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1.0

Introduction

This chapter describes the process and organization for the Response to Comments
Document for the Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (Regional San or
SRCSD) / Sacramento Power Authority (SPA) / City of Sacramento (City) Water
Recycling Pipeline Project (Project).
The Draft EIR for the Project, along with this Response to Comments on the Draft EIR
Document, constitutes the Final EIR for the Project. The Final EIR is an informational
document prepared by the Lead Agency that must be presented, reviewed and considered
by the decision-making body before approving the Project and must reflect the Lead
Agency’s independent judgment and analysis of the significant environmental effects of
the Project on the environment (California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines, Section 15090). CEQA Guidelines Section 15132 specifies the following:
“The Final EIR shall consist of:
(a) The draft EIR or a revision of the draft.
(b) Comments and recommendations received on the draft EIR either verbatim or in
summary.
(c) A list of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the draft
EIR.
(d) The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in
the review and consultation process.
(e) Any other information added by the Lead Agency.”
This document has been prepared pursuant to CEQA and in conformance with the CEQA
Guidelines. This Response to Comments Document reproduces all comments from
public agencies and contains good faith, reasoned responses by the Lead Agency to those
comments.

1.1 Public Review Process for the Draft EIR

On July 16, 2014, Regional San, the CEQA Lead Agency, released for public review a
Draft Environmental Impact Report (Draft EIR) for the Project. The public review and
comment period for the Draft EIR began on July 16, 2014 and ended August 29, 2014.
On July 16, 2014, the Draft EIR and Notice of Completion were provided to the State
Clearinghouse for distribution to interested State agencies. In addition, a public notice
was posted in the Sacramento Bee on July 16, 2014.
Hardcopies of the Draft EIR were made available at the Sacramento Public Library
(Central Location) located at 828 “I” Street in Sacramento, California and at Regional
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San located at 10060 Goethe Road in Sacramento, CA. The Draft EIR was also made
available for viewing and downloading on the following websites:
•

http://www.regionalsan.com/

•

http://www.per.saccounty.net/EnvironmentalDocuments/pages/default.aspx

The public meeting was held at Sacramento City Hall Council Chambers on July 30,
2014.

1.2 Organization

This Response to Comments Document for the Project contains information in response
to comments raised during the public comment period and is organized as follows:
Chapter 1, Introduction, describes the CEQA public review process and the
organization of this Response to Comments Document.
Chapter 2, Comments and Responses on the Draft EIR, presents the list of agencies
that commented on the Draft EIR.
Chapter 3, Revisions to the Draft EIR, contains text changes to the Draft EIR. Some
changes were initiated by Regional San and others were made in response to comments
received on the Draft EIR.
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2.0

Comments and Responses

This chapter contains copies of the comment letters submitted during the public review
period on the draft EIR, and the responses to those comments. Each written comment
letter is designated with a number (e.g., 1-4) in the upper right-hand corner of the letter.
The letters are organized alphabetically.
Within each written comment letter, individual comments are labeled with a number in
the margin. Immediately following each comment letter is an individual response to each
numbered comment. Where responses have resulted in changes to the Draft EIR, these
changes appear in Chapter 3 “Revisions to the Draft EIR” of this Response to Comments
Document.
The only comments received by Regional San on the Draft EIR were from State,
regional, and local agencies. Organization, individual, or general public written
comments were not received by Regional San, nor were any oral or written comments
received during the public meeting held at the Sacramento City Hall Council Chambers
on July 30, 2014.

2.1 List of Commenters

Regional San received four comment letters during the open comment period on the Draft
EIR for the Project. The comment letters were authored by representatives of State,
regional, and local agencies:
Letter 1 .....................................................................Central Valley Flood Protection Board
Letter 2 ............................................ Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board
Letter 3 ............................ County of Sacramento Environmental Management Department
Letter 4 ...................................................................... State Water Resources Control Board

