. The ratio of mitigation credits will be
determined during this consultation, and can be
conducted concurrently with Mitigation Measure 4.8-2(B)
subsections (c), (d), and (e).
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c) If any other special-status vernal pool plant species,
including, but not limited to dwarf downingia and
legenere are located during the surveys in areas that
cannot be avoided, the project applicant shall implement
Mitigation Measure 4.8-2(B) subsections (c), (d), and (e),
with the addition of soil/seed bank salvage, for use in
created wetlands in mitigation areas.

d) If any special-status upland plant species including, but
not limited to big-scale balsamroot, or wetland species
such as Sanford’s arrowhead are located during the
surveys, the project applicant shall comply with adopted
CDFG Guidelines.

4.8-4 The Proposed Project could result in the loss S (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
::gli(:; c:;%ﬁ:t?tlon of western pond turtles 4.8-34(A)a) Prior to project construction, the project applicant and/or

developer shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct
preconstruction surveys of suitable habitat within the
project site within 30 days prior to project construction to
ensure no western pond turtles have established
territories. If ground-disturbing activities are delayed or
suspended for more than 30 days after the
preconstruction survey, the site shall be re-surveyed.

b) If individual western pond turtles are discovered during
the survey on the project site, or immediately adjacent
area, the project applicant or their agent shall initiate
consultation with the CDFG to formulate and implement
minimization measures, which could include capture and
relocation of individuals found on-site.
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c) If surveys identify the presence of western pond turtles
on site, the project applicant shall implement mitigation
measures required by the California Department of Fish
and Game at the time of the consultation.

S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.8-4(B) a) Prior to project construction, the project applicant and/or
developer shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct
preconstruction surveys of suitable habitat within the
project site within 30 days prior to project construction to
ensure no western pond turtles have established
territories. If ground-disturbing activities are delayed or
suspended for more than 30 days after the
preconstruction survey, the site shall be re-surveyed.

b) If individual western pond turtles are discovered during
the survey on the project site, or immediately adjacent
area, the project applicant or their agent shall initiate
consultation with the CDFG to formulate and implement
minimization measures, which could include capture and
relocation of individuals found on-site.

c) If surveys identify the presence of western pond turtles
on site, the project applicant shall implement mitigation
measures required by the California Department of Fish
and Game at the time of the consultation.

4.8-5 The Proposed Project could result in the S (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
direct loss or disturbance of nesting

migratory birds, including raptors (birds-of- 4.8-5(A) a) If construction is to occur between March 15 through

August 30, the project applicant, in consultation with the

prey)- City of Lincoln and CDFG, shall conduct a
preconstruction breeding-season survey of the project
site within 30 days of when construction is planned to
begin. The survey shall be conducted by a qualified
LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
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b)

c)

d)

biologist (who is also knowledgeable about the California
black rail) to determine if any protected raptors or
migratory birds (including, but not limited to the California
black rail) are nesting on or directly adjacent to the
project site.

A description of methodology including dates of field
visits, the names of survey personnel with resumes, and
a list of references cited and persons contacted shall be
provided to the City.

A map showing the location(s) of any protected raptor or
migratory bird nests observed on the project site shall be
provided to the City.

The project applicant, in consultation with the City of
Lincoln and CDFG, shall avoid all protected raptor and
migratory bird nest sites located in the project site during
the breeding season (approximately March 15 through
August 30) while the nest is occupied with adults and/or
young. This avoidance could consist of delaying
construction in close proximity to the nest during the
nesting season. Any occupied nest shall be monitored
by a qualified biologist to determine when the nest is no
longer used. If the construction cannot be delayed,
avoidance shall include the establishment of a non-
disturbance buffer zone around the nest site. The size of
the buffer zone will be determined in consultation with
the City and CDFG. The buffer zone shall be delineated
by highly visible temporary construction fencing.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact

Village 7 Specific Plan Project

2-64

Final Environmental Impact Report

April 2010



2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.8-5(B) a) If construction is to occur between March 15 through
August 30, the project applicant, in consultation with the
City of Lincoln and CDFG, shall conduct a
preconstruction breeding-season survey of the project
site within 30 days of when construction is planned to
begin. The survey shall be conducted by a qualified
biologist (who is also knowledgeable about the California
black rail) to determine if any protected raptors or
migratory birds (including, but not limited to the California
black rail) are nesting on or directly adjacent to the
project site.

b) A description of methodology including dates of field
visits, the names of survey personnel with resumes, and
a list of references cited and persons contacted shall be
provided to the City.

¢) A map showing the location(s) of any protected raptor or
migratory bird nests observed on the project site shall be
provided to the City.

d) The project applicant, in consultation with the City of
Lincoln and CDFG, shall avoid all protected raptor and
migratory bird nest sites located in the project site during
the breeding season (approximately March 15 through
August 30) while the nest is occupied with adults and/or
young. This avoidance could consist of delaying
construction in close proximity to the nest during the
nesting season. Any occupied nest shall be monitored
by a qualified biologist to determine when the nest is no
longer used. If the construction cannot be delayed,
avoidance shall include the establishment of a non-
disturbance buffer zone around the nest site. The size of
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the buffer zone will be determined in consultation with
the City and CDFG. The buffer zone shall be delineated
by highly visible temporary construction fencing.

4.8-6 The Proposed Project could result in the loss
of foraging habitat for Swainson’s hawk,
white tailed kite, burrowing owl and other

raptors.

S (Lewis)

S (Village 7 PP)

Lewis Property

4.8-6(A) The project applicant shall ensure that at least an appropriate
number of acres (as approved by the City and CDFG) of
annual grasslands or other suitable raptor foraging habitat
are preserved based upon project impacts of 363 acres
(0.75:1 ratio). Preservation may occur through either:

a) Payment of a mitigation fee to the City of Lincoln through
a negotiated agreement between the City, the project
applicant, and CDFG. The monies will be held in a trust
fund, and used to preserve mitigation land through the
purchase, monitoring, maintenance, and remediation of
lands that support suitable raptor foraging habitat
(consistent with CDFG guidelines); or

b) Purchase of conservation easements or fee title to
suitable raptor foraging habitat to protect the habitat from
urban development; or

c) Participate in Placer County Natural Community
Conservation Plan/Habitat Conservation Plan, once
adopted.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion

4.8-6(B) The project applicant shall ensure that at least an appropriate
number of acres (as approved by the City and CDFG) of
annual grasslands or other suitable raptor foraging habitat
are preserved based upon project impacts of 180 acres
(0.75:1 ratio). Preservation may occur through either:

LS

LS
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REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

a) Payment of a mitigation fee to the City of Lincoln through
a negotiated agreement between the City, the project
applicant, and CDFG. The monies will be held in a trust
fund, and used to preserve mitigation land through the
purchase, monitoring, maintenance, and remediation of
lands that supports suitable foraging habitat for
Swainson’s hawk. (consistent with CDFG guidelines); or

b) Purchase of conservation easements or fee title to
suitable Swainson’s Hawk foraging habitat to protect the
habitat from urban development; or

c) Participate in Placer County Natural Community
Conservation Plan/Habitat Conservation Plan, once
adopted.

4.8-7 The Proposed Project could result in loss of S (Lewis) Lewis Property LS

nesting habitat for tri-colored blackbird. 4.8-7(A) a) The project applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to

conduct pre-construction nesting surveys for tri-colored
blackbird colonies within the project site and off-site
areas proposed for infrastructure development. The
survey should be conducted no more than 30 days from
the onset of construction. If ground-disturbing activities
are delayed or suspended for more than 30 days after
the preconstruction survey, the site shall be re-surveyed.

b) The project applicant, in consultation with the City of
Lincoln and CDFG, shall avoid all active nest sites
located in the project site during the breeding season
while the nest site is occupied with adults and/or young.
This avoidance could consist of delaying construction to
avoid the nesting season or establishing a buffer around
the nest site. Any occupied nest shall be monitored by a
qualified biologist to determine when the nest is no

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
longer used. If the construction cannot be delayed,
avoidance shall include the establishment of a non-
disturbance buffer zone around the nest site. The size of
the buffer zone will be determined in consultation with
the City and CDFG, and will be, at a minimum, 250 feet.
The buffer zone shall be delineated by highly visible
temporary construction fencing.
S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.8-7(B) a)

b)

The project applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to
conduct pre-construction nesting surveys for tri-colored
blackbird colonies within the project site and off-site
areas proposed for infrastructure development. The
survey should be conducted no more than 30 days from
the onset of construction. If ground-disturbing activities
are delayed or suspended for more than 30 days after
the preconstruction survey, the site shall be re-surveyed.

The project applicant, in consultation with the City of
Lincoln and CDFG, shall avoid all active nest sites
located in the project site during the breeding season
while the nest site is occupied with adults and/or young.
This avoidance could consist of delaying construction to
avoid the nesting season or establishing a buffer around
the nest site. Any occupied nest shall be monitored by a
qualified biologist to determine when the nest is no
longer used. If the construction cannot be delayed,
avoidance shall include the establishment of a non-
disturbance buffer zone around the nest site. The size of
the buffer zone will be determined in consultation with
the City and CDFG, and will be, at a minimum, 250 feet.
The buffer zone shall be delineated by highly visible
temporary construction fencing.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable
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Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.8-8 The Proposed Project would result in the S (Lewis) Lewis Property LS

modification to stream corridors, disrupting

the associated habitat. 4.8-8(A) In addition to pre-construction surveys for special status

species, as described in Mitigation Measures 4.8-3, 4.8-4,
and 4.8-7, the project applicant shall obtain all necessary
permits to alter Ingram Slough, including a CDFG Streambed
Alteration Agreement, a Corps Section 404 permit, a
Regional Water Quality Control Board Section 401 Permit
and a SWPPP and any FESA/CESA take permits, should
special-status species be identified.

LS (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.8-8(B) None required.

4.8-9 Development of the Proposed Project could LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
result in habitat fragmentation and wildlife 4.8-9(A) None required.

population isolation.
LS (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.8-9(B) None required.

4.8-10 Construction of the Proposed Project, in S (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU

. ith oth | ' th
combination with other development in the 4.8-10(A) Implement Mitigation Measures 4.8-1 through 4.8-9. (Lewis

County, could contribute to the cumulative : . .
loss of native plant communities, wildlife Property and Village 7 Programmatic Portion)

habitat values, special-status species and S (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion su
their potential habitat, and wetland resources
in the region. 4.8-10(B) Implement Mitigation Measures 4.8-1 through 4.8-9. (Lewis

Property and Village 7 Programmatic Portion)

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
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4.9 Public Utilities
49-1 The Proposed Project would generate LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
additional wastewater flows to be treated by 4.9-1(A) N ired
the WWTRF. .9-1(A) None required.
S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-1(B) Prior to approval of the first Final Small Lot Map for the first
planning area developed in the Village 7 Programmatic
Portion of the Village 7 Specific Plan, the City shall ensure
the planned expansion of the WWTRF provides adequate
capacity to accommodate flows from the Village 7
Programmatic Portion. The project applicants shall pay fair-
share cost of required fees to fund the expansion of the
WWTRF.
4.9-2 The Proposed Project would generate LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS

additional wastewater flows, but not at levels 4.9-2(A) N ired
that that would exceed the capacity of the .9-2(A) None required.

existing wastewater collection infrastructure. S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS

4.9-2(B) The project applicants for the Village 7 Programmatic Portion
shall submit a wastewater infrastructure plan to the City of
Lincoln prior to approval of the first Final Small Lot Map for
the first planning area developed in the Village 7
Programmatic Portion of the Village 7 Specific Plan. The
applicants shall follow mitigation measures or
recommendations identified within the plan to ensure
wastewater flows would be adequately conveyed to the

WWTREF.
LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
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49-3 The Proposed Project, combined with other S (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU
development in the City of Lincoln, could .
require the expansion or construction of a 4.9-3(A) None feasible.
wastewater treatment facility, which could S (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion su
result in significant environmental effects. 4.9-3(B) N feasibl
.9- one feasible.
49-4 The Proposed Project would generate solid LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
waste that would be disposed of at the 4.9-4(A) N ired
Western Regional Sanitary Landfill, but not at -9-4(A) None required.
levels that would contribute to an LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
exceedance of landfill capacity or .
substantially shorten landfill life. 4.9-4(B) None required.
4.9-5 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
other development in Placer County, would .
generate additional solid waste, but it would 4.9-5(A) None required.
not exceed the capacity of the Western LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
Regional Sanitary Landfill.
4.9-5(B) None required.
49-6 The Proposed Project would use electricity, LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
but it would not exceed the existing or 4.9:6(A) N ired
planned electricity supply or transmission :9-6(A) None required.
facilities. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-6(B) None required.
4.9-7 The Proposed Project would require natural LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
gas, but it would not exceed the existing or .
planned natural gas supply or transmission 4.9-7(A) None required.
facilities. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-7(B) None required.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Level of Level of
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4.9-8 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
other development in the City of Lincoln, .
would not exceed the electrical or natural gas 4.9-8(A) None required.
supply and transmission capabilities. LS (Vilage 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-8(B) None required.
4.9-9 The Proposed Project could result in or LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
require the expansion of police facilities in .
order to maintain acceptable service ratios or 4.9-9(A) None required.
response times. LS (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-9(B) None required.
4.9-10 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
other development within the City, could .
result in or require the expansion of facilities 4.9-10(A) None required.
in order to maintain acceptable service ratios | |5 (village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
and response times.
4.9-10(B) None required.
4.9-11 The Proposed Project could result in the LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
expansion of existing or construction of a .
new fire station in order to maintain 4.9-11(A) None required.
acceptable service ratios or response times. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-11(B) None required.
4.9-12 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
other development in the City of Lincoln, .
could result in or require the expansion of 4.9-12(A) None required.
existing or construction of new fire stations LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
to maintain adopted service ratios or
response times. 49-12(8) None required.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
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4.9-13 The Proposed Project would require school LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
facilities and includes a K-5 school with .
capacity for 900 students with the Village 7 4.9-13(A) None required.
Specific Plan, which would accommodate
project demand. Middle school and high
school demand would be met with schools
that would be operational before project LS (Vlllage 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
buildout. Project applicants would be i .
required to provide proportional funding for 4.9-13(B) None required.
middle and high school construction in
compliance with SB 50.
4.9-14 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
other development, would result in the need .
for additional schools, which could result in 4.9-14(A) None required.
the construction of new or physically altered LS (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
school facilities.
4.9-14(B) None required.
4.9-15 The Proposed Project would generate a LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
demand for park and recreation facilities, .
which could require the construction of new 4.9-15(A) None required.
?r t_e|>_(r_>ansi°n of existing recreational S (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
acilities. 4.9-15(B) The project applicant shall pay all applicable fair-share fees
to the City pursuant to the established Public Facilities
Element requiring 6 acres of parkland per 1,000 residents
for the provision of recreational facilities to meet demands
created by the Village 7 Programmatic Portion.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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4.9-16 The Proposed Project, in combination with LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
other development, could require the .
construction of new or expansion of existing 4.9-16(A) None required.
parks and recreational facilities. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-16(B) None required.
4.9-17 The Proposed Project would increase the S (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
demand on water supplies. Existing and . . . . .
planned water supplies would be sufficient to 4.9-17(A) Ptr)ltor. to recordation ct).fﬂa Flnatl I\gap, thetCTy oftrl;lncolqlls,gall
meet the demands of the Proposed Project in od ain nteceSfary en II etmen S ?r:nonsrtr_a |ngf thertla:)m e d
addition to the City of Lincoln’s existing and ?) e.qu?de \p/a f; SUFtJrE’ pr sleae e po |or(11 ot the _tLopose
planned future uses, but the existing roject detined on the Final Map, In accordance with
entitlements are not sufficient Government Code Section 66473.7(a)(1) — SB 221 Written
) Verification of Water Supply. (Lewis Property and Village 7
Programmatic Portion)
S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-17(B) Prior to recordation of a Final Map, the City of Lincoln shall
obtain necessary entitlements demonstrating there will be
adequate water supply to serve the portion of the Proposed
Project defined on the Final Map, in accordance with
Government Code Section 66473.7(a)(1) — SB 221 Written
Verification of Water Supply. (Lewis Property and Village 7
Programmatic Portion)
4.9-18 The Proposed Project’s demand for water LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
would increase the demand on treated water, 4.9-18(A)N ired
city-wide water storage and distribution -9-18(A) None required.
facilities. LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-18(B) None required.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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4.9-19 The Proposed Project, in combination with S (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
buildout of project’s in the City of Lincoln, e . .
would increasej the demand ox PCWA water 4.9-19(A) Im_plement M|t_|gat|on Measure 4}.:9-1|7|\(Aobtaln en:jltlgments
supplies. prior to Fentative-Map-approval Final Map recordation).
S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.9-19(B) Implement Mitigation Measure 4.9-17 (obtain entitlements
prior to Fentative Map-approval-Final Map recordation).
4.9-20 The Proposed Project, in combination with S (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU
buildout in the City of Lincoln, would .
contribute to increased demands on water 4.9-20(A) None feasible.
distribution infrastructure, the construction S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion SuU
or expansion of which could cause ]
significant environmental effects. 4.9-20(B) None feasible.
4.10 Visual Resources
4.10-1 Development of the Proposed Project could LS (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
alter views and scenic quality in the City of .
Lincoln. L y y 4.10-1(A) None required.
LS (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.10-1(B) None required.
4.10-2 Development of the Proposed Project would S (Lewis) Lewis Property LS
e glare and lighting in the project 4.10-2(A) Al light standards shall be shielded and directed such that
y. . : . .
adjacent properties are not illuminated.
S (Village 7 PP) Village 7 Programmatic Portion LS
4.10-2(B) All light standards shall be shielded and directed such that
adjacent properties are not illuminated.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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Level of Level of
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Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
4.10-3 Development of the Proposed Project, in SU (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU

combination with other cumulative .
development, would alter existing views and 4.10-3(A) None feasible.

the visual character of the City of Lincoln. SU (Village 7PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion Su
4.10-3(B)  None feasible.

4.10-4 Implementation of the Proposed Project SU (Lewis) Lewis Property SuU
:\:;lijtl)?] contribute to increased lighting in the 4.10-4(A)  None feasible.

SU (Village 7 PP) | Village 7 Programmatic Portion SuU
4.10-4(B) None feasible.
4.11 Climate Change

4.11-1 Development of the proposed project could SU (Lewis) Lewis Property and Village 7 Programmatic Portion SuU
potentially result in a cumulatively (Village 7 Programmatic Portion now separate)
considerable incremental contribution to the . I . . .
significant cumulative impact of global 4.11-1{A)a) Attre-time ot appl E.Et oR-for-desig Feviewiorap oject
climate change. of rore-than10-units oF a-co ! rercial sleus.sp nent s'l
over-50,000-sguare-feet-the-City-shall-require-the-project

Energy Conservation Plan for all commercial and
residential development shall be required prior to
recordation of the first small lot Final Map. The plan shall
describe the techniques and programs to be employed in
the development of the project to achieve energy
conservation (1) a minimum 15 percent energy efficiency
above that required by the 2008 Title 24 energy
efficiency regulations, or (2) compliance with the then-
current Title 24 energy efficiency regulations. These
programs shall include;-but-shall-net-belimited-to; either:

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
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(i) Participation in the PG&E Energy Star Performance

Method. This method is available to builders of
single-family and multi-family homes that are at least
15 percent more energy efficient than required by the
2005 2008 Title 24 Energy-Code energy efficiency
regulations and meet all US EPA specifications.
Participating builders become part of the California
Energy Star New Homes Program, and their homes
earn the Energy Star label. Incremental incentives
can also be earned by adding energy efficient
appliances and/or lighting to homes.

OR
(ii) Participation in the New Solar Homes Partnership

(NSHP) Performance Method. This method is
available to builders of single-family and multi-family
homes that are at least 15 percent more efficient than
required by the 2005 2008 Title 24 Energy-Code
energy efficiency regulations and meet all US EPA
specifications. A-second-tier-of participation-is

" . i ; Title.24

OR
(iii) Participation in the Build It Green Program, which

was created by Build It Green, a non-profit
organization whose mission is to promote health,
durable energy and resource efficient buildings
throughout California. Using the Green Point

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable
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b)

Checklist, a home can be considered green if it fulfills the

prerequisites and earns at least 50 points and meets the

minimum points per category: Energy (30 points); Indoor
Air Quality (5 points); Resources (6 points); and Water (9
points). Build It Green uses certified Green Point Raters

to measure success with the program and verification of

the measures employed to meet the requirements of the

checklist.

The project applicant shall be responsible for having
prepared, by an experienced and qualified firm, an
Energy Resource Conservation Guide that will provide
educational information on how homeowners can
increase energy efficiency and conservation in their new
homes. The information will be delivered to each original
homeowner as part of the move-in package. The
information packet shall be reviewed by, and be subject
to approval of, City of Lincoln staff. Fhe-Gity-and-the

- - b

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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c)

d)

Installation of Light Emitting Diode (LED) traffic signals
and LED street lights shall be required at the Lewis
Property and be constructed in accordance with City

improvement standards or as otherwise approved by the
Development Services Director. Fhe-projectapplicant
S lEaEI ;pay Fﬁe'l Ia' |t_|al sstal '.eﬁ.' tpe Light Es Itﬁtﬁ' g.E gd_e

The project applicant shall ensure that a tree planting
program at the Lewis Property, approved by the City of
Lincoln staff, provides the following:

Streets:

Residential collector
streets: 1 tree per 35 linear ft

Primary residential street: 1 tree per 35 linear ft
Major and minor paseos: 1 tree per 25 ft.