2.2 Response to Comments

The Response to Comments section includes responses to each of the comment letters
submitted regarding the Project. Each bracketed comment letter is followed by numbered
responses to each bracketed comment.
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Comment 1-1: This comment identifies the general requirements for compliance with
Title 23, California Code of Regulations and states that the Project may require permit
coverage. Section 3.10 “Hydrology and Water Quality” of the Draft EIR states
construction near and under levees (including federal-state facilities of the State Plan of
Flood Control (SPFC)) would comply with the terms of permits issued by the Central
Valley Flood Protection Board. No changes were made to the Draft EIR.
Comment 1-2: This comment identifies additional considerations related to potential
impacts of vegetation and hydraulics on channel capacity, and notes that the project may
require mitigation if there are negative impacts. The proposed project does not include
changes (either increasing or decreasing) to floodway channel capacity of federal-State
facilities of the SPFC, nor does the project include vegetation removal or plantings near
federal-State facilities of the SPFC. As stated in Section 3.10 “Hydrology and Water
Quality” of the Draft EIR, the Project includes tunneling under levees via the horizontal
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directional drilling (HDD) method. The HDD and pipe jacking tunnels would pass at
least a minimum 30 feet below the toe of the levees and tunneling will begin and
“daylight” a minimum of 300 feet away from the toe of the levees. These Project
conditions are intended to avoid interference with the performance of the levees, and
avoid any construction-related effects to channel or levee vegetation. In addition, all
construction near and under federal-State facilities of the SPFC would comply with the
terms of permits issued by the Central Valley Flood Protection Board. No changes were
made to the Draft EIR.
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2.4 Letter 2 – Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control
Board
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Comment 2-1: This comment identifies the general requirements for compliance with
the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit(s) and states that
the project may require permit coverage. As stated in Section 3.10 “Hydrology and Water
Quality,” of the Draft EIR, Regional San, or its designated general contractor, will
prepare a Water Pollution Control Plan (WPCP) for all construction activities related to
the proposed Project. In addition, since the total area of land disturbance for the proposed
Project would exceed one acre, Regional San or its designated general contractor will file
a Notice of Intent and Permit Registration Documents for authorization of project
construction activities under State Water Board’s NPDES Construction General Permit
(Order No. 2009-009-DWQ/NPDES Permit No. CAS000002 and all amendments). A
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) would also be required for conformance
with the Construction General Permit. Regional San will comply with Phase I and II
Municipal Separate Storm Sewer System (MS4) Permit or Industrial Storm Water
General Permit, if applicable. No changes were made to the Draft EIR.
Comment 2-2: This comment identifies permit requirements under the Section 404/401
of the Clean Water Act, and notes that the project may require a Section 404/401 permit
if the project involves a discharge into United States Army Corps of Engineers (USACE)
jurisdictional waters. As discussed in Chapter 1 “Introduction” of the Draft EIR, Table 12 identifies potential federal and state approval actions that may be required before
implementing individual elements of the project, including compliance and permits
associated with Section 404/401 of the Clean Water Act. Regional San conducted a
wetland delineation for the main alignment in May 2014 and submitted the wetland
delineation to USACE in June 2014.
Impact 3.5-8: “Construction-related effects on Sensitive Natural Communities and
Habitats, including Water of the United States and Waters of the State,” was added to
Section 3.5, “Biological Resources,” in the Final EIR for clarification regarding the
Section 404 and 401 Clean Water Act permitting process.
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Comment 2-3: This comment states that the project is required to obtain a Waste
Discharge Requirement (WDR) permit. Impact 3.5-8: “Construction-related effects on
Sensitive Natural Communities and Habitats, including Water of the United States and
Waters of the State,” was added to Section 3.5, “Biological Resources,” of the Final EIR
for clarification regarding the WDR permit process.
Comment 2-4: This comment states that if the proposed project includes construction
dewatering and it is necessary to discharge the groundwater to waters of the United
States, the proposed project will require coverage under a NPDES permit. Section 3.10
“Hydrology and Water Quality,” discusses dewatering. Additional language has been
added to this section of the Final EIR to clarify that, if dewatering is required, Regional
San will obtain the necessary NPDES permits in accordance with Central Valley
Regional Water Board NPDES dewatering discharge requirements.
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2.5 Letter 3 – County of Sacramento Environmental
Management Department
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Comment 3-1: This comment is a request to remove lines 34-36 from page 1-4. This
change has been made to Chapter 1 “Introduction,” of the Final EIR.
Comment 3-2: This comment is stating that the Draft EIR should address the extensive
plumbing retrofitting, site monitoring and inspection infrastructure needed for the
potential customers listed in Table 2-2. As stated in Chapter 2 “Project Description,” the
customers listed in Table 2-2 are potential customers. Regional San is still in the
stakeholder development process with these potential customers. Other than a verbal
agreement from Sacramento Municipal Utilities District (SMUD), Regional San has not
obtained written or verbal agreements from these customers for their use of the recycled
water. Therefore, in anticipation of reaching agreements with future customers, Regional
San has opted to assess the potential environmental impacts associated with the
construction of recycled water laterals (see Chapter 2, “Project Description”) to serve
prospective customers along the alignment. However, evaluation of impacts as a result of
plumbing retrofitting, site monitoring and inspection as result of the Project are
speculative and outside the control of Regional San. No changes were made to the Draft
EIR.
Comment 3-3: This comment is request to add additional text to Section 3.9 “Hazardous
Materials” of the Draft EIR. The requested text was added to Section 3.9 “Hazards and
Hazardous Materials.”
Comment 3-4: This comment is regarding the existing grit and screenings landfill.
Regional San is planning to clean-close the existing grit and screenings landfill (remove
it completely) under the Site Preparation Project as part of Regional San’s EchoWater
Project beginning early 2015. Regional San has been working with Lea Gibson at
Sacramento County Environmental Management Department as the Local Enforcement
Agency. Analysis of the closure of the landfill is included in the EchoWater Project
Draft EIR. No changes were made to the draft EIR.
Comment 3-5: The comment is regarding recycled water connections to school grounds.
As stated in Chapter 2 “Project Description,” the customers listed in Table 2-2 are
potential customers. Regional San is still in the stakeholder development process with
these potential customers. Other than a verbal agreement from SMUD, Regional San has
not obtained written or verbal agreements from schools for their use of the recycled
water. Therefore, in anticipation of reaching agreements with future customers, Regional
San has opted to assess the potential environmental impacts associated with the
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construction of recycled water laterals (see Chapter 2, “Project Description”) to serve
prospective customers along the alignment. However, evaluation of impacts as a result of
connections to school irrigation systems, retrofitting school grounds, shut down tests and
annual site inspections as result of the Project are speculative and outside the control of
Regional San. No changes were made to the Draft EIR.
Comment 3-6: The comment is regarding Section 3.10 “Hydrology and Water Quality”
section of the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR does not state that the City of Sacramento (City)
is water purveyor for the Project. Principles of Agreement are currently being negotiated
with the City regarding a potential retailer/wholesaler relationship, but have not been
finalized. As stated in the Wholesale Agreement Between Sacramento Regional County
Sanitation District and Sacramento County Water Agency for the water Recycled
Program (SRCSD 2002), SRCSD is responsible for treating the SRWTP effluent to
tertiary standards and ensuring compliance with California Regional Water Quality
Control Board Master Water Reclamation Permit (Order No. 97-146), and providing
recycled water to the Sacramento County Water Agency (SCWA) at specified rates and
pressures. The SCWA is responsible for compliance with off-site permit requirements,
responding to customer service requests, training customers in the proper use of
reclaimed water, and maintaining the recycled water distribution system. However, this
agreement is only applicable to the SCWA’s Phase 1 Area for recycled water. It is not
known at this time if a change to the existing Master Water Reclamation Permit (Order
No. 97-146) will be required. No changes were made to the Draft EIR.
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2.6 Letter 4 – State Water Resources Control Board
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Comment 4-1: This comment is an introductory statement. This comment also provides
information on the Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF) financing requirements
and information on the State Water Resources Control Board’s (State Water Board)
Division of Financial Assistance, which is responsible for administering the CWSRF
program. It does not address the adequacy of the Draft EIR. No changes were made to
the Draft EIR.
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Comment 4-2: This comment states that the prior to a CWSRF financing commitment,
projects are subject to the provisions of the Federal Endangered Species Act (ESA). The
comment also states that the State Water Board will consult with the United States Fish
and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and/or National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)
regarding all federal special-status species that the Project has the potential to impact if
the Project is to be financed by the CWSRF Program. Section 3.5 “Biological
Resources,” of the Draft EIR addresses the ESA requirements, potential effects to special
status species as a result of construction of the Project, role of the South Sacramento
County Habitat Conservation Plan, and mitigation measures. Text was added to Section
3.5 “Biological Resources,” Section 3.5.4 “Effects Determination for Federally Listed
Species from Operation of the Project,” in the Final EIR to clarify that operation of the
project is expected to have no effect on federally-listed aquatic species. Section 5.1
“Growth-Inducing Impacts,” discusses the potential for direct or indirect grown
inducement as a result of implementation of the project.
Comment 4-3: The comment states that CWSRF projects must comply with federal laws
pertaining to cultural resources, specifically Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (Section 106). Regional San will submit information to the State Water
Board so it can initiate consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer. This
includes a Section 106 compliance report that identifies the Area of Potential Effects
(APE) and a records search that extends to a 0.5 mile beyond the project APE.
Comment 4-4: This comment is regarding Project compliance with the Federal Clean Air
Act. Section 3.4, “Air Quality,” and Section 3.8 “Climate Change,” of the Draft EIR
address compliance with the federal Clean Air Act (CAA) regulations. Section 3.4, “Air
Quality,” of the Draft EIR addresses criteria air pollutants and documents the attainment
status designations for Sacramento County for both the federal and state standards (see
Draft EIR Table 3.4-4). Impacts 3.4-1 through 3.4-4 address the Project’s short-term
construction and long-term operational emissions of criteria air pollutants and precursors,
toxic air contaminants, and odors. Impact 3.8-1 addresses the Project’s greenhouse gas
emissions. All project-generated emissions would be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated. Furthermore, as shown in Section 3.4, “Air Quality,” Table 3.4-7, of the
Draft EIR, the Project’s emissions would not exceed applicable de minimis thresholds
and no further evaluation is required under the federal General Conformity Rule. No
changes were made to the Draft EIR.
Comment 4-5: The comment is regarding Project compliance with the Coastal Zone
Management Act. Section 6.1.3 “Coastal Zone Management Act of 1972, as amended,”
addresses compliance with the Coastal Zone Management Act. No changes were made to
the Draft EIR.
Comment 4-6: The comment is regarding protection of wetlands. An “Approved
Wetland Delineation” was submitted to USACE under the WRDA agreement with
Sacramento County Agencies on June 25, 2014 for their review and concurrence.
USACE requested additional information on August 7, 2014. Regional San is in the
process of gathering and providing this additional information to USACE. No changes
were made to the Draft EIR.
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Comment 4-7: The comment is regarding Project compliance with the Farmland
Protection Policy Act. Section 3.3 “Agricultural Resources,” of the Draft EIR identifies
the status of farmland (Prime, Unique, or Local and Statewide), if applicable, and states
that the project will not result in the conversion of farmland. Also, see Section 6.1.6
“Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981,” of the Draft EIR for further information on
compliance with the Farmland Protection Policy Act. No changes were made to the
Draft EIR.
Comment 4-8: The comment is regarding Project compliance the Migratory Bird Treaty
Act (MBTA). Section 3.5 “Biological Resources,” of the Draft EIR addresses
compliance with the MBTA. Also, see Section 6.1.10 “Migratory Bird Treaty Act,” for
further information on compliance with the MBTA. No changes were made to the Draft
EIR.
Comment 4-9: The comment is regarding Project compliance with Flood Plain
Management Act. A copy of the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)
flood zone map covering the Project area appears below. No changes were made to the
Draft EIR.
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Comment 4-10: The comment is regarding Project compliance with the Wild and Scenic
Rivers Act. There are no Wild and Scenic Rivers in the Project area, therefore
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Construction or operation of the Project will not impact any rivers protected by the
National Wild and Scenic Rivers Act. No changes were made to the Draft EIR.
Comment 4-11: The comment is to quantify the Project’s operational air emissions in
Section 3.4 “Air Quality.” As discussed in Section 3.4 “Air Quality,” of the Draft EIR,
Impact 3.4-2, operation of the Project would not result in any additional employees and
maintenance of the recycled water pipelines would result in minimal vehicle trips,
estimated at once or twice a year. Therefore, only a nominal increase in operational
mobile-source emissions would occur with implementation of the proposed Project. In
addition, the Project would include up to four new electric pumps. Because the pumps
would be electric-powered, no stationary-source emissions would occur at the Project
site. Criteria air pollutant emissions that would occur to power the pumps would occur
elsewhere in the air basin at a power generation facility would be very minimal due to the
low electrical demand to operate the pumps. Any electrical generation facilities with
stationary-source emissions would be subject to air regulations, permitting requirements,
and emissions controls.
Because the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District( SMAQMD)
permitting process would not allow emissions beyond levels that would interfere with
attainment of the California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS) or National
Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), the new pumps for the recycled water
pipelines would not violate an air quality standard, contribute substantially to an existing
or projected air quality violation, or expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant
concentrations. No quantification of operational mobile or stationary source emissions
was necessary to support the Draft EIR Impact 3.4-2 conclusion.
However, quantification of potential greenhouse gas emissions is provided Section 3.8
“Climate Change” and Appendix C “Air Quality and GHG Modeling,” of the Draft EIR.
Direct emissions from the operation of additional pumps for the proposed recycled water
alignment were quantified using utility specific emission factors for the Sacramento
Municipal Utility District obtained from California Emissions Estimator Model
(CalEEMod). The operational greenhouse gases (GHG) emissions from the Project would
consist of emissions from electricity consumption to run four additional electric pumps
for recycled water. As stated above, operation and maintenance of the new pipeline
alignment would not require any new employees and minimal vehicle trips (e.g., less than
two per year) to monitor the alignment. Therefore, Project operation would generate a
negligible increase in mobile-source emissions. As presented in Table 3.8-1in Section 3.8
“Climate Change,” of the Draft EIR, the total net increase in operational GHG emissions
from increased pumping would be 118 CO2e (metric tons (MT)). As discussed in Impact
3.8-1, even in a worst-case scenario of overlapping construction and operational
emissions occurring in a single year, which would result in an increase of 664 MT
CO2e/year, the incremental increase in GHG emissions associated with the proposed
Project would not exceed the 10,000 MT CO2e/year threshold. Therefore, the generation
of GHGs due to the Project would be less than significant. See Table 3.8-1 in Section 3.8
“Climate Change,” of the Draft EIR and Appendix C “Air Quality and GHG Modeling,”
for detailed calculations.
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No changes were made to the Draft EIR.
Comment 4-12: The comment is stating that the Cultural Resources Records search
needs to be 0.5 miles beyond APE. In response to the State Water Board’s comment, the
cultural resources record search by the North Central Information Center was expanded
and re-conducted to extend a 0.5-mile around the Project’s APE (rather than 0.25-mile).
The Section 106 compliance report was revised to reflect the expanded record search. In
addition, Section 3.6 “Cultural Resources,” of the Draft EIR has been revised to reflect
the 0.5-mile record search. The expanded records search did not alter any of the potential
cultural resource impacts of the Project, as presented in the Section 106 report and Draft
EIR Impacts 3.6-1 through 3.6-4.
Comment 4-13: The comment states that Mitigation Measure 3.6-4 does not mitigate
Impact 3.6-4 to a less than significant level. As stated in Chapter 3.6 “Cultural
Resources” no documented paleontological resources have been identified within the
Project alignment. Text has been changed in Impact 3.6-4 and Mitigation Measure 3.6-4
in consideration of the comment.
Comment 4-14: The comment is regarding the fact that hydrocarbon-impacted soils may
be located at the Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant (SRWTP). Regional
San reviewed all existing geotechnical information as part of the preliminary pipeline
design for the Project. Regional San is also taking soil samples as part of due diligence
on the final pipeline design for the Project. This information will be compiled in a
Geotechnical Data Report (GDR). Regional San is also completing a Phase 1
Environmental Site Assessment for the final pipeline design for the project. No changes
were made to the Draft EIR.
Comment 4-15: The comment is regarding potential placement of the proposed Chorley
Park recycled water storage tank within a 100-year flood hazard area. See the previously
referenced FEMA flood zone map covering the Project area. The map shows the location
of the proposed Chorley Park recycled water storage tank in relationship to the 100-year
flood hazard zone. The tank is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area. No
changes were made to the Draft EIR.
Comment 4-16: The comment is asking Regional San to provide the State Water Board
with documents and public meetings related to the CEQA process. All documents will be
posted on Regional San’s website located at: http://www.regionalsan.com/ for
downloading and viewing. No changes were made to the Draft EIR.
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Revisions to the Draft EIR

3.1 Introduction

The following revisions are made to the Draft EIR and incorporated as part of the
Response to Comment Document as part of the Final EIR. Where revisions to the Draft
EIR were made, new text is double underlined and deleted text is struck through.
The revisions in this chapter clarify, amplify or make insignificant modifications to the
Draft EIR. They do not consist of significant new information showing that a new
significant impact would result from the project or from a new mitigation measure, that
there would be a substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact, or that a
feasible project alternative or mitigation measure that is considerably different from
others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of
the project. Accordingly, the revisions in this chapter do not constitute “significant new
information” and it is therefore not necessary for the Lead Agency to recirculate the EIR
for public comment prior to certification of the Final EIR (CEQA Guidelines 15088.5).
Section 3.2 “Changes to the Draft EIR in Response to Comments,” below, identifies
changes made to the EIR in response to comments on the Draft EIR. Please refer to
Chapter 2 “Comments and Responses,” for comments and responses on the Draft EIR.
Section 3.3 “Staff-Initiated Changes to the Draft EIR,” identifies staff-initiated changes
made to the Draft EIR.

3.2 Changes to the Draft EIR in Response to Comments
The text changes in this section were initiated by comments on the Draft EIR.

The text in Section 1.1.2 “Title 22, Chapter 3 Regulations of the Draft EIR” is amended
as follows:
“The use of water recycled from domestic sewage is regulated by the California Regional
Water Quality Control Board (Regional Water Board). California Water Code Section
13551 establishes a State policy to encourage the use of recycled water. Permission to use
recycled water is based on the ability to adequately treat domestic wastewater to the point
that the recycled water (effluent) meets the requirements of existing Title 22, Chapter 3
Regulations of the California Administrative Code. Title 22, “Disinfected Tertiary
Recycled Water,” was promulgated by the California Department of Public Health
Services (CDPH) to ensure proper health protection and specify the level of treatment
appropriate for the intended applications (California Department of Public Health, 2014).
Locally, Sacramento County’s Environmental Management Division and Department of
Health and Human Services ensure high quality treatment of recycled water in
Sacramento County.”
[Chapter 2 “Comments and Responses,” Comment 3-1]
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Information on the effects determination for federally listed species from the operation of
the project was added to Section 3. “Biological Resources” as follows:
“Effects Determination for Federally listed Species from Operation of the Project
The existing WRF is rated and permitted to produce up to 5 mgd of recycled water. The
Project’s recycled water main will initially convey 1 mgd of water produced at the WRF
to serve the SPA Cogeneration Plant on a year-round basis, but will be sized to convey a
maximum of 4.6 mgd to serve additional future users via recycled water laterals, storage
tanks, and booster pump stations. This 4.6-mgd of recycled water is currently released to
the Sacramento River through the SRWTP outfall. Therefore, operation of the proposed
Project may have hydrologic effects on the Sacramento River by slightly reducing flows
through the SRWTP outfall. An analysis of Sacramento River flows at Freeport, with a
period of record of October 1, 1949 to January 31, 2013, showed that during that period,
the maximum flow was 115,000 cfs (during the 1986 flood), and a minimum of 3,970 cfs
(during the drought of 1977) (USGS 2013). Using a daily timestep, the 90 percent
exceedence flow is 9,180 cfs. The 90 percent exceedence flow is the low flow rate that is
typically used in the design of water intakes and fish screens. The lowest monthly 90
percent exceedence is 7,500 cfs, and occurs in October.
In summary, proposed Project would have a minimal effect on Sacramento River flows.
At full operation of the proposed Project, up to 4.6 mgd (8.5 cfs) would be removed from
the Sacramento River. At the lowest Sacramento River flow on record at Freeport, this
would result in a reduction of in total flows of 0.2 percent, or a reduction of 0.1 percent
during the 90 percent exceedence flow for October. Operation of the project is expected
to have no effect on federally-listed aquatic species.”
[Chapter 2 “Comments and Responses,” Comment 4-2]
The text in Section 3.5.4 “Environmental Impacts and Recommended Mitigation
Measures” is deleted as follows:
“Issues or Impacts Not Discussed Further The proposed Project does not involve
direct impacts to Morrison Creek, Laguna Creek, or other riparian or wetland areas,
therefore no wetland permitting would be required. This issue is not discussed further in
this Draft EIR.”
[Chapter 2 “Comments and Responses,” Comment 2-2, 2-3]
An additional impact statement and recommended mitigation measures in Section 3.5.4
“Environmental Impacts and Recommended Mitigation Measures” is added as follows:
“Impact 3.5-8: Construction-related effects on Sensitive Natural Communities and
Habitats, including Waters of the United States or Waters of the State.
The proposed Project is not anticipated to have direct impacts to Morrison Creek, Laguna
Creek, or other riparian or wetland areas. However, during construction activities
potential for effects on sensitive natural communities and habitats, including waters of
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the United States or waters of the State may not be entirely avoided. This impact will be
potentially significant.
Mitigation Measure 3.5-8: Delineate Waters of the United States and Obtain
Authorizations for Fill and Required Permits
Before the Project is implemented and if the Project so warrants, waters of the United
States will be delineated according to methods established in the USACE wetlands
delineation manual and Arid West Supplement (Environmental Laboratory 1987, 2008).
The delineation will map and quantify the acreage of wetland habitats in the area, and
will be submitted to USACE for verification.
If wetlands are found within the proposed construction site or any other area to be
disturbed, a wetland delineation report will be prepared and submitted to USACE.
If applicable, Regional San will replace, restore, or enhance the acreage of all wetlands,
other waters of the United States, and waters of the State that cannot be avoided and will
be removed and/or degraded. Thus, the project will achieve “no net loss” of wetland
functions and values, in accordance with the requirements of USACE and the Central
Valley Regional Water Board. Wetland habitat will be restored, enhanced, and/or
replaced at an acreage and location agreed upon by the project proponent, USACE, and
the Central Valley Regional Water Board, as appropriate. The acreage, location, and
methods will be determined during the Section 401 and Section 404 permitting processes,
and will be based on a USACE-verified wetland delineation. Also, if USACE determines
that non-jurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., “non-federal” waters of the State) are
present in the Project area, Regional San will obtain a Waste Discharge Requirement to
be issued by the Central Valley Regional Water Board.
Implementation of these mitigation measures would reduce impacts resulting from
impacts to sensitive natural communities and habitats, including waters of the United
States or waters of the State to less than significant.”
[Chapter 2 “Comments and Responses,” Comment 2-2, 2-3]
The text in Section 3.6 “Cultural Resources” is amended as follows:
“Records Search Efforts to identify cultural resources within the Project alignment
consisted of a record search by the North Central Information Center (NCIC) at
California State University, Sacramento. The records search revealed 46 52 cultural
resources investigations have been completed in, adjacent to, or within 0.25 0.5 mile of
the Project alignment (Table 3.6-1). All or portions of 20 of these previous studies fall
within the current Project alignment. An additional seven eight studies were previously
conducted adjacent to the Project alignment.
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Table 3.6-1. Previous Cultural Resources Inventories Within 0.25 0.5 Mile of
Project Alignment
NCIC
Report
No.