551 trees within the Lewis
Property boundaries

Ferrari Ranch Road:

Moore Road: 928 trees within the Lewis
Property boundaries
Central Blvd: 1,471 trees within the Lewis

Property boundaries

Residential Units:

LDR units: 1 front yard tree
Village Country Estate
(VCE) units: 2 front yard trees

LS = Less than Significant

SU = Significant and Unavoidable
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MDR units:

1 front yard tree. Some MDR

HDR units:

units may not have front
yards; however, where the
front of an MDR Iot is on a
paseo, trees will be spaced
25 ft on center along the
paseo. The exact number of
trees to be planted in MDR
developments will be
determined during the City’s
design review process by the
City and project applicant with
the goal of having one front
yard or back yard tree for each

residential unit.

Average of 40 trees per acre

Open Space Areas:
Mini parks

27 trees per acre

Community parks

27 trees per acre

Neighborhood parks

27 trees per acre

School & VMU:

VMU: 10 trees per acre

School: 15 trees per acre

Commercial: Sufficient trees to provide 50%

tree shading within 15 years in
commercial and retail parking
lots, consistent with General
Plan policy OSC-3.10.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
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e)

NOTE: The number of trees specified above is an
approximate number and will be subject to adjustment
for physical constraints resulting from the actual location
of physical improvements (both above ground and
underground) and public safety considerations, such as
the need to preserve vehicle operator sight distances at
all roadway intersections.

Pursuant to the City’s new 2050 General Plan, and
specifically under the Energy Resources section, Goal
OSC-3, “Encourage energy conservation in new and
existing developments throughout the City,” to address
Policy OSC 3.9, “Shade Tree Planting,” the project
applicant shall be responsible for having prepared, by an
experienced and qualified firm, or by an organization
such as the Sacramento Tree Foundation, a tree
information planting and care guide. The planting and
care guide will be delivered to each original homeowner
as a part of the move in package. The planting and care
guide shall be reviewed by, and be subject to the
approval of, City of Lincoln staff. Fhe-applicant-shall

de. veiop a tlee.p. anting-packet-fordist |Ia.uts Hi-the
vilage Speellle i an to-nelp utu. o-residents
understand the ||.ep.t||e ’S o P tanti g.t eses tnat epa '

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable
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2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1

REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation

f)

g)

h)

The City shall require that energy efficient lighting
fixtures, including fluorescent light be used-in installed as
part of the original construction of residential and
commercial structures within the plan area.

The City shall require light-colored roofing materials with
a solar reflective value and thermal emittance value of
0.25 or better on all residential and commercial buildings.
IIep.Ejestelsslse il S “orban-h atg

. P offoet

Pursuant to the City’'s new 2050 General Plan, and
specifically under the Energy Resources section, Goal
OSC-3, “Encourage energy conservation in new and
existing developments throughout the City,” the City shall
be responsible pursuant to Policy OSC 3.14, “Early
Planning for Energy Efficiency,” for developing a
program whereby energy planners and energy efficiency
specialists will be included in pre-application discussions
with a developer or builder to help identify the potential
for inclusion of solar orientation and other energy
efficient systems into the land plan and building

practices. The-Cityshall-ensurerecommendations-from
I i ilists int

Implement all mitigation measures identified in Section
4.4, Air Quality.

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1

REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation

SU (Village 7 PP)

Implement Mitigation Measure 4.7-4 (Urban Stormwater
Pollutants) in Section 4.7, Hydrology and Water Quality.

New commercial buildings (except schools) shall be 15

percent more enerqy efficient than the 2008 Title 24
building standards based on annual energy usage.

The roadway system shall be designed to accommodate

the usage of neighborhood electric vehicles (NEVs).

m) Provide bus turnouts and transit shelters on roadways

n)

that are to be served by bus transit in the future in
accordance with City improvement standards and as
otherwise directed by City’s Development Services
Director.

Water used during construction shall be reclaimed water.

Village 7 Programmatic Portion

4.11-1(B) a) At—the—ﬂm&ef—appheahen—fepde&gn—mwew—iepa—pmjeet

of-more-than-10-units-or-a-commercial development of
50.000 oot o ! ot .

i i i - An
Energy Conservation Plan for all residential development
shall be required prior to recordation of the first small lot
Final Map. The plan shall describe the techniques and
programs to be employed in the development of the
project to achieve energy-conservation_(1) a minimum 15
percent energy efficiency above that required by the
2008 Title 24 energy efficiency regulations, or (2)
compliance with the then-current Title 24 energy
efficiency regulations. These programs shall include, but
shall not be limited to, either:

SuU

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

(i) Participation in the PG&E Energy Star Performance

Method. This method is available to builders of
single-family homes that are at least 15 percent more
energy efficient than required by the 2005 2008 Title
24 Energy-Code energy efficiency regulations and
meet all US EPA specifications. Participating
builders become part of the California Energy Star
New Homes Program, and their homes earn the
Energy Star label. Incremental incentives can also
be earned by adding energy efficient appliances
and/or lighting to homes.

OR
(ii) Participation in the New Solar Homes Partnership

(NSHP) Performance Method. This method is
available to builders of single-family homes that are
at least 15 percent more efficient than required by the
2005 2008 Title 24 Energy-Code energy efficiency
regulations and meet all US EPA specifications. A

second-tier-of participation-is-available to-single-

OR
(iii) Participation in the Build It Green Program, which

was created by Build It Green, a non-profit
organization whose mission is to promote health,
durable energy and resource efficient buildings
throughout California. Using the Green Point
Checklist, a home can be considered green if it fulfills

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

the prerequisites and earns at least 50 points and
meets the minimum points per category: Energy

(30 points); Indoor Air Quality (5 points); Resources
(6 points); and Water (9 points). Build It Green uses
certified Green Point Raters to measure success with
the program and verification of the measures
employed to meet the requirements of the checklist.

b) The Gity-and-the-project applicant shall be responsible
for having prepared, by an experienced and qualified
firm, werk-together-to-publish-and-distribute-an Energy
Resource Conservation Guide that will provide
educational information on how homeowners can
increase energy efficiency and conservation in their new
homes. The information will be delivered to each
original homeowner as part of the move-in package.
The information packet shall be reviewed by, and be
subject to approval of, City of Lincoln staff. deseribing

measures-individuals-can-taketo-increase-energy

c) Installation of Light Emitting Diode (LED) traffic signals
and LED street lights shall be required at the Village 7
Programmatic Portion and be constructed in accordance
with City improvement standards or as otherwise
approved by the Development Services Director. TFhe
F .QHEGEE app |eaE|t' shal pEag of ﬁar ' I'I lta . stallse 't.Fe.

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

d)

The project applicants for projects within the Village 7

Programmatic Portion of the Specific Plan shall ensure

that a tree planting program, approved by the City of

Lincoln staff, provides the following:

Streets:

Residential collector

streets:

1 tree per 35 linear ft

Primary residential street:

1 tree per 35 linear ft

Major and minor paseos:

1 tree per 25 ft

Residential Units:
LDR units:

1 front yard tree

MDR units:

1 front yard tree. Some MDR

Open Space Areas:
Mini parks

units may not have front
yards; however, where the
front of an MDR Iot is on a
paseo, trees will be spaced
25 ft on center along the
paseo. The exact number of
trees to be planted in MDR
developments will be
determined during the City’s
design review process by the
City and project applicant(s)
with the goal of having one
front yard or back yard tree for
each residential unit.

27 trees per acre

Community parks

27 trees per acre

Neighborhood parks

27 trees per acre

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation

NOTE: The number of trees specified above is an
approximate number and will be subject to adjustment
for physical constraints resulting from the actual location
of physical improvements (both above ground and
underground) and public safety considerations, such as
the need to preserve vehicle operator sight distances at
all roadway intersections.

e) Pursuant to the City’'s new 2050 General Plan, and
specifically under the Energy Resources section, Goal
OSC-3, “Encourage energy conservation in new and
existing developments throughout the City,” to address
Policy OSC 3.9, “Shade Tree Planting,” the project
applicant shall be responsible for having prepared, by an
experienced and qualified firm, or by an organization
such as the Sacramento Tree Foundation, a tree
information planting and care guide. The planting and
care guide will be delivered to each original homeowner
as a part of the move in package. The planting and care
guide shall be reviewed by, and be subject to the
approval of, City of Lincoln staff. The-applicant-shall
de. veiopa tlee_p_ anting-packet-fordist |Ia.uts Hr-the
viiage Speellle I an to-help utu. e-residents
understand the ||.ep.t||e ’S o P tanti g.t eEes tnat eFa '

pelley I IS 3.2 0
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2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1

REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation

The City shall require that energy efficient lighting
fixtures, including fluorescent lights, be used-in installed
as part of the original construction of residential and
commereial structures within the plan area.

The City shall require light-colored roofing materials with
a solar reflective value and thermal emittance value of
0.25 or better on all residential buildings. Fhe-project

applicant-shall-include-light-colored-roofing-materials-and
I . | . island” offect.

Pursuant to the City’s new 2050 General Plan, and
specifically under the Energy Resources section, Goal
OSC-3, “Encourage energy conservation in new and
existing developments throughout the City,” the City
shall be responsible pursuant to Policy OSC 3.14, “Early
Planning for Energy Efficiency,” for developing a
program whereby energy planners and energy efficiency
specialists will be included in pre-application discussions
with a developer or builder to help identify the potential
for inclusion of solar orientation and other energy
efficient systems into the land plan and building

practices. The-Cityshall-ensurerecommendations-from
I i lists in

LS = Less than Significant

SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable

PS = Potentially Significant
NI = No Impact
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2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1
REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)
Level of Level of
Significance Prior Significance After
Impact to Mitigation Mitigation Measure(s) Mitigation
i) Implement all mitigation measures identified in Section
4.4, Air Quality.

j)  Implement Mitigation Measure 4.7-4 (Urban Stormwater
Pollutants) in Section 4.7, Hydrology and Water Quality.

k) The roadway system shall be designed to accommodate
the usage of neighborhood electric vehicles (NEVSs).

1) Provide bus turnouts and transit shelters on roadways
that are to be served by bus transit in the future in
accordance with City improvement standards and as
otherwise directed by City’s Development Services
Director.

m) Water used during construction shall be reclaimed
water.

4.11-2 The potential cumulative environmental LS 4.11-2  None required LS
effects of global climate change on water
supply, including the Proposed Project’s
incremental contribution to GHG emissions
that affect climate change, would not have a
substantial adverse effect on the Proposed
Project.

Initial Study Mitigation Measures
Building height in air safety zone PS Hazards and Hazardous Materials Mitigation Measure 1 LS

The project developer shall request an airspace review for any
building over 150 feet tall.