Year of
Study

Type of Study

Project

Report Authored By

Within Project
Alignment

86

1978

Survey and
Evaluation

Freeport Shores, Delta Shores

Russo, Marianne

Yes

86

1982

Survey

Delta Shores

Chavez, David

Yes

88

1974

Survey

Morrison Stream Basin

Johnson, Jerald J.

Yes

184

1978

Survey

SSMP EIR

Russo, Marianne

Yes

306

1979

Survey

Proposed Mack Meadowview Road
Bridge and Intersection Localities

Rondeau, Michael F.

No

421

1979

Survey

Klotz Property

Peak & Associates

Yes

Peak & Associates

No

514

1980

Survey

SMUD Rancho Seco Transmission
Line

1087

1998

Survey

SRWTP Dewatering Facility

Norton, W.L.

No

1895

1992

Survey

Carson Ice-Gen Project

Ebasco Environmental

No

1904

1993

Survey

SMUD Gas Pipeline

Woodward-Clyde
Consultants

Yes

1912

1998

Survey

Pacific Bell Site

Derr, Eleanor

Adjacent

3346

2000

Survey

SPA Cogeneration Pipeline

Hatoff, Brian

No

3368

1995

Monitoring

SPA Cogeneration Pipeline

Melton, Laura

No

3489

1993

Survey

SMUD Gas Pipeline

Waechter, Sharon

Yes

3531

1994

Survey

SRWTP Master Plan

Maniery et al.

Yes

3571

1992

Survey

Upper Beach Lake Restoration

Warner, Laurie

Yes

3787

1996

Survey

South Sacramento Corridor

Brown, Jody

Adjacent

3809

1995

Survey

SRWTP Levee Improvement

Maniery and Baker

Yes

3847

1990

Survey

I-5/Laguna Blvd Interchange

Chavez, David

Yes

3849

1987

Evaluation

Riverbend/I-5 Interchange

Chavez, David

Yes

3850

1982

Survey

SRWTP Buffer Zone

Decater, Ernest

Yes

3854

1989

Survey

Sacramento River Flood Control

Weaver, Richard

No

3861

1992

Survey

Freeport Transit Center

McGowan, Dana

No

3862

1996

Survey

Sump 28 Sedimentation Basin

Shapiro, William

No

1990

Survey and
Evaluation

Sacramento Urban Area Flood
Control

Bouey, Paul

Yes

4206

3-4 – November 12, 2014

Response to Comments on the Public Draft EIR

Chapter 3.0 – Revisions to the Draft EIR

Table 3.6-1. Previous Cultural Resources Inventories Within 0.25 0.5 Mile of
Project Alignment (contd.)
NCIC
Report
No.

Year of
Study

Type of Study

Project

Report Authored By

Within Project
Alignment

4417

1993

Record Search

Franklin Boulevard Redevelopment
Plan EIR

Derr, Eleanor

No

4418

2001

Survey

Fifteen SureWest Tower Sites

Peak & Associates

No

n/a

2002

Survey and
Evaluation

I-5/Cosumnes River Boulevard
Interchange

Jones & Stokes

Yes

5813

2004

Survey

Meadowview Station

Coleman, Jason

Yes

6112

2003

Evaluation

South Sacramento Corridor

JRP Historical
Consulting

Yes

6122

2004

SHPO Review

Tetra Tech Wireless

Billat, Scott

No

6675

2004

Evaluation

Caltrans Bridge Inventory Update

JRP Historical
Consulting

Adjacent

7018

2005

Determination of
Effects

Freeport Bridge Project

Roland, Carol

Adjacent

7833

2006

Survey

Sacramento Southern Freeport
Railroad

HRA

No

7963

2004

Survey and
Evaluation

Freeport Shores Trail

Hilton, Steven

Adjacent

8565

2007

Survey and
Evaluation

Fruitridge Vista Water System

Peak, Melinda

No

8661

2006

Survey

Sacramento River Bank

Bell, Daniel

No

8734

2007

Survey

SMUD Gas Pipeline

Sikes, Nancy

Adjacent

8768

2007

Survey and
Evaluation

Delta Shores

Guerrero, Marcos

Yes

9135

2007

Survey

SMUD Freeport Water 69kV Line

Shapiro, William

No

9313

2008

Survey

Central Sewer Truck Rehabilitation
Project

SWCA Environmental
Consultants

No

9326

2008

Inventory

Caltrans D3 Rural Highways

Leach-Palm, Laura

Yes

9423

2008

Literature Review

Urban Levee

Grant, Joanne

No

EDAW, Inc.

Adjacent

9518

2008

Survey

Survey Expanded Roadside
Vegetated Treatment Site (ERVTS)
Pilot Study

9989

2006 &
2008

Survey and
Evaluation

Freeport Regional Water

Roark, Gabriel

Yes

10443

2010

Survey

Clearwire Mobile Site

Losee, Carolyn

No

10450

2010

Survey

Levee Erosion Sites

Guerrero, Marcos

No

10608

2010

Survey

Cabrillo Park Wireless

Billat, Lorna

No

10676

2010

Survey and
Testing

Chorley Park Redevelopment

Dice, Michael

Adjacent

10826

2011

Survey

Levee Erosion Repair

Guerrero et al.

No

10832

2011

Survey

T-Mobile West Cabrillo Park

Cohen, David

No

10874

2010

Survey

Urban Levee

URS Corporation

No
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The records search by the NCIC indicates a total of 24 25 cultural resources have been
previously recorded within the Project alignment or within a ¼ 0.5 mile (Table 3.6-2).
Seventeen Eighteen are historic-era resources and seven are prehistoric resources. Nine of
the historic-era resources are linear built resources (railroads, levees, canal, bridge, water
conveyance systems), three are associated with farms or ranches, two are rows of Victory
trees, one is a government building complex, one is a park, and one is debris scatter. The
prehistoric resources include three habitation sites, one scatter, and three isolated
occurrences.
Table 3.6-2. Cultural Resources Previously Recorded in or Within ¼ 0.5 Mile of the
Project Alignment
Primary #

Trinomial

Period

Year Recorded

Description

Within
Project
Alignment

P-34-0011

n/a

Prehistoric

1978

Projectile point fragment

No

P-34-0027-H

n/a

Historic

1995

Isolated steel tank

No

P-34-0071

CA-SAC-44

Prehistoric

1934, multiple, 1990

Habitation site, burials; no longer exists

No

P-34-0073

CA-SAC-46

Prehistoric

1934, multiple, 1990

Habitation site; no longer exists

No

P-34-0110

CA-SAC-83

Prehistoric

1934, multiple, 1994

Habitation site, human remains

No

P-34-0229

CA-SAC-202

Prehistoric

1955, 1974, 1978

Scatter of baked clay objects and clamshell
beads; no longer exists

No

P-34-0491

CA-SAC464H

Historic

1993, multiple, 2007

Western Pacific Railroad

Yes

P-34-0639

n/a

Historic

2001

Victory trees lining Freeport Blvd., planted
ca. 1926, recorded between Meadowview
Rd. and Stonecrest Ave.

Adjacent

P-34-0832

CA-SAC641H

Historic

1982

Residence, farm/ranch outbuildings

No

P-34-0833

CA-SAC642H

Historic

1982

Victorian residence, ca. 1906, farm/ranch
outbuildings

Adjacent

P-34-1363

n/a

Historic

2002, 2005

Morrison Creek Levee, ca. 1961

Yes

P-34-1394

CA-SAC846H

Historic

2005

Water conveyance system

No

P-34-1497

CA-SAC1092H

Historic

2006, 2007, 2008

Southern Pacific Railroad, branch line

No

P-34-1580

CA-SAC954H

Historic

2006

Sacramento Southern Freeport Railroad

No

P-34-1607

n/a

Prehistoric

2002

Isolated scatter of three basalt flakes

No

P-34-1706

CA-SAC1012H

Historic

2006, 2007

Dairy complex, ca. 1910

Adjacent

P-34-1707

n/a

Prehistoric

2006

Isolated lithic flake

No

P-34-1708

n/a

Historic

2007

Debris scatter

No

P-34-2104

n/a

Historic

2007

Row of trees (oaks, pecans, unidentified)
lining Freeport Blvd. (south of Freeport
Bridge)

Adjacent

P-34-2143

n/a

Historic

2008

Sacramento River levees

No
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Table 3.6-2. Cultural Resources Previously Recorded in or Within ¼ 0.5 Mile of the
Project Alignment (contd.)
Primary #

Trinomial

Period

Year Recorded

Description

Within
Project
Alignment

P-34-2469

n/a

Historic

1984, 2003, 2004

Freeport Bridge (24C0001) built in 1929

No

P-34-3867

n/a

Historic

2001

Water conveyance system

Yes

P-34-3871

n/a

Historic

2005

Sacramento Drainage Canal, 1861-1915

No

P-34-4265

n/a

Historic

2010

Chorley Park, 1960-1973

Adjacent

P-34-4475

n/a

Historic

2011

City of Sacramento Corporation Yard
buildings, structures

No

“Archaeological Sensitivity Review of prior studies, site records, historic maps, survey
results, and disturbance history indicates the Project alignment has a low potential for the
discovery of subsurface archaeological material, features, or deposits during Project
implementation. Alluvial fan and floodplain deposits buried many prehistoric sites, if
present, in this area, particularly those older than 3,000 years (Meyer and Rosenthal
2008; Rosenthal et al. 2007). Additionally, the environment in the Project vicinity has
been greatly altered over the past 150 years. The southern Sacramento Valley and Delta
region has a 150-year history of disturbance by agricultural activities. Agricultural
practices typically re-contour the land and then mix at least the upper 2 feet of soil,
typically obscuring any surface evidence of archaeological material. Since the mid-to-late
1800s and early 1900s, the Project vicinity has also been substantially modified by
construction of roadways, railroad grades, and levees. The creeks near the SRWTP were
initially channelized at least 60 years ago, and the area north of the planned Delta Shores
community has been altered by more than 50 years of residential and commercial
development.
As one outcome of the natural deposition processes and human alteration of the
landscape, no prehistoric or historic archaeological sites and only one historic-era ditch
(P-34-3867) were found in the Project alignment by recent studies that included the
planned 800-acre Delta Shores development (Guerrero 2007) and the Cosumnes River
Boulevard Extension and I-5 Interchange Project (Chavez 1987; Jones & Stokes 2002).
Only four cultural resources were recorded within a 0.25 0.5 mile radius but outside the
current Project alignment by these surveys: a dairy building complex (P-34-1706), two
isolated flaked stone (P-34-1607 and P-34-1707), and a historic-era debris scatter (P-341708). The dairy complex fronting Freeport Boulevard (SR 160) is adjacent to but outside
the current Project. In addition, no archaeological sites were identified in the current
Project alignment during survey of the Morrison-Laguna-Unionhouse Creek drainage
system (Johnson 1974). That drainage system converges near the SRWTP and empties
into the Sacramento River.”
[Chapter 2 “Comments and Responses,” Comment 4-3, 4-12]
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The text in Impact 3.6-4: “Ground disturbance could affect undocumented
paleontological resources” is amended as follows:
“No documented paleontological resources have been identified within the Project
alignment. However, paleontological resources are known in the Project vicinity, and the
Riverbank Formation, which underlies the majority of the Project alignment, is
considered to have a high sensitivity for the discovery of Pleistocene-age vertebrate
fossils. Project-related construction activities are not likely to produce significant
vertebrate fossil remains due to prior disturbance by roadways and agricultural activities
and to the relatively shallow depth of the majority of planned ground-disturbing activities
(open cut construction in roadways). Although deep HDD is planned to cross 30 feet
below the Morrison/Laguna Creek levees and may impact fossiliferous sediments,
mitigation for trenchless drilling using HDD or pipe jacking methods is infeasible. HDD
simultaneously drills and exudes destroyed sediments at the entry and exit locations.
With pipe jacking (also known as pipe ramming), various methods (e.g., water jetting,
compressed air) are used to remove the spoils after the pipe is in place on shorter
installations such as planned for this Project at the railroad crossings. Due to the known
presence of paleontological resources in the region, there is a potential that Project
construction activities could expose and/or impact previously undocumented important
paleontological resources. This impact is potentially significant.”
The text in Mitigation Measure 3.6: “Implement inadvertent discovery measures for the
protection of paleontological resources” is added as follows:
“Prior to construction, Regional San shall implement soil sampling at trenchless drilling
locations to determine the depth of potential paleontological resources. If no
paleontological resources are identified, the trenchless drilling may proceed. If fossils or
other paleontological resources are encountered during the sampling or during
construction, all work shall be halted within a 50-foot radius of the find and a qualified
paleontologist shall be contacted to examine the find and evaluate its significance. If the
find is deemed to have significant scientific value, the paleontologist and Regional San
shall formulate a plan to either avoid impacts or to continue construction without
disturbing the integrity of the find (e.g., by carefully excavating the material containing
the resources under the direction of the paleontologist followed by routine conservation,
laboratory preparation, and curation). Recommendations determined by Regional San to
be necessary and feasible shall be implemented before construction activities can resume
at the site where the paleontological resources were discovered.”
[Chapter 2, “Comment and Responses,” Comment 4-13]
The text in Section 3.9.4 “Environmental Impacts and Recommended Mitigation
Measures” is added as follows:
“If hazardous materials are stored in reportable quantity and/or hazardous waste is
generated at any laydown area along the pipeline, separate hazardous materials and/or
hazardous waste permits may be required for each location. Permits are business and
owner specific and may not be transferred to other owners or locations. Since the main
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pipeline is anticipated to last 13 months the construction exemption outlined in
Sacramento County Code 6.96.095 may not apply. Regional San will obtain all
necessary permits as indicated in the Sacramento County Code, if applicable.
For permanent structures, if hazardous materials are stored in reportable quantity and/or
hazardous waste is generated at any appurtenant facilities along the pipeline, a separate
hazardous materials and/or hazardous waste permit may be required for each location.
Permits are business and owner specific and may not be transferred to other owners or
locations. Regional San will obtain all necessary permits as indicated in the Sacramento
County Code, if applicable.”
[Chapter 2 “Comments and Responses,” Comment 3-3]
The text in Section 3.10.4 “Environmental Impacts and Recommended Mitigation
Measures” is amended as follows:
“Construction Site Dewatering and Pipeline Testing: Dewatering BMPs involve
actions to prevent discharge of contaminants present in dewatering of groundwater during
construction, discharges of water from testing of pipelines or other facilities, or the
indirect erosion that may be caused by dewatering discharges. If dewatering is required
during construction, Regional San will obtain the necessary NPDES permits in
accordance with Central Valley Regional Water Board NPDES dewatering discharge
requirements.”
[Chapter 2 “Comments and Responses,” Comment 2-4]

3.3 Staff-Initiated Changes to the Draft EIR

The text changes presented in this section are initiated by Lead Agency staff.
The text in Section 3.7.4 “Environmental Impacts and Recommended Mitigation
Measures” is amended as follows. This edit provides a correction to the significance
determination in the Draft EIR.
“Impact 3.7-1: Expose people or structures to seismic hazards.
The Project would be constructed in an area that may be subject to strong seismic ground
shaking from active earthquake faults. Seismic ground shaking could cause structural
failure of the proposed recycled water main, laterals, and storage tanks. This impact is
potentially significant less than significant.”
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Table ES-1. Impacts and Recommended Mitigation Measures (Portions Revised)
Impact
Biological
Resources
Impact 3.5-8:
Construction-related
effects on Sensitive
Natural Communities
and Habitats,
including Waters of
the United States or
Waters of the State.
Geology and Soils
Impact 3.7-1: Expose
people or structures
to seismic hazards

Description

The proposed Project is not anticipated to have direct
impacts to Morrison Creek, Laguna Creek, or other
riparian or wetland areas. However, during
construction activities potential for effects on
sensitive natural communities and habitats, including
waters of the United States or waters of the State
may not be entirely avoided.
The Project would be constructed in an area that
may be subject to strong seismic ground shaking
from active earthquake faults. Seismic ground
shaking could cause structural failure of the
proposed recycled water main, laterals, and storage
tanks.
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Significance
After
Mitigation

PS

Mitigation Measure 3.5-8:
Delineate Waters of the United
States and Obtain
Authorizations for Fill and
Required Permits

LTS

PS LTS

N/A

LTS
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Appendix A – Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting
Program
This document is the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for
Sacramento Regional County Sanitation District (Regional San or SRCSD) / Sacramento
Power Authority (SPA)/ City of Sacramento (City) Water Recycling Pipeline Project
(Project) Final Environmental Impact Report (Final EIR). It is prepared for adoption by
Regional San Board of Director’s, pursuant to Section 15097 of the California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines. Section 15097 states that an MMRP
must be adopted by the lead agency “when a public agency has made the findings
required under paragraph (1) of subdivision (a) of Section 15091 (of the CEQA
Guidelines) relative to an EIR or adopted a mitigated negative declaration in conjunction
with approving a project. In order to ensure that the mitigation measures and project
revisions identified in the EIR or negative declaration are implemented, the public agency
shall adopt a program for monitoring or reporting on the revisions which it has required
in the project and the measures it has imposed to mitigate or avoid significant
environmental effects.”
The MMRP has been prepared as a matrix containing the following elements:
•

Measures that would mitigate significant impacts on the environment are recorded
with the action and the procedure necessary to ensure compliance.

•

A procedure of compliance and verification has been outlined for each measure.
This procedure designates who will take action, what action will be taken and
when, and to whom and when compliance will be reported.

•

The MMRP has been designed to provide focused, yet flexible guidelines. As
monitoring progresses, changes to compliance procedures may be necessary based
upon recommendations by those responsible for the program.

The MMRP will be in place through all phases of the project. Regional San shall
coordinate enforcement of the MMRP and oversee it to ensure that proper action is taken
on each mitigation measure.
Below is the Mitigation Monitoring or Reporting Program for the Project (Table 1-1).
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Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Measure
Aesthetics

Mitigation Measure 3.22a. Avoid damage or
removal of oak trees in
Chorley Park.

Mitigation Measure 3.22b. Screen views of the
water tank from
developed recreation
areas in Chorley Park.