LS = Less than Significant S = Significant STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable STS = Short-term Significant PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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TABLE 2-1

REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation

Historical/archaeological resources

PS

Cultural Resources Mitigation Measure 2

The project proponent shall provide proof to the City that no structures
on-site are over 50 years old. If structures on-site are discovered to
be 50 years old or older, or the age cannot be determined, a qualified
professional shall be hired by the project proponent to evaluate the
structures for historical significance and provide mitigation measures,
if needed. Compliance with mitigation measures shall be
demonstrated to the City prior to construction activities. All reports
shall be filed with the appropriate CHRIS Information Center.

LS

PS

Cultural Resources Mitigation Measure 3

a) Inthe event any historic surface or subsurface archaeological
features or deposits, including locally darkened soil (“midden”),
that could conceal cultural deposits, animal bone, shell, obsidian,
mortars, or human remains, are uncovered during construction,
work within 100 feet of the find shall cease and a qualified
archaeologist shall be contacted to determine if the resource is
significant. If the find is determined to be of significance,
resources (such as grinding stones and mano fragments) shall
be donated to an appropriate cultural center.

b) When Native American archaeological, ethnographic, or spiritual
resources are involved, all identification and treatment shall be
conducted by qualified archaeologists who are either certified by
the Society of Professional Archaeologists (SOPA) or meet the
federal standards as stated in the Code of Federal Regulations
(36 C.F.R. 61), and Native American representatives who are
approved by the local Native American community as scholars of
their cultural traditions.

LS

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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2. Text Changes to the Draft EIR — Revised Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

TABLE 2-1

REVISED SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION MEASURES (DRAFT EIR TABLE 3-1)

Impact

Level of
Significance Prior
to Mitigation

Mitigation Measure(s)

Level of
Significance After
Mitigation

c) Inthe event that no such Native American is available, persons
who represent tribal governments and/or organizations in the
locale in which resources could be affected shall be consulted.
When historic archaeological sites or historic architectural
features are involved, all identification and treatment is to be

These individuals shall meet either SOPA or 36 C.F.R. 61
requirements.

d) If human bone or bone of unknown origin is found during
construction, all work shall stop in the vicinity of the find and the
County Coroner shall be contacted immediately. If the remains
are determined to be Native American, the Coroner shall notify
the Native American Heritage Commission who shall notify the
person it believes to be the most likely descendent. The most
likely descendent shall work with the contractor to develop a
program for reinterment of the human remains and any
associated artifacts. No additional work is to take place within
the immediate vicinity of the find until the identified appropriate
actions have been carried out.

carried out by historical archaeologists or architectural historians.

PS

Cultural Resources Mitigation Measure 4

Should any evidence of paleontological resources (e.g., fossils) be
encountered during grading or excavation either onsite or offsite as a
result of a project improvement, work shall be suspended within 100
feet of the find, and the City of Lincoln shall be immediately notified.
At that time, the City shall coordinate any necessary investigation of
the site with a qualified paleontologist as needed to assess the
resource and provide proper management recommendations.
Possible management recommendations for important resources
could include resource avoidance or data recovery excavations. The
contractor shall implement any measures deemed necessary by the

City for the protection of the paleontological resources.

LS

LS = Less than Significant
SU = Significant and Unavoidable

S = Significant
STS = Short-term Significant

STSU = Short-term Significant and Unavoidable PS = Potentially Significant
PSU = Potentially Significant and Unavoidable NI = No Impact
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3.0 LIST OF AGENCIES/PERSONS COMMENTING

FEDERAL

There were no comments received from federal agencies by the close of the comment review period
(July 27, 2009).

STATE

1. Terry Roberts, State Clearinghouse, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
(July 28, 2009)

2. Sandy Hesnard, California Department of transportation, Division of Aeronautics
(July 13, 2009)

3. Tim Miles, California Department of Toxic Substances Control (July 17, 2009)
4. Katy Sanchez, Native American Heritage Commission (June 22, 2009)

5. Terry Roberts, State Clearinghouse, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research
(August 3, 2009)

6. Dan Otis, California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection
(July 31, 2009)

7. William A. Davis, California Department of Transportation, District 3, Office of Transportation
Planning — East (July 27, 2009)

COUNTY/REGIONAL AGENCIES

8. Michael J. Johnson, County of Placer Community Development/Resource Agency
(July 27, 2009)

9. Angel Rinker, Placer County Air Pollution Control District (July 27, 2009)

10. Brian C. Martin, Placer County Water Agency (June 27, 2009)

11. Cathy Allen, Western Placer Unified School District (July 24, 2009)

12. Chris Hanson, Western Placer Waste Management Authority (July 27, 2009)

13. Greg Baker, United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria (July 15, 2009)
ORGANIZATIONS

14. Marilyn Jasper, Sierra Club — Placer Group (July 27, 2009)

15. Richard Daino, Lincoln Crossing Homeowners Association and Board of Directors
July 27, 2009)
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3.0 List of Agencies/Persons Commenting

INDIVIDUALS
16. Ray and Darla Campbell, Lincoln (July 27, 2009)
17. Paul Denzler et al., Lincoln (July 22, 2009)
18. John Fett, Lincoln (July 26, 2009)
19. Arnold Victor, Lincoln (July 24, 2009)

20. John Williams, Lincoln (July 22, 2009)
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT
ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER CYNTHIA BRYANT
GOVERNOR DIRECTOR

July 28, 2009

Rod Campbell Y OF LINCOLN
City of Lincoln COYDEY DERT
600 Sixth Sireset

Lincoln, CA 95648

Subject: Village 7 Specific Pian Project
SCH#: 2005062001

Dear Rod Campbeil:

The State Clearinghouse submitted the above named Draft EIR to selected state agencies for review. On
the enclosed Document Details Report please note that the Clearinghouse has listed the state agencies that T
reviewed your document. The review period closed on July 27, 2009, and the cormments from the
responding agency (ies) is (are) enclosed, If this comment package is not in order, please notify the State
Clearinghouse immediately. Please refer to the project’s ten-digit State Clearinghouse number in future
- correspondence so that we may respond promptly.

Please note that Section 21104(c) of the California Public Resources Code states that:

“A responsibie or other public agency shall only make substantive comments regarding those
activities involved in a project which are within an area of expertise of the agency or which are 1-1
required to be carried out or approved by the agency. Those comments shall be supported by
specific documentation.”

These comments are forwarded for use in preparing your final environmental document. Should you need
more information or clarification of the enclosed comments, we recommend that you contact the
commenting agency directly,

This letter acknowledges that vou have complied with the State Clearinghouse review requirentents for
draft environmental documents, pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act. Please contact the L

State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have any questions regarding the environmental review
process,

Sincerely,

Terry Roberts /
Director, State Clearinghouse

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 10th Street  P.0.Box 3044  Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018 www.opr.ca.gov
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Document Details Report Letter 1

State Clearinghouse Data Base

SCH# 2005062001
Project Title  Village 7 Specific Plan Project
Lead Agency Lincoln, City of
Type EIR Draft EIR
Description NOTE: Review Per Lead
The proposad project is the construction and occupancy of a 703 acre planned "Village" community
with 3,285 units consisting of a mix of low-, medium- and high-density residential dwellings. The project
would alse include neighborhood serving commercial/retail, community center, extensive cpen space
and parks, and an elementary school. The propesed circulation system would inciude interior roads,
and bicycle path and trait systerns. Main access to the site would be from a western extension of
Ferrari Ranch Road through the site and connecting to Moore Road on the west. Water and sewer
services would be provided by the City of Lincoln via extensions from existing infrastructure.
Lead Agency Contact
Name Rod Campbell
Agency Cily of Lincaln
Phone {9186) 545-3320 Fax
email
Address 800 Sixth Street
City Lincoln State CA  Zip 95648
Project Location
County Placer
City Lincoln
Region
Lat/Long 38°51"45"N/121°19'30"W
Cross Streets  Ferrari Ranch Rd/Moore Road
Parcel No. multipie
Township 12N Range 6E Section 20,28, Base MDB&M
Proximity to:
Highways SR E5
Airports  Lincoln Regional
Railways UPRR
Waterways Auburn Ravine, Ingram Slough, Orchard Creek
Schools
Land Use LU:undeveloped, residences, grazing

Zoning: Farm Building Site 80 acre
GP: Agricuiural, 80 acre minimum, Village 7

Project Issues

Agsthetic/Visual; Agricultural Land; Air Quality; Biological Rescurces; Cumulative Effects;
DrainagefAbsorption; Flood Plain/Ficoding; Growth Inducing; L.anduse; Noise; Population/Housing
Balance: Public Services; Recreation/Parks; Schools/Universities; Sewer Capacily; Soiid Waste;
Toxie/Hazardous; Traffic/Circulation; Vegetation; Water Quality; Water Supply; Wildlife;
Wetland/Riparian

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Department of Conservation; Department of Fish and Game, Region 2; Cffice of
Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and Recreation; Ceniral Valley Flood Fretection Board;
Department of Water Resources; Caltrans, Division of Aeronautics; Caltrans, District 2; Caltrans,
Division of Transportation Planning; Department of Health Services; Regional Water Quality Control
Bd., Region 5 (Sacramento); Department of Toxic Substances Control; Native American Heritage
Commission

Note: Blanks in data fields result frem insufficient infermation provided by lead agency.



Document Details Report Letter 1
State Clearinghouse Data Base

Date Received (6/10/2009 Start of Review 06/10/2009 End of Review 07/27/2008

Note: Blanks in data fietds result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.






4.0 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

COMMENT LETTER 1: TERRY ROBERTS, GOVERNOR'’S OFFICE OF PLANNING AND
RESEARCH, STATE CLEARINGHOUSE, JULY 28, 2009

Response to Comment 1-1

The State Clearinghouse (SCH) stated that the City of Lincoln has complied with the review
requirements for draft environmental documents pursuant to CEQA. The SCH received comments
from three state agencies prior to the close of the review period that ended July 27, 2009: California
Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Division of Aeronautics, California Department of Toxic
Substances Control (DTSC), and the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC).

A response to the Caltrans Division of Aeronautics letter is provided in Response to Comment 2-1.

A response to the DTSC letter is provided in Response to Comment 3-1.

A response to the NAHC letter is provided in Response to Comment 4-1.

Village 7 Specific Plan Project 4-3 Final Environmental Impact Report
April 2010






ATE.OF CALIFQRNIA——RT] PORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY ARNQLT SCHWARZENEGGE) SR
514 : ' Fetiar 2

. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF AERONAUTICS ~ M.5.#40

1120 N STREET

P. 0. BOX 942874

SACRAMENTO, CA $4274-0001

PHONE (316) 654-4959

FAX (916) 653-9531

Flex your power!
8e anergy efficicnt!

TTY 711 B
July 13, 2009 ‘ RE@EWED (e
o 727 e
JUL 27 2009 - o7
Rod Campbell C
oy o Lincoln LEARING HOUSE
600 Sixth Street STATEC

Lincoln, CA 95648
Dear Mr. Campbell:
City of Lincoln’s Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Village 7 Specific Plan Project; SCH# 2005062001

The California Department of Trangportation (Caltrans), Division of Aeronautics (Division), reviewed the above-
referenced document with respect to airport-related noise and safety impacts and regional aviation land use
planning igsues pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Division bas technical
expertise in the areas of airport operations safety, noise, and airport land use compatihility. We are a funding
agency for airport projects and we have permit authority for public-use and special-use airports and helipors.

The proposal is for a 703-acre planned viliage community that will include 3,285 residential units.

The project site is located approximately two miles southeast of the Lincoln Regional Airport. Due to its
proximity to the zirport, the project site may be subject to aircraft overflights and subsequent aircraft-related
noise and safety impacts.

In the Draft Environmental fmpact Report, Mitigation Measure 4.1-2(A) c) states “Notify home buyers within
C1 Zone regarding noisc and safety issues as required by the ALUCP.” Additionally, in accordance with 2-1
Business and Professions Code Section 11010 and Civil Code Sections 1102.6, 1103.4, and 1353, available on-
line at http://www lcginfo.ca.gov/calaw . html, any person who intends to offer subdivided lands, common interest
developments and residential properties for sale or lease within an airport influence area is required to disclose
that fact to the person buying the property. Therefore, disclosure should also apply to residential development
within the airport’s “D Zone™ as shown. in Figures 4.1-1 and 4.1-3. [ |

These comments reflect the areas of concern to the Division of Aeronautics with respect to airport-related noise,
safety, and regional land use planning issues. We advise you to contact our District 3 office conceming surface
transportation issucs.

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this proposal. If you have any questions, please call me
at (916) 654-5314 or by email at sandy.hesnard@dot.ca.gov.

Sincerely,
Original Signed by

SANDY HESNARD
Aviation Environmental Specialigt

e:  State Clearinghouse, Placer County ALUC, Lincoln Regional Airport

“Caltrans improves mobilily across California”
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4.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER 2: SANDY HESNARD, CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION, DIVISION OF AERONAUTICS, JuLY 13, 2009

Response to Comment 2-1

Figure 4.1-3 in Section 4.1, Land Use, in the Draft EIR illustrates the location of the “C1” and “D”
airport land use compatibility zones at the project site. Page 4.1-10 in the Draft EIR explains that
Zone C1 requires that noise and safety issues associated with overflights be disclosed to
homebuyers of parcels within the zone. Impact 4.1-2 on page 4.1-22 in the Draft EIR evaluates land
use compatibility impacts related to the zones and identifies mitigation (Mitigation Measure 4.1-
2(A)(c)) to address potential noise and safety issues associated with aircraft overflights.

The comment noted that California law requires the disclosure of whether property being offered for
sale or lease is within an airport influence area to potential buyers or renters. The City of Lincoln
concurs that such a disclosure should be made for all residential properties in the’C1” Zone and in
the “D” Zone shown on Figure 4.1-3 in the Draft EIR. The developer of the Lewis Property in the
Village 7 project area has agreed that it will make and record a disclosure concerning all residential
properties within either the “C1” Zone or “D” Zone.

Mitigation Measures 4.1-2(A) and (B) have been revised, as follows, to incorporate the required
disclosure notice for both C1 and D zones:

4.1-2(A)c) Record disclosures concerning all residential properties Netify-home-buyers within the
C1 Zone and D Zone regarding noise and safety issues as required by Placer County
ALUCP and California Business and Professions Code section 11010 and California Civil
Code sections 1102.6, 1103.4, and 1353.

4.1-2(B)c) Record disclosures concerning all residential properties Netify-heme-buyers within the
C1 Zone and D Zone regarding noise and safety issues as required by Placer County
ALUCP and California Business and Professions Code section 11010 and California Civil
Code sections 1102.6, 1103.4, and 1353.
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N Letter 3

Department of Toxic Substances Control

Maziar Movassaghi
Acting Director
Linda S. Adams 8800 Cal Center Drive Arncld Schwarzenegger

_ Secrefaryfor Sacramento, California 95826-3200 Governor
Environmental Protection

SR

July 16, 2009

H

RECEIVED |ca._

! JUL 21 2009

Mr. Rod Campbell ]
City of Lincoln STATE CLEARING HOUSE
600 Sixth Street -

Lincoln, California 95648

DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT FOR THE VILLAGE 7 SPECIFIC PLAN
PROJECT (SCH # 2005062001)

- Dear Mr. Campbell:

The Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) has reviewed the document
described above that proposes converting agricuitural property to residential and
building residential housing on the land. The report also discusses the findings of the
Phase | Environmental Site Assessment which discusses the possibility of residual
pesticide contamination. The report appears to conclude that because no visual
evidence of contamination was present during the site visit and because the properties
were not listed in government databases, that no further evaluation is necessary unless
visual contamination is discovered during construction. Based upon experience with
agricultural sites, DTSC has determined that Phase | Environmental Site Assessments
and visual inspections are often not adequate, by themselves, to determine whether
residual pesticides pose a risk to workers or future residents. DTSC recommends that
additional research be conducted to determine whether pesticides were used on the
proposed development site. The site shouid be evaluated to determine if and where
storage, mixing, rinsing and disposal of pesticides may have occurred and whether
contamination exists.

3-1

in addition, although DTSC does not regulate pesticides legally applied to crops or
livestock, if pesticides have hisiorically been used on the property, we strongly
recommend that these areas be tested for environmentally persistent pesticides such
as organic pesticides and metals prior to development. The resulis of any testing
shouid be evaluated to determine if concentrations present in soils will be protective of
residents and workers. "

@ Printed on Recycled Paper
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Letter 3

Mr. Rod Campbeil
July 16, 2009
Page 2

If you have any questions, please contact me by email at imiles@disc.ca.qov or by
telephone at (916) 255-3710.

Sincerely,

i A A U
VR AN NS Sy

Tim Miles
Hazardous Substances Scientist
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program

cc:  State Clearinghouse
Office of Planning and Research
1400 10th Sireet, Room 121
Sacramento, California 85814-0613

Mr. West Bourgault, P.G. (by Email)

Placer County Environmental Health
3091 County Center Drive, Suite 180
Auburn, CA 95603-2614

Ms. Nancy Ritter (by Email)

Planning & Environmenta! Analysis Section (PEAS)
CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control

1001 1 Street

P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806



4.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER 3: TiMm MILES, CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TOXIC SUBSTANCES
CONTROL, JULY 16, 2009

Response to Comment 3-1

A Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) was prepared for the site in 2001, which is
referenced in the Draft EIR, and the results of which are summarized on pages 4.6-2 through 4.6-4.
The Phase 1 ESA report preparers concluded there was no evidence of potential environmental
conditions that would indicate the need for any subsequent analysis. As stated on page 4.6-3 in the
Draft EIR, the site has been used for cultivation of grain crops and grazing since as early as 1910.

However, in response to the comment, a supplemental review of additional aerial photographs from
1952 to 2002 was completed. The photographs show no indication of irrigated row crops or
orchards on the project site. As such, pesticide/herbicide applications typically associated with
vegetable and fruit/nut crops are not expected to have occurred on the property. No outbuildings or
structures suspected of being mixing areas for pesticides or herbicides were present. An individual
with site knowledge who was interviewed during preparation of the Phase 1 ESA was contacted, and
he reconfirmed the site had only been used for pastureland and field crops and that he was unaware
of any pesticide use.! Therefore, additional testing does not appear warranted at this time.

The Draft EIR (Impact 4.6-2 on page 4.6-15) does identify the potential for previously unknown
conditions involving soil contamination to be encountered during construction, and Mitigation
Measure 4.6-2 was recommended to mitigate that impact. Implementation of that mitigation
measure would require evidence of contamination to be investigated, which would include soil
testing if it were determined appropriate by the environmental professional examining the discovery.

1 GeoTrans, “Response to EIR Comments Pertaining to 2001 Phase 1 EA,” letter from Tim Costello to Phil
Rodriguez, Lewis Planned Communities, September 10, 2009.
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Letter 4

STATE OF CALIEQRBENIA Arnoid Schwarzeneager, Govemor

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROCM 364

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814

(916) 653-4082

{916) 857-5390 - Fax

June 22, 2009

Rod Campbeil
City of Lincaln
600 Sixth Street
Lincoin, CA 95648

RE: SCH# 2005062001 Viliage 7 Specific Plan Project: Placer County.

Dear Mr. Campbell:

The Native American Heritage Commission has reviewed the Notice of Completion (NOCT) regarding the above
referenced project. The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) staies that any project that causes a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an historical resource, which includes archeological resources, is a significant effect requiring the
preparation of an EIR {CEQA guidelines 15064(b)). To adequately comply with this provision and mitigaie project-reiated
impacts on archaeologicai resources, the Commission recommends the following actions be required:

v Contact the appropriate Information Center for a record search to determine:

= [fapart or all of the area of project effect (APE) has been previously surveyed for cultural resources.

= [ any known cultural resources have already been recorded on or adiacent to the APE.

=  [i the probability is low, moderate, or high that cultural resources are located in the APE.

= | a survey is required to determine whether previously unrecorded cultural resourges are present.

¥ i an archaeological inventory survey is required, the final stage is the preparation of & professional report detailing the
findings and recommendations of the records search and field survey.

*=  The final report containing site forms, site significance, and mitigation measurers should be submitted immediately
to the planning depariment. All information regarding site locations, Native American human remains, and
associated funerary objects should be in a separate confidential addendum, and not be made available for public
disclosure.

*  The final written report should be submitted within 3 months after work has been compleied o the appropriate
regional archaeological Information Center.

¥ Contact the Native American Heritage Commission for:

r A Sacred Lands File Check. Sacred Lands File check completed. no siies indicated

=  Alist of appropriate Native American Contacts for consulfation concerning the project site and to assist in the
mitigation measures. Native American Contacts List attached

v Lack of surface evidence of archeological resources does not preclude their subsurface existence.

» lead agencies should include in their mitigation plan provisions for the identification and evaluation of accidentally
discoverad archeological resources, per California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) §15064.5(). in areas of
identified archaeologica! sensitivity, a certified archaeologist and a culturally affiliated Native American, with
knowiledge in cultural resources, should monitor all ground-disturbing activities.

*  |ead agencies should include in their mitigation pian provisions for the disposition of recovered artifacts, in
consultation with culturally affiliated Native Americans.

* | ead agencies should include provisions for discovery of Native American human remains in their mitigation plan.
Health and Safety Code §7050.5, CEQA §15064.5(g), and Public Resources Code §5097.88 mandates the
process to be followed in the event of an accidental discovery of any human remains in a location other than a
dedicated cemetery. |

Sincerely,

Vahy Mgty -

Kaiy Sanchez

Program Analyst

(916) 653-4040
GC: State Clearinghouse

4-1
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Native American Contact
Placer County
June 22, 2009

Rose Enos

15310 Bancroft Road Maidu
Auburn » CA 95603 Washoe
(530) 878-2378

United Auburn indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria
Jessica Tavares, Chairperson

10720 Indian Hill Road Maidu
Auburn , CA 95603 Miwok
530-883-2390

530-883-2380 - Fax

Todd Valley Miwok-Maidu Cultural Foundation
Christopher Suehead, Cuitural Representative
PO Box 1490 Miwok
Foresthill » CA 95631 Maidu
tvmmcf@foothill.net

United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn
Tribal Preservation Committee

10720 Indian Hifl Road Maidu
Auburn » CA 95603 Miwok
530-883-2390

530-883-2380 - Fax

This list Is current only as of the date of this document.

Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibliity as defined in Section 7050.5 of the Health and
Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code and Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.

This list Is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources for the proposed
SCH#2005062001 Village 7 Specific Plan Project; Placer County.



4.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER 4: KATY SANCHEZ, NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION,
JUNE 22, 2009

Response to Comment 4-1

Potential impacts on archaeological resources were evaluated in the Initial Study environmental
checklist for the Draft EIR. The Initial Study checklist is included in Appendix A in the Draft EIR.
The evaluation is presented in Item 15 on pages 46 through 49 in the environmental checklist, and
was based on a cultural resources assessment, which included a records search at the North
Central Information Center. Consultation requests were also sent to the Native American contacts
listed in the comment letter, and this consultation is also noted in the report.2 The comment letter
indicates no Sacred Lands sites. The assessment concluded there are no known archaeological
resources that would be adversely affected by the Proposed Project, and no additional investigation
was required. However, because there is the potential for previously unidentified resources to be
discovered during construction, the Initial Study identified Mitigation Measure 3 pertaining to cultural
resources to ensure such resources are protected, if found, consistent with the commenter’s
request. The mitigation measure requires inspection by qualified personnel, consultation with Native
American representatives (if appropriate), provisions for discovery of remains, and disposition of
recovered artifacts. The requirement for notification will be included on construction drawings and
contracts involving site disturbance.

2 ECORP Consulting, Inc. Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Nader Property, Placer County,
California, November 2006.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT

Lo, S
Kyr iy

ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER CYNTHIA BRYANT
GOVERNOR IRECTOR

August 3, 2005

Rod Campbell AUG 88 onpo
City of Lincoln A A
600 Sixth Street _

A 05 SIVOFLINGOLN

Lincoln, CA 95648

IRV DRV DERT

Subject: Village 7 Specific Plan Project
SCH#: 2005062001

Dear Rod Campbell:

The enclosed comment (s) on your Draft EIR was (were) received by the State Clearinghouse after the end n

of the state review period, which closed on July 27, 2009. We are forwarding these comments to you
becanse they provide information or raise issues that should be addressed in your final environmental

decument,

The California Environmental Quality Act does not require Lead Agencies to respond to late comments.
However, we encourage you to incorporate these additional conmments into your final environmental

document and to consider them prior to taking final action on the proposed project.
Please contact the State Clearinghouse at (916) 445-0613 if you have dny questions concerning the

environmental review process. If you have a question regarding the above-named project, please refer to
the ten-digit State Clearinghouse number (2005062001) when contacting tlis office. n

=
4 M
5@&%
Temry Rober

Senior Plamner, State Clearinghouse

Sincerely,

Enclosures
cc: Resources Agency

1400 10th Street  P.0.Pox 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018  www.opr.ca.gov
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4.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER 5: TERRY ROBERTS, GOVERNOR'’S OFFICE OF PLANNING AND
RESEARCH, STATE CLEARINGHOUSE, AUGUST 3, 2009

Response to Comment 5-1

The SCH received comments from one state agency after the close of the review period that ended
July 27, 2009: California Department of Conservation.

As stated in the comment letter, CEQA does not require the Lead Agency to respond to comments
received after the close of the review period. However, this Final EIR includes responses to the
California Department of Conservation, which are presented in Responses to Comments 6-1 through
6-3.
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Jul=31-2008 1522 From=DIVISION GF LAKD RESOURCE PROTECTION 18163273430 T-745  P.0O1/004 E-T80
Letter 6

NATURAL RESOURCES AGENCY : . ARNOLD SCHWARZEN EGGER, GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION

DIVISION OF LAND RESOURCE PROTECTION

_am K STREET = MEIED a -SACRAMENTO, CAUFORNIA o4
PHONE 716/ 3240850 » FAX 916/ 8273430 » 10D 916/ A24-2655 » WEBSITE conservatfon.ca.gav

JUIy a1, 2009 .;'-—-——rr———i[ED K
| .. /... | RECEN

VIA FACSIMILE (8 16) 645-3552 705 JUL 81 2009

Mr. Rod Campbell, Community Development Director / ,4(4 :

City of Lincaln Corr munity Development Department g : @ HOUSE

600 Sixth Street - @ | STATE CLEARING

Lincain, CA 85648

Dear Mr. Campbell

.

Subject Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for City-of Lincoln, Viltage 7 S_peciﬂc

Plan Projzct - SCH# 2005062001, Placer Cotinty

Thank you for requesting comment from the Deparment of Conservation (Department) on the
above-referenced [iraft Specific Plan. The Department’s Division of Land Resource Protection
(Division) has revie ved the DEIR for the referenced project. The Division monitors farmiand
conversion on a stsiewide basis and administers-the California Land Conservation (Williamson)
Act 2nd ather agrie sltural land conservation programs. We offer the following comments and
recommendations with respect to the proposed Specific Plan's potential impacts on agricultural
land and resources. .- L . . - . s

Eroject Deseription

The project involve s preparation.of 2.Specific Plan for the development of & 703 gross acre
site with, up to 125,200 square feet of additional commercial space. The project site also °
includes a 26.5-aci portion of parcel number-021-350-007, which is restricted by a kand
Conzervation (Williamson) Act contract. The project as propased will also convert 185.64
acres of Prime Farmland, and 319.69 acres of Farmiand of Local Importance @ non-
agricuitural uses , .

L S ' 6-1
Projact Location - :

The project is locatad in an unincorporated area of Placer County, southwest of the City of

Lincaln, within the City’s Sphere of Influence. Thearea to the east of the project site is single-
family residential ¢ eveloped land. The area o the north and west of the proposed project site
includes agriculturat lands designated as Prime Farmiand, Farmland of Statewide Importance,
Fanniand of Local importance and lands restricted by Williamson Act contract. L n

Wiliamson Act Lz;7ds

The Department 1ecommends that the following information be includad in the 6-2
environmental review document regarding Williamson Act land impacted by the project.

The Department of Conservaf,on's mission is o balance today ‘s needs with tomorrow’s challenges and foster intelligent, susiainable,
and efficient use of California’s energy, land, and mingral resowrces.
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Jul=31=2008 [§:22 From=DIVISION OF LAND RESOURCE PROTECTION 18183273430 T-785 P.002/004 F-78B
Letter 6

Mr. Rod Campbell, Community Develapment Director
July 31, 2008
Page 2 of 4

As a general rule, land can be withdrawn from Williamson Act contract only through the A
nine-year nonrene:val process. Immediate termination via cancellation is reserved for”. - [
vextraordinary”, uriforeseen situations (See Siera Club v. City of Havward (1981) 28 Cal.3d
840, 852-855). Furthermore, it has been held that "cancellation is inconsistent with the
purposes of the (Williamsan) act if the objectives to be served by canceliation should have
been predicted ani served by nonrenewal at an earlier time, or if such objectives can be
served by nonrenewal now" (Sierra Club v, City of Hayward).

o Ifcancellation is proposed, notification must be submitted to the Department when the
County or City accepts the application as complete (Government Cade §51284.1). The
hoard or council must consider the Department’s comments prior to approving a
tentative canc:liation. Required findings must he made by the board or council in order
to approve teriative cancellation. We recommend that the environmental document
include giscus:sion of how cancellations involved in this project would meet required
findings. Howszver, notification of cancellation of a Williamson Act contract must be
submitted sep.arately from the Caiifornia Environmental Quality Act {CEQA) process and
CEQA documantation. The notice should be mailed to Bridgett Luther, Director,
Department ol Conservation, ¢/o Division of Land Resource Protection, 801 K Street,
MS 18-01, Sacramento, CA 95814-3528.

s Pursuant to Gyvemment Code §51243, if a city annexes fand under Williamson Act
contract, the ¢ity must succeed to all nghts, duties and powers of the county under the .
contract unless conditions in §51243.5 apply to give the city the option to not succeed to
the contract. Although a city may have protested a contract and although LAFCO-may 6-2
have upheld the protest, conditions in §51243.5 may not have been met fo give the:city (cont.)
the option to rot succeed 1o the cantract. A LAFGO must nofify the Depariment within '
10 days of a tity's proposal to annex tand under contract (Govemment Code §56753.5).
A LAFCO must nat approve a change to a sphere of influence or znnexation of
contracted lard to a city unless specified conditions apply {Govemment Code
§§51296.3, 53426, 564286.5, 56749 and 56856.5). Termination of a Wiliiamson
Act/Farmlang Security Zone {FSZ) contract for a public improvem:nt by acquisition can
only be accoriplished by a public agency, having the power of eminent domain. The
Depariment nwst be notified in advance of any proposed public acquisition
(Govemnment Code §§51280 - 5§1282), and specific findings must be made. The
property mus : be acquired in accordance with eminent domain law by eminent domain
orin lieu of eminent domain in order to veid the contract (Govemrnent Code §51 285).
The public a¢ ancy must consider the Department's comments prior to taking action on
the acquisitinn. School districts are preciuded from acquiring land under FSZ contract.
We recommend discussion in the environmental document of whether such action is
envisioned b this project and how the acquisition will meet the required findings.
However, na ification must be submitted separately from the CEQA pracess and CEQA
documentation to the address noted above.

« If any part of the site is to continue under cantract, of remain within an agricultural
praserve, aft:r project completion, the envirehmental document should discuss the
proposed us:s for those lands. Uses of contracted and praserve land must meet
compatibility standards identified in Govemment Code §§51238 - 51238.3, 51296.7.
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Jul-31-2008 15:22 ?ro&*QIVISION OF LAND RESOURCE PROTECTION 18163273430 T-785 P.008/004 F~788

Letter 6

Mr. Rod Campbell, C:ommunity Development Director
July 31, 2009
Page 3 of 4

Otherwise, contract termination {see above) must occur prior to the initiation of the land A
use, or the press:rve must be disestablished. . L B .

a An agricultural p reserve is a zone authorized by the Williamson Act, and established by
the local gaver ment, to designate jand qualified to be placed under confract.
Preserves are a:50 intended {0 create a sefting for contract-protected lands that is- 6-2
conducive to continuing agricultural use. Therefore, the uses of agricultural preserve (cont.)
land must be restricted by zoning or other means so as not to be incompatible with the
agricultural use of contracted land within the preserve (Govemment Code §61230). The
environmental cocument should also discuss any proposed general plan designation or
zoning within ag rcultural preserves affected by the project. » ‘ : ‘

Mitigation Measures,

.
The DEIR states thiit the City is aware that there are pelicies that wauld help to protect existing
neighboring agriculiural uses, but it does not have a mitigation program pian to offset the loss
of Important Farmland, and states that the loss of agricultural resources resulting from the

pianned project will be significant and unavoidabie.