Implementation

Responsible Party

Timing

Verification of Compliance
Signature

Date

Remarks

The alignment of the recycled water laterals through Chorley Park and onto Bing Maloney GC shall be determined
with the input of a qualified arborist, and shall avoid the removal of mature oak trees (native Quercus species 36 inch
circumference or greater) to the greatest extent possible. Any mature oak trees that must be removed for project
construction shall be replaced in-kind on a one-to-one basis within Chorley Park or the Bing Maloney GC. New
plantings shall be at least 15-gallon size planters; shall be placed to visually screen the new tank from developed
recreation areas in Chorley Park; and shall be monitored for five years to ensure survival and growth of the tree. If
there is mortality of new oak trees, they shall be replaced again and monitored for five years.
To avoid damage to existing mature oak trees adjacent to the alignment in the Chorley Park and Bing Maloney GC,
the driplines of mature oak trees shall be identified by a qualified arborist and fenced with construction fencing prior to
the start of construction. Grading, trenching, soil compaction, or storage of construction equipment shall not be
allowed within the fenced dripline areas. Regional San shall have a qualified arborist monitor the mature oak trees
that would be fenced for the lateral alignment in Chorley Park and Bing Maloney Golf Corse for five years to identify
any tree mortality. If any of the mature oak trees die due to project-related construction disturbance, they shall be
replaced in-kind on a one-to-one basis within Chorley Park or Bing Maloney GC. New plantings shall be at least 15gallon size planters; shall be placed to screen the new tank and pump; and shall be monitored for five years to ensure
survival and growth of the tree. If there is mortality of new oak trees, they shall be replaced again and monitored for
five years.
The water tank, underground pump, and access road shall be sited to minimize visibility of the tank and road from
park paths, picnic areas and playing fields. The access road shall be routed to minimize fragmentation of the park’s
open space areas.
The exterior of the storage tank shall be painted or treated such that the color minimizes visual intrusion and contrast
by blending with the landscape. Non-glare paint or treatment shall be used.
Regional San shall prepare and implement a landscape plan for the storage tank at Chorley Park that is consistent
with the Chorley Park Master Plan and that addresses, at a minimum:
•
vegetative screening that provides substantial (over 50 percent) screening of the storage tank at five
years
•
a list of plants to be used and times to maturity
•
plant materials that are compatible with the existing park setting
•
plan review by the City of Sacramento Parks and Recreation Department
•
monitoring and replacement of unsuccessful plantings for five years following installation
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Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (contd.)
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Measure
Air Quality

Mitigation Measure 3.41: Implement
construction emission
control practices.

Implementation

Responsible Party

Timing
The following fugitive dust control measures during Project construction shall be implemented, as required by
SMAQMD’s Rule 403:
•
Water all exposed surfaces two times daily. Exposed surfaces include, but are not limited to soil piles,
graded areas, unpaved parking areas, laydown areas, and access roads.
•
Cover or maintain at least two feet of free board space on haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other
loose material on the construction site. Any haul trucks that would be traveling along freeways or major
roadways would be covered.
•
Use wet power vacuum street sweepers to remove any visible trackout mud or dirt onto adjacent public
roads at least once a day. Use of dry power sweeping is prohibited.
•
Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour (mph).
•
All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, parking lots to be paved would be completed as soon as possible.
In addition, building pads would be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding or soil binders
are used.
In addition, California regulations limit idling from both on-road and off-road diesel powered equipment. In compliance
with such regulations, Regional San shall implement the following additional measures to limit exhaust emissions
during construction:
•
Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the time of idling to 5
minutes [required by CCR, Title 13, sections 2449(d)(3) and 2485]. Provide clear signage that posts this
requirement for workers at the entrances to the site.
•
Maintain all construction equipment in proper working condition according to manufacturer’s
specifications. The equipment must be checked by a certified mechanic and determine to be running in
proper condition before it is operated.
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Appendix A – Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (contd.)
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Measure
Biological Resources

Mitigation Measure 3.51: Special-status birds,
including those
protected under the
MBTA

Implementation

Responsible Party

Timing
Implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.5-1(a) would require surveys for protected bird species to confirm the
presence of active nests during the appropriate nesting season. If construction activities cannot be avoided during the
nesting season, then implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.5-1(b) through (d) ensures that active nests are
protected by instituting appropriate buffer zones and avoiding or minimizing loss or take of this species.
a. The project applicant or developer(s) shall have a qualified biologist conduct nest surveys within 30
days prior to any demolition/construction or ground disturbing activities that are within 500 feet of
potential nest trees. A pre-construction survey shall be submitted to CDFW that includes, at a
minimum: (1) a description of the methodology including dates of field visits, the names of survey
personnel with resumes, and a list of references cited and persons contacted; and (2) a map
showing the location(s) of raptor and migratory bird nests observed on the Project alignment. If no
active nests of MBTA, CDFW or USFWS covered species are identified then no further mitigation is
required.
b. Should active nests of protected bird species be identified in the survey conducted in accordance
with Mitigation Measure 3.5-2(a), the applicant, or developer(s), in consultation with the CDFW,
shall delay construction in the vicinity of active nest sites during the breeding season (March 1
through August 1) while the nest is occupied with adults and/or young. A qualified biologist shall
monitor any occupied nest 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 shall be determined in consultation with the CDFW, but will be
a minimum of 100 feet. The buffer zone shall be delineated with highly visible temporary
construction fencing.
c. No intensive disturbance (e.g., heavy equipment operation associated with construction, use of
cranes or draglines, new rock crushing activities) or other Project-related activities that could cause
nest abandonment or forced fledging, shall be initiated within the established buffer zone of an
active nest between March 1 and August 1.
d. If demolition/construction activities are unavoidable within the buffer zone, the project applicant shall
retain a qualified biologist to monitor the nest site to determine if construction activities are
disturbing the adult or young birds. The monitor shall have the authority to halt construction
activities that are causing agitation to the birds that could result in take. If abandonment occurs, the
biologist shall consult with CDFW or USFWS for the appropriate salvage measures. This could
include taking any nestlings to a local wildlife rehabilitation center.

Response to Comments on the Public Draft EIR

Prior and/or during
construction

Verification of Compliance
Signature

Date

Remarks

Regional San

A-7 – November 12, 2014

Regional San/SPA/City of Sacramento
Water Recycling Pipeline Project – Final EIR

This page left blank intentionally.

A-8 – November 12, 2014

Response to Comments on the Public Draft EIR

Appendix A – Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (contd.)
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Measure

Implementation

Responsible Party

Timing

Verification of Compliance
Signature

Date
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Implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.5-2(a) would require surveys for nesting Swainson’s hawks to confirm the
presence of active nests during the appropriate nesting season. If construction activities cannot be avoided during the
nesting season, then implementation of Mitigation Measure 3.5-2(b) ensures that active nests are protected and the
potential for nest abandonment is minimized by instituting appropriate buffer zones and avoiding or minimizing
disturbance to any nesting birds.

Mitigation Measure 3.52: Swainson’s hawk
(nesting)

Before any demolition/construction activities that occur between March 1 and September 15 the applicant or
developer(s) shall have a qualified biologist conduct surveys for nesting migratory birds on the Project alignment and
within a quarter mile of demolition/construction activities. Surveys shall be conducted no more than 30 days prior to
the start of any demolition or construction activities. If no active nests are identified on or within a quarter mile of
construction activities, a letter report summarizing the survey results shall be sent to the City of Sacramento and
CDFW and no further mitigation is required.
a. If active nests are found, measures that will avoid impacts to nesting migratory birds, including measures
consistent with the CDFW Staff Report Regarding Mitigation for Impacts to Swainson’s Hawks in the Central
Valley of California shall be implemented as follows:
•
Nest trees shall not be removed unless there is no feasible way of avoiding their removal.
•
If there is no feasible alternative to removing a nest tree, a Management Authorization (including
conditions to offset the loss of the nest tree) shall be obtained from CDFW with the tree removal period
(generally between October 1 and February 1) to be specified in the Management Authorization.
•
No intensive disturbances (e.g., heavy equipment operation associated with construction, use of cranes
or draglines, new rock crushing activities) or other project-related activities that could cause nest
abandonment or forced fledging, shall be initiated within 1,320 feet (¼ mile) or less, as determined by
CDFW, (buffer zone as defined in the CDFW Staff Report) of an active Swainson’s hawk nest or 500
feet for other nesting migratory birds, between March 1 and September 15 or until August 15 if a
Management Authorization or Biological Opinion is obtained from CDFW for the project. The buffer zone
may be reduced in consultation with CDFW.
• If demolition/construction activities are unavoidable and are allowed by CDFW within the buffer zone,
the project applicant or developer(s) shall retain a qualified biologist to monitor the nest to determine if
abandonment occurs. If the nest is abandoned and the nestlings are still alive, the project proponent
shall retain the services of a qualified biologist to reintroduce the nestling(s) (recovery and hacking).
Prior to implementing, any hacking plan shall be reviewed and approved by the Environmental Services
Division and Wildlife Management Division of the CDFW. The CDFW may allow reduction of the
recommended buffers, if a qualified biologist is retained for on-site nest observations.
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Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (contd.)
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Measure

Mitigation Measure 3.53: burrowing owl
(nesting)

Implementation

Responsible Party

Timing

Verification of Compliance
Signature

Date

Remarks

Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the project applicant shall retain a qualified biologist to conduct a preconstruction burrowing owl survey. If no suitable burrows are found, no further mitigation is required. If suitable
burrows are found, but no owls are found, all burrows shall be hand-excavated and collapsed prior to project
construction. If nesting owls are found, no disturbance shall be allowed within 160-feet of the active nest burrow
between February 1 and August 31. Outside the nesting season, and/or upon confirmation by the qualified biologist,
and in consultation with CDFW, that all young have fledged and left an active nest, burrowing owls present in the
burrow shall be excluded from the burrow(s) by a qualified biologist through a passive relocation as outlined in the
California Burrowing Owl Consortium’s April 1993 Burrowing Owl Survey Protocol and Mitigation Guidelines
(California Burrowing Owl Consortium 1993) and 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFG 2012). Once
the burrows have been cleared, they must be hand-excavated and collapsed prior to project construction.
To offset the loss of foraging and burrow habitat along the Project alignment, mitigation will be implemented as
directed in CDFG (2012), which states that, “permanent habitat loss necessitates replacement with an equivalent or
greater habitat area for breeding, foraging, wintering, dispersal, presence of burrows, burrow surrogates, presence of
fossorial mammal dens, well drained soils, and abundant and available prey within close proximity to the burrow.” The
project proponent shall provide funding for long-term management and monitoring of the protected lands. The
monitoring plan shall include success criteria, remedial measures, and an annual report to the Department. This
mitigation could overlap with mitigation requirements for Swainson’s hawk foraging habitat as deemed appropriate by
CDFW.

Prior to construction

Regional San

If destruction of occupied burrows is unavoidable, the project applicant shall coordinate with CDFW to identify existing
suitable burrows located on the protected lands site to be enhanced (enlarged or cleared of debris) or new burrows
created (by installing artificial burrows) at a ratio of 2:1.
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Appendix A – Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (contd.)
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Measure

Mitigation Measure 3.54: Giant Garter Snake
upland habitat

Implementation

Responsible Party

Timing
If impacts within 200 feet of GGS aquatic habitat are not expected; however, if any work were to occur in this area, consultation with
USFWS will be carried out to determine if any take will occur.
a. Pre-construction Surveys. At most 24-hours prior to the commencement of construction activities, the environmentally
sensitive area, i.e. areas within 200 feet of aquatic GGS habitat, shall be surveyed for GGS by a USFWS-approved biologist.
The biologist will provide the USFWS with a written report that adequately documents the monitoring efforts within 24-hours of
commencement of construction activities. The project area shall be re-inspected by the monitoring biologist whenever a lapse
in construction activity of two weeks or greater has occurred.
b. Timing of Construction. Construction activity in GGS upland habitat will occur during the snake’s active period between May 1
and October 1. During the active period, direct mortality is lessened, because snakes are expected to actively move and avoid
danger. If it appears that construction activity may go beyond October 1, the project proponents shall contact the USFWS as
soon as possible, but not later than September 15 of the year in question, to determine if additional measures are necessary to
minimize take. Construction activities within 200 feet from the banks of snake aquatic habitat will be avoided during the
snake’s inactive season. If this is not feasible, the Project Proponent must consult with USFWS to determine measures to
avoid impacts to giant garter snake.
c. Monitoring During Construction. A USFWS-approved biologist shall inspect construction-related activities at the ESA to
ensure that no unauthorized take of federally listed species or destruction of their habitat occurs. The biologist shall be
available for monitoring throughout all phases of construction that may result in adverse effects to the giant garter snake. This
includes installation of exclusion fence in GGS upland habitat. Furthermore, the biologist shall have the authority through
communication with the resident engineer to stop construction activities in the immediate area if a GGS is encountered during
construction until appropriate corrective measures have been completed or until the snake is determined to be unharmed.
Snakes encountered during construction activities shall be allowed to move away from the area on their own volition. The
biologist shall notify the USFWS immediately if any listed species are found on-site, and will submit a report, including date(s),
location(s), habitat description, and any corrective measures taken to protect the species found. The biologist shall be
required to report any take of listed species to the USFWS immediately by telephone at 916/ 414-6600 and by electronic mail
or written letter addressed to the Chief, Endangered Species Division, within three (3) working days of the incident. The
Service does not authorize any handling or moving of a giant garter snake by other than a USFWS-approved biologist.
d. Worker Awareness Training. A Worker Environmental Awareness Training Program for construction personnel shall be
conducted by the USFWS-approved biologist for all construction workers, including contractors, prior to the commencement of
construction activities. The program shall provide workers with information on their responsibilities with regard to the snake,
an overview of the life-history of this species, information on take prohibitions, protections afforded this animal under the Act,
and an explanation of the relevant terms and conditions of this biological opinion. Written documentation of the training must
be submitted to the Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office within 30 days of the completion of training. As needed, training shall
be conducted in Spanish for Spanish language speakers.
e. Install Snake Exclusion Fencing. Prior to the commencement of construction activities, high visibility fencing will be erected
around the habitats of federally listed species to identify and protect these designated ESAs from encroachment of personnel
and equipment. These areas will be avoided by all construction personnel. The fencing shall be inspected by the Contractor
before the start of each work day and maintained by the Contractor until completion of the project. The fencing may be
removed only when the construction of the project is completed. Fencing will be established in upland immediately adjacent to
aquatic snake habitat and extending up to 200 feet from construction activities. Silt fencing, if properly installed, may serve as
suitable snake exclusion fencing.
f. Provide Adequate Signage. Signs will be posted by the Contractor every 50 feet along the edge of the ESAs, with the
following information: “This area is habitat of federally-threatened and/or endangered species, and must not be disturbed.
These species are protected by the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended. Violators are subject to prosecution, fines,
and imprisonment.” The signs should be clearly readable from a distance of 20 feet, and must be maintained by the
Contractor for the duration of construction.
g. Properly Dispose of Garbage. To eliminate an attraction to predators of the snake, all food-related trash items, such as
wrappers, cans, bottles, and food scraps, must be disposed of in closed containers and removed at the end of each work day
from the entire project site.
h. Minimize Impacts. The Contractor shall minimize the potential for harm, harassment, and direct mortality of the snake
resulting from project-related activities by implementation of the project. The Contractor shall ensure that the temporary loss of
giant garter snake habitat is confined to the proposed project site.
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Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (contd.)
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Measure
Mitigation Measure 3.55: Elderberry shrub
impacts
Mitigation Measure 3.56: Perennial grassland

Mitigation Measure 3.57: Tree removal

Implementation

Responsible Party

Timing
If impacts to this shrub cannot be avoided by at least 20 feet, consultation with USFWS will be carried out to determine if any take will
occur. The shrub will not be removed or transplanted until authorized by USFWS. If USFWS determines that mitigation is required,
compensation will be implemented as outlined in the Conservation Guidelines for Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle (USFWS 1999).
Although non-native weed species have encroached on this area, many stands of the restored native vegetation remain. Therefore, any
ground disturbed in this area would be required to be restored to original grade and revegetated per the original specifications of the
restoration project(s).
Where damage and removal of trees subject to County and City regulations cannot be avoided, mitigation measures will be
implemented in accordance with the Sacramento County 2030 General Plan and the City of Sacramento Tree Preservation Ordinance.
For projects in the unincorporated County, native tree impacts would be mitigated as outlined in General Plan policies CO-138, CO-139,
and CO-140. Impacts to woodland habitat, such as a riparian or native oak, are mitigated on an acreage basis, as described in CO-140.
Individual native tree impacts outside of the habitat areas are mitigated based on the tree's dbh per CO-139. Non-native tree impacts
are mitigated using a canopy measurement based on 15-year shade cover values (CO-145), or, if onsite mitigation is not possible, by
contributing to the Greenprint fund (CO-146).
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Trees removed within the City of Sacramento would be mitigated according to the City of Sacramento Tree Preservation Ordinance,
which specifies replacement planting of trees of at least 24 inch box size for impacts to trees greater than six inches in diameter, or
replacement trees of a minimum of 15 gallon can size for impacts to trees less than six inches in diameter.
Before the Project is implemented and if the Project so warrants, waters of the United States will be delineated according to methods
established in the USACE wetlands delineation manual and Arid West Supplement (Environmental Laboratory 1987, 2008). The
delineation will map and quantify the acreage of wetland habitats in the area, and will be submitted to USACE for verification.
Mitigation Measure 3.58: Delineate Waters of
the United States and
Obtain Authorizations
for Fill and Required
Permits

Cultural Resources
Mitigation Measure 3.62: Implement
inadvertent discovery
measures for the
protection of cultural
resources
Mitigation Measure 3.63: Implement
inadvertent discovery
measures for the
protection of human
remains