The Department er courages the use of permmanent agricuitural conservalion easements as
mitigation for agricuitural land conversion. The Department recommends. that agricultural
conservation easernents be placed on land of at least equal quality and size as partial.
compensation for the direct loss of agriculturai land. If grawth inducing ar cumulative
agricultural impact:. are invalved, we recommend that the ratio be increased. We recommend
that the quality of mitigation farmiand be equivalent to that of the land converted (e.g., pnime
for prime). We higilight this measure pecause of its acceptance and use.by.lead agencies as
mitigation under thz CEQA, and because it follows a rationale similar ta that of wildiife habitat
mitigation. Agriculural easements will protect a portion of those remaining resources and
lessen project impacts in accordance with CEQA Guideline §15370.

6-3
The Department & ycourages the City to consider mitigating significant impacts due to the
conversion of prime agricultural land and the cumulative loss of fammianci by requiring the
applicant, prior to issuance of a grading or building permit, to complete cne or more of the
following measures at a ratio of 1:1 for Prime Farmiand or Farmmland of Statewide Imporiance
as defined by the [Depariment:

1) funding and purchase of an agricultural conservation easement,

2) purchase of credits from an established fanmiand mitigation bank;

3) contribution of land or funding to an organization that provides for the preservation of
farrnland in California;

4) completion of z new Williamson Act or FSZ contract;

5) implementatiot of an agriculturatl land mitigation program that provides equal or more
effective mitigatio1 than those listed abave.

Qualifying land cin be within the Sacramento Valley region or outside the Valiey for the same
or equivalent crofs.
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Jul=31=2004 15:22 FromDIVISIGN OF LAND RESOURCE PROTECTION 10163273430 T-785 P.004/004 F-TBB
Letter 6

Mr. Fiod Campbell, Community Development Director
July 31, 2008
Page: 4 of 4

The Deparment af preciates the opportunity to review the subject DEIR. If you have any
questions or need zissistance in the area of agricultural land canservation, please contact
Jacquelyn Ramsey, Environmental Planner, at 801 K Street, MS 18-01, Sacramenio,
California 95814; or, phone (916) 323-23/9. ‘

Sincerely,

Dan Ois
Williamson Act Priogram Manager

cec: City of Lincoln
City Councll
600 Spah ditreet
Lincoln, Cf 95648

Placer County Board of Supervisors | -
175 Fulwe ler Avenue .
Aubum, C.A 85603 ' '

Placer‘(:.c. anty Resource Conservation District
251 Auburn Ravine, Suite 107 -
Aubum, CA 95603-3718

State Clegringhouse



4.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER 6: DAN OTIS, CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATION,
DivISION OF LAND RESOURCE PROTECTION, JuLY 31, 2009

Response to Comment 6-1

The comment summarizes information presented in the Project Description about the project
components. The amount of land designated Prime Farmland and Farmland of Local Importance
that would be converted to non-agricultural uses is consistent with the data presented in Table 4.1-2
on page 4.1-29 in the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR (Impact 4.1-6, page 4.1-41) notes the 26.5-acre
Williamson Act contract on APN 021-350-007.

The comment states that the area to the north and west of the site includes agricultural lands
designated as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, and Farmland of Local
Importance, the text of which appears to have been extracted from the cumulative impact analysis
on p. 4.1-43 (Impact 4.1-8). That description of designated lands was intended to illustrate,
generally, the presence of such lands throughout the Lincoln planning area to establish the
cumulative context. However, it should be clarified that to the extent such lands may be in the
vicinity of the Proposed Project, few of these lands are actually contiguous with the project site. The
northern boundary of the project site is Auburn Ravine. As illustrated in Figure 4.1-4 on page 4.1-31
in the Draft EIR, there is no Prime Farmland immediately north or west of the project site. A portion
of the western boundary of the project site is the City of Lincoln Wastewater Treatment and
Reclamation Facility; only the area to the north of the WWTRF and to the west of the project site and
a small area along the southwest boundary is Farmland of Local Importance. There is no mapped
Farmland of Statewide Importance adjacent to any western or northern portion of the project site.
Along the southeast corner of the project site is the Orchard Creek Conservation Bank.

Response to Comment 6-2

The Draft EIR (Impact 4.1-6, page 4.1-41) evaluates the potential conflict with the 26.5-acre
Williamson Act contract on APN 021-350-007. The impact analysis explains the regulatory process
for termination of the contract. As recommended in Mitigation Measure 4.1-6 (page 4.1-42 in the
Draft EIR), no land under Williamson Act contract will be rezoned in the Village 7 Specific Plan area
until the contract has expired or otherwise been cancelled in accordance with the requirements of
California law. No part of the parcel under the Williamson Act contract would remain within an
agricultural preserve or in a farmland security zone after the parcel is rezoned. As noted in the Draft
EIR, annexation of the land in the Village 7 Specific Plan area is anticipated to take place in phases
over time, rather than as one large annexation, so it is probable that the parcel under the Williamson
Act contract would not be annexed into the City until that contract has expired. No part of the Village
7 Specific Plan area has been designated as an agricultural preserve by the City’s recently adopted
General Plan or by the Village 7 Specific Plan, so there is no need for zoning that restricts it to
agricultural uses. Agricultural uses of the parcel subject to the Williamson Act contract will be
allowed to continue in agricultural uses until such time as that contract expires or is otherwise
terminated.

Response to Comment 6-3

The commenter suggests that the City of Lincoln require mitigation at a 1:1 or greater ratio for the
conversion of Prime Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance to urban uses, and suggests a
number of potential methods of preserving farmland as mitigation for the conversion of farmland to
urban uses, such as the purchase of agricultural conservation easements or the payment of fees to
a third party organization or governmental agency whose purpose includes the purchase and
maintenance of agricultural conservation easements.

Village 7 Specific Plan Project 4-23 Final Environmental Impact Report
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4.0 Comments and Responses

The City’s recently adopted General Plan (2008) contains a number of Goals and Policies designed
to preserve agricultural lands and avoid land use conflicts with agricultural areas that are not within
the boundaries of the City. They include Goal OSC-2, Policies OSC-2.1 and OSC-2.2, Policies
LU-5.3, -5.4 and -5.5, and Open Space and Conservation Implementation Measure #7, which read
as follows:

Goal OSC-2. To cooperate with Placer County in preserving agricultural operations which are
located outside the City’s boundaries.

Policy OSC-2.1. Agricultural Buffers. The City will provide for open space or other appropriate
buffers, to protect agricultural operations located adjacent to the City planning boundaries, when
reviewing land use plans for such areas.

Policy OSC-2.2. Agricultural Disclosures. The City will require that developers of residential
projects which are within general proximity of agricultural operations in the County provide
notification to new homeowners within their deeds of the County’s right to farm ordinance.

Policy LU-5.3. Protect Agriculture. The City shall ensure that agricultural land uses are not
prematurely terminated by protecting the continued operation of agricultural land uses.

Policy LU-5.4. Agricultural Buffers. The City shall require that agricultural land uses designated
for long-term protection (i.e., in a Williamson Act contract or under a conservation easement) shall
be buffered from urban land uses through the use of techniques including, but not limited to,
greenbelts, open space setbacks, sound walls, fencing and berming.

Policy LU-5.5. Agricultural Disclosure. Residential development locating next to an active
agricultural area will have a notice included in the deed notifying buyers of the agricultural use.

Open Space and Conservation Implementation Measure #7. The City shall adopt a right-to-farm
ordinance to protect agricultural operations immediately adjacent to the City from complaints from
new urban development.

The foregoing policies are designed to provide adequate buffers and land use designations
necessary to avoid incompatible land uses that might impact those areas in both the City and the
unincorporated portions of Placer County planned for ongoing agricultural activities. With these
policies, the City considers the proposed policies adequate to address the protection of agricultural
resources. Although development anticipated under the Village 7 Specific Plan would result in the
conversion of some existing agricultural lands to a developed use, the City is committed to balancing
the impacts of future planned growth with existing productive agricultural resource areas and
activities.

The adoption of a mitigation measure requiring the purchase of agricultural conservation easements
or similar options identified in the comment would not alter the findings of the Draft EIR’s analysis
that the conversion of agricultural land in the Village 7 project area to urban uses is a significant and
unavoidable impact.

It is also important to note that while the California Dept of Conservation, Division of Land Resource
Protection, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program’s map determined that approximately 319.69
acres of the Lewis Property was Prime Farmland and 185.64 acres was Farmland of Statewide
Importance, (the Village 7 Programmatic portion of the project contained no prime farmland and no
farmland of statewide importance), a closer examination of the soils present raise significant doubt
about the accuracy of those classifications.
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As noted in the Draft EIR (pages 4.1-30 through 4.1-35), four soil types make up the majority of the
soils on the Lewis Property: Cometa-Fiddyment complex, Cometa-Ramona sandy loam, Kilaga
loam, and San Joaquin Sandy loam. Cometa-Fiddyment complex soil has a Storie Index of 34 and
the San Joaquin Sandy loam soil has a Storie Index of 31, which indicate that these are poor soils
for agricultural uses. Cometa-Ramona sandy loam soil has a Storie Index of 50 and Kilaga loam soil
has a Storie Index of 54, which are both Grade 3 soils and are suited to few crops and require
special management. The Draft EIR also noted that the reminder of the soil types at the Village 7
project site are made up of: Alamo-Fiddyment complex soil with a Storie Index of 22; Fiddyment
loam soil with a Storie Index of 27; Ramona sandy loam soil with a Storie Index of 65; and
Xerofluvents, frequently flooded, with a Storie Index of 36. Consequently, of all the soil types
present at the project site, only one located at the Lewis Property has a Storie Index rating of 60 or
higher that is suitable for agricultural production, the Ramona sandy loam which is situated in a small
area at the southwest portion of the property adjacent to Ingram Slough. The remaining soils on the
Lewis Property have ratings which indicate that there are limitations on their agricultural use. As
noted in Response to Comment 3-1, a previous property owner — Wayne Nader — also indicated the
site had only been used for pastureland and field crops for several decades because of poor soil
conditions (hardpan and clay).3 Taken as a whole, the Lewis Property is not considered a productive
agricultural area.

A similar situation is found with the soils in the Village 7 Programmatic Portion of the Project. The
soils in the Programmatic Portion are made up of Cometa sandy loam soil with a Storie Index rating
of 39, Cometa-Fiddyment complex soil with a Storie Index of 34, San Joaquin Sandy loam soil with a
Storie Index of 31, and Xerofluvents with a Storie Index of 36. Soils with a Storie Index greater than
60 are generally considered best for agricultural production, since they have few limitations. Soils
with a Storie Index of less than 60 are progressively more poorly suited for agricultural production
the lower the Storie Index rating. Consequently, the soils in the Village 7 Programmatic Portion of
the project are not considered very productive for agricultural uses due to their low Storie Index
ratings and limited agricultural viability.

3 GeoTrans, “Response to EIR Comments Pertaining to 2001 Phase 1 EA,” letter from Tim Costello to Phil
Rodriguez, Lewis Planned Communities, September 10, 2009.
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Rodney Cambell

City of Lincoln

Community Development Department
600 Sixth Street

Lincoln, CA 95648

Dear Mr. Cambell:

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Review

(DEIR) for the Village 7 Specific Plan, The project proposes a maximum of 3,285 residential units, a 71
school, fire station, a recreation center, retail uses, and park/open space uses on approximately 703

acres to be annexed into the City of Lincoln. The Department’s comments are as follows:

DEIR Page 4.3-32 & 33

We agree with the proposed Mitigation Measure 4.3-5 to pay SPRTA fees which will fund improving

SR 65 to six lanes south of Lincoln. We also understand that the Tier 2 projects have been incorporated 7.0
into the SPRTA program; and the fees will contribute to the completion of the improvements at the SR
65/1-80 interchange and fund the new Placer Parkway connection between SR 65 and SR 99,

DEIR Page 4.3-37 & 38

The discussion of impacts (4.3-14) states that “the proposed project would worsen cumulatively N
unacceptable operations (to a significant degree)} on State Route 193 and State Route 65 through Placer
County, Rocklin, and Roseville.” Eighteen different locations are listed as being impacted including
the intersection of SR 193 and Sierra College Blvd. The seventeen other locations are freeway
onramps and offramps at the following SR 65 interchanges: Blue Oaks Blvd., Sunset Blvd, Whitney
Ranch Pkwy., Twelve Bridges Dr., and Pleasant Grove Blvd. 7-3

The proposed Mitigation Measure (MM) 4.3-14 states: The project applicants or their successors shall
pay SPRTA Fees to help widen SR 65 to six lanes, and pay a fair-share of the cost to make
improvements to the SR 193/Sierra College Boulevard intersection significantly impacted by the
Proposed Project if a regional funding mechanism and roadway improvement plan for SR 193 are
adopted prior to issuance of Building Permits at the Proposed Project. v

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Letter 7

Rodney Cambell
July 27, 2009
Page 2

The SPRTA program does include widening Sierra College Blvd from SR 193 to the Sacramento f
County line, but does not specifically address improvements at intersection of SR 193 and Sierra
College Blvd. The seventeen impacted freeway ramps are not inchuded anywhere in the SPRTA
program as proposed improvements. There is no nexus between paying SPRTA fees and the impacts
listed.

MM 4.3-17 also says that the project should pay fair share fees if a regional funding mechanism is
adopted for improvements to SR 193. This mitigation does not meet CEQA requirements. It is
uncertain and unenforceable. The project should be required to pay fair-share fees to the City of

7-3

Lincoln based on the proportionate share impact to the intersection, (cont.)

As indicated above paying SPRTA fees does nothing to mitigate cumulative impacts to the seventeen
freeway ramps. Appropriate mitigation would be to pay fair-share fees to a program that will ensure
future deficiencies are addressed. The impacted ramps are within the jurisdictions of Placer County,
Rocklin and Roseville. Currently, these three agencies participate in a Joint Powers Authority (JPA) to
fund interchange improvements on SR 65. The HWY 65 Joint Powers Authority (JPA) Fee Program
collects fees from development projects that impact or benefit from interchange improvements. The
City of Lincoln should join the JPA to assist in funding the needed ramp improvements in these other i
jurisdictions.

It important to note that the Department has plans to install ramp meters at all the impacted onramps to®
protect mainline operations and to ensure the smooth flow of traffic on SR 65. Onramps that are
forecasted to be over-capacity will need to be improved. Local development in Lincoln, Rocklin,
Roseville, and Placer County are responsible for impacts to those ramps and should be assessed fees for
any needed improvements. [ |

As this project progresses please provide us with any updated or new information regarding this
project. Please make sure we are forwarded a copy of the Final EIR. If you have any questions
regarding these cominents please do not hesitate o contact Aaron Cabaccang,

Aaron Cabaccang(@dot.ca.gov, (530)741-5174.

Sincerely,
7 "{;? Ve Vi
o i—fj F/ S !;{

William A. Davis, Chief
Office of Transportation Planming - East

c: Caltrans Traffic Operations — Teresa Limon

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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4.0 Comments and Responses

COMMENT LETTER 7: WiLLIAM A. DAVIS, CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION, DISTRICT 3, OFFICE OF TRANSPORTATION
PLANNING-EAST, JuLY 27, 2009

Response to Comment 7-1
The comment summarizes project elements. Comment noted.
Response to Comment 7-2

Comment noted. Caltrans staff expressed agreement with proposed Mitigation Measure 4.3-5 (page
4.3-33 in the Draft EIR) that would require the project applicant or successors to pay applicable
SPRTA fees, which will help fund SR 65 widening to six lanes. Caltrans staff also acknowledged
that Tier 2 fees will contribute to the completion of improvements at the SR 65/1-80 interchange and
the Placer Parkway connection between SR 65 and SR 99.

Response to Comment 7-3

The commenter states that there are 17 impacted freeway ramps on SR 65 which are not included
anywhere in the SPRTA program for the installation of unspecified future ramp improvements. It is
suggested that appropriate mitigation would be to pay fair share fees to a program that will ensure
future deficiencies are addressed. The commenter also suggested that the City of Lincoln should
join the Highway 65 Joint Power Authority to assist in funding needed ramp improvements in these
other jurisdictions.

The Draft EIR (Impact 4.3-5 on page 4.3-32 and Impacts 4.3-13 and 4.3-14 on pages 4.3-36 through
4.3-38) identifies the SPRTA fee program as one option to mitigating Proposed Project impacts. The
South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA) has developed a Capital Improvement
Program (CIP), which will be funded by new development in South Placer County. The CIP will
collect $50 million toward the widening of SR 65 to six lanes from 1-80 to the Lincoln Bypass
(estimated cost is $95 million). The Proposed Project, by virtue of paying SPRTA fees, will be
helping to fund these improvements. Although the SPRTA CIP does not mention specific ramp
improvements, the widening of SR 65 to six lanes will improve merge, diverge, and weave
movements at these ramps and thereby reduce, if not eliminate, the need for ramp metering lights or
other ramp improvements.

Further, in addition to SPRTA fees, the project applicant will also be subject to payment of the Tier Il
traffic impact fee, which will help fund both Placer Parkway and [-80/SR65 interchange
improvements. Placer Parkway is a planned four- to six-lane expressway that will extend from
SR 65 to SR 70/99. This facility will provide traffic relief to both 1-80 and SR 65, including
improvement at the listed ramps/interchanges. No further mitigation is required.

The commenter expressed concerns with “mitigation measure 4.3-17” to mitigate impacts on
SR 193. Insofar as there is no “mitigation measure 4.3-17” in the Draft EIR, City staff assumes the
commenter meant Mitigation Measure 4.3-14. As noted in the Draft EIR, the impacts on the
identified roadway segments that are outside of the city limits of the City of Lincoln will remain
significant and unavoidable even with the proposed mitigation measure. On its own, the City of
Lincoln has no ability to plan, design, and construct roadway improvements in another jurisdiction or
on a state highway; its only feasible mitigation is totally dependent upon coming to an agreement
with such other jurisdictions on the City’s fair share of the costs to pay for the construction of
roadway improvements planned by the other jurisdiction. Any such agreement will require the City
of Lincoln and the other jurisdiction to agree on the exact scope, nature, and extent of the roadway
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improvements needed. Without any agreement on the scope, nature, and extent of the specific
roadway improvements and their cost, there is no foundation upon which the City can determine the
nexus for a mitigation fee that may be imposed on the Proposed Project to pay for those
improvements. Due to the uncertainty over the ability of the City of Lincoln to implement the roadway
improvements identified as potential mitigation in the Draft EIR, the impacts on SR 193 from the
Proposed Project were considered significant and unavoidable (Draft EIR page 4.3-38). As noted in
the Draft EIR, given the absence of a plan or program for improvements adopted by the other
agencies with jurisdiction over SR 193, there is no reasonable basis for the Draft EIR to definitively
conclude that Mitigation Measure 4.3-14 requiring the payment of a fair share fee at the time of
building permit issuance would reduce the project’s traffic impacts to a less-than-significant level,
hence the conclusion in the Draft EIR that the impact must be considered significant and
unavoidable in the absence of an adopted fee. Fees as mitigation measures to reduce traffic
impacts to a less-than-significant level have only been held valid CEQA mitigation measures in
instances where the agency with jurisdiction over the impacted roadway has adopted a plan or
program for the improvement of that roadway and the fee is related to the project’s fair share cost of
making the identified improvements. [See, Tracy First v. City of Tracy, 2009 DJDAR 12885
(8-27-2009), 2009 WL 2623319; Save Our Peninsula Committee vs. Monterey County, 87
Cal.App.4™ 99, 104 Cal.Rptr.2d 326 (2001); Anderson First Coalition vs. City of Anderson, 130
Cal.App.4™ 1173, 30 Cal.Rptr.3d 738 (2005); City of Marina vs. Board of Trustees, 39 Cal.4™ 341, 46
Cal.Rptr.3d 355 (2006).]

The City of Lincoln is not currently part of the Highway 65 JPA, which has helped fund improvements
to the Stanford Ranch Road/Galleria Boulevard, Pleasant Grove Boulevard, Blue Oaks Boulevard,
and Sunset Boulevard interchanges on SR 65. Insofar as those interchanges are substantially
complete, it would be moot at this point for the City to join the Highway 65 JPA. Moreover, the
Highway 65 JPA never included improving or constructing interchanges at SR 65 in the City of
Lincoln, which the City has funded without any contribution from the JPA for impacts caused to those
interchanges in the City.

Response to Comment 7-4

The commenter states that ramp meters will be installed at impacted on-ramps on SR 65, and that
local development responsible for those impacts should be assessed fees for any needed
improvements.

The SR 65 on-ramps are within the exclusive jurisdiction of Caltrans as part of the state highway
system. A number of on-ramps along SR 65 already have ramp metering lights (e.g., the ramps at
the SR 65/Pleasant Grove interchange southbound ramps). No known fee program currently exists
to fund ramp meters on SR 65, and the City is not aware of any officially planned and approved
ramp metering program for their construction.

As stated in Response to Comment 7-3, the project will be paying into two regional traffic impact fee
programs to help mitigate project-generated impacts on SR 65. These programs will help fund the
widening of SR 65 to six lanes and construction on Placer Parkway, which should alleviate the need
for ramp meters, as described in Response to Comment 7-3. However, in the absence of a Caltrans
capital improvement program or other plan for ramp metering lights along SR 65, it would not be
feasible for the City of Lincoln to impose a mitigation fee on the Proposed Project that would, in turn,
satis