If wetlands are found within the proposed construction site or any other area to be disturbed, a wetland delineation report will be
prepared and submitted to USACE.
If applicable, Regional San will replace, restore, or enhance the acreage of all wetlands, other waters of the United States, and waters
of the State that cannot be avoided and will be removed and/or degraded. Thus, the project will achieve “no net loss” of wetland
functions and values, in accordance with the requirements of USACE and the Central Valley Regional Water Board. Wetland habitat will
be restored, enhanced, and/or replaced at an acreage and location agreed upon by the project proponent, USACE, and the Central
Valley Regional Water Board, as appropriate. The acreage, location, and methods will be determined during the Section 401 and
Section 404 permitting processes, and will be based on a USACE-verified wetland delineation. Also, if USACE determines that nonjurisdictional waters of the State (i.e., “non-federal” waters of the State) are present in the Project area, Regional San will obtain a
Waste Discharge Requirement to be issued by the Central Valley Regional Water Board.
If cultural resources are discovered during Project-related construction activities, all ground disturbance within a minimum of 50 feet of
the find shall be halted until a qualified professional archaeologist can evaluate the discovery. The archaeologist shall examine the
resources, assess their significance, and recommend appropriate procedures to either further investigate or mitigate adverse impacts
(e.g., adverse effect on a significant historical resource). If the find is determined to be a significant historical resource and the
archaeological resource cannot be avoided, then applicable mitigation measures for significant resources shall be completed (e.g.,
preservation in place, data recovery program pursuant to PRC §21083.2[i]). During evaluation or mitigative treatment, ground
disturbance and construction work could continue on other parts of the Project alignment.
If human remains are discovered during Project ground-disturbing activities, all work within a minimum of 50 feet of the discovery site
shall halt immediately. Regional San shall notify the County Coroner, as stipulated in Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety
Code. The Coroner shall determine whether the remains are Native American and, if so, shall contact the Native American Heritage
Commission by telephone within 24 hours. The Commission shall follow the stipulations in Section 5097.98 of the California Public
Resources Code, including determination of a most likely descendent. If the Commission is unable to identify a descendant, the
descendant is unable to make a recommendation, or the landowner rejects the recommendation, the Commission shall mediate any
dispute between the parties. Where such mediation fails to provide measures acceptable to the landowner, the landowner shall reinter
the human remains and associated funerary items with appropriate dignity on the property, in a location not subject to further
subsurface disturbance.
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Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (contd.)
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Measure
Mitigation Measure 3.64: Implement
inadvertent discovery
measures for the
protection of
paleontological
resources
Hazards and
Hazardous Materials
Mitigation Measure 3.91: Remediate
contaminated soils
discovered during
construction

Implementation

Responsible Party

Timing
Prior to construction, Regional San shall implement soil sampling at trenchless drilling locations to determine the depth of potential
paleontological resources. If no paleontological resources are identified, the trenchless drilling may proceed. If fossils or other
paleontological resources are encountered during the sampling or during construction, all work shall be halted within a 50-foot radius of
the find and a qualified paleontologist shall be contacted to examine the find and evaluate its significance. If the find is deemed to have
significant scientific value, the paleontologist and Regional San shall formulate a plan to either avoid impacts or to continue construction
without disturbing the integrity of the find (e.g., by carefully excavating the material containing the resources under the direction of the
paleontologist followed by routine conservation, laboratory preparation, and curation). Recommendations determined by Regional San
to be necessary and feasible shall be implemented before construction activities can resume at the site where the paleontological
resources were discovered.

Known contaminated soils and/or hazardous material areas will be avoided during construction. However, if during construction of the
Project alignment, currently unknown contaminated soils or hazardous materials are discovered, construction within the area shall be
halted, the extent and type of contamination shall be characterized, and a clean-up plan shall be prepared and executed. The plan shall
require remediation of contaminated soils. The plan shall be subject to the review and approval of DTSC, the Regional Water Board, or
other agencies, as appropriate. Remediation can include in-situ treatment, disposal at an approved landfill, or other disposal methods,
as approved. Construction can proceed within the subject area upon approval of and in accordance with the plan.
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Appendix A – Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program

Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (contd.)
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Measure
Hydrology and Water
Quality

Mitigation Measure
3.10-2: Implement
construction erosion
control and water
quality BMPs

Implementation

Responsible Party

Timing
Regional San, or its designated general contractor, will prepare a Water Pollution Control Plan (WPCP) for all construction activities
related to the proposed Project. In addition, since the total area of land disturbance for the proposed Project would exceed one acre,
Regional San or its designated general contractor will file a Notice of Intent and Permit Registration Documents for authorization of
project construction activities under State Water Board’s NPDES Construction General Permit (Order No. 2009-0009-DWQ/NPDES
Permit No. CAS000002, and all amendments). A SWPPP would also be required for conformance with the Construction General
Permit.
The WPCP and SWPPP prepared for the Project will describe the BMPs that Regional San and its contractors will use to avoid and
minimize potential adverse construction-related water quality effects. Construction designs, drawings, and contracts for construction
activities will refer to and accommodate the requirements of the WPCP and, for applicable activities, the SWPPP and other
requirements of the Construction General Permit. The WPCP and SWPPP will be required in the contract specifications. All water
quality, erosion, and sediment control measures included in the WPCP/SWPPP will be implemented as specified. The WPCP/SWPPP
also will identify responsibilities of construction contractors for implementation and inspection of BMPs, and training elements for the
personnel responsible for installation and maintenance of the BMPs.
Plan measures may include, as relevant, but not be limited to, the following general categories of BMPs that have proven successful at
reducing adverse water quality effects:
•
Waste Management and Spill Prevention and Response: Waste management BMPs are designed to minimize
exposure of waste materials at all construction sites and staging areas such as waste collection and disposal practices,
containment and protection of wastes from wind and rain, and equipment cleaning measures. Spill prevention and
response BMPs involve planning, equipment, and training for personnel for emergency event response.
•
Erosion and Sedimentation Control: Erosion control BMPs are designed to prevent erosion processes or events
including scheduling work to avoid rain events, stabilizing exposed soils; minimize offsite sediment runoff; remove
sediment from onsite runoff before it leaves the site; and slow runoff rates across construction sites. Identification of
appropriate temporary and long-term seeding, mulching, and other erosion control measures as necessary. Sedimentation
BMPs are designed to minimize offsite sediment runoff once erosion has occurred involving drainage controls, perimeter
controls, detention/sedimentation basins, or other containment features. Regional San has committed to construction of a
silt fence between the ESBs and Laguna Creek, and will develop other BMPs for erosion control as specified above.
•
Good Housekeeping and Non-Stormwater Discharge Management: Good housekeeping BMPs are designed to
reduce exposure of construction sites and materials storage to stormwater runoff including truck tire tracking control
facilities; equipment washing; litter and construction debris; and designated refueling and equipment
inspection/maintenance practices. Non-stormwater discharge management BMPs involve runoff measures for
contaminants not directly associated with rain or wind including vehicle washing and street cleaning operations.
•
Construction Site Dewatering and Pipeline Testing: Dewatering BMPs involve actions to prevent discharge of
contaminants present in dewatering of groundwater during construction, discharges of water from testing of pipelines or
other facilities, or the indirect erosion that may be caused by dewatering discharges. If dewatering is required during
construction, Regional San will obtain the necessary NPDES permits in accordance with Central Valley Regional Water
Board NPDES dewatering discharge requirements.
•
BMP Inspection and Monitoring: Identification of clear objectives for evaluating compliance with WPCP and/or SWPPP
provisions, and specific BMP inspection and monitoring procedures, environmental awareness training, contractor and
agency roles and responsibilities, reporting procedures, and communication protocols.
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Table 1-1. Mitigation, Monitoring and Reporting Program (contd.)
Adopted Mitigation

Mitigation Description

Implementation

Measure
Noise

Mitigation Measure
3.11-1: Construction
traffic

Traffic and
Transportation

Mitigation Measure
3.13-1: Implement
construction traffic
management plan

Mitigation Measure
3.13-2: Maintain
Emergency Access
During Construction
Mitigation Measure
3.13-2: Maintain
pedestrian and bicyclist
safety during
construction

Responsible Party

Timing
Regional San shall comply with the following measures to reduce ambient noise levels during nighttime construction:
•
Limit deliveries to the Project alignment for nighttime construction to the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Monday
through Saturday and the hours of 9:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on Sunday. Materials shall be stored temporarily in close
proximity to the nighttime construction location such that the use of trucks to transport materials to and from the active
construction area is not required at night. Delivered materials shall be fenced and/or secured during the day.
•
Use temporary noise barriers during nighttime construction to prevent line-of-sight between construction equipment and
nearby residences. Barriers shall consist of movable noise curtains (e.g. noise-insulating blankets secured to
temporary/movable fencing). The construction contractor shall inspect the barriers daily and prior to operation of
equipment to insure that no gaps or tears are present that would otherwise diminish the effectiveness of the barriers.
Should the use of barriers be considered infeasible at a particular location due to space or equipment considerations, the
construction contractor shall provide advanced notice of the intended nighttime construction schedule one week prior to
the initiation of nighttime construction and within 2,000 feet of that location.
Before issuance of a permit and beginning construction, Regional San shall prepare a detailed construction traffic management plan
(TMP) that will be subject to review and approval by the City of Sacramento Department of Public Works, Transportation Division, City
of Elk Grove Department of Public Works, and other affected agencies. The TMP shall provide for maintenance of acceptable operating
conditions on local roadways and transit routes. At a minimum, the TMP shall include:
•
the time, and day of street closures;
•
description of material delivery routes, number of truck trips, and specification of construction vehicle travel hour limits;
•
locations of laydown (staging) areas with a limitation on the number of trucks that can be waiting;
•
driveway access plan so that safe vehicular, pedestrian, and bicycle movements are maintained (e.g., steel plates,
minimum distances of open trenches, and private vehicle pick up and drop off areas);
•
maintenance of safe and efficient access routes for emergency vehicles;
•
maintenance of safe and efficient access routes for transit services;
•
manual traffic control when necessary;
•
proper advance warning and posted signage concerning street closures;
•
procedures for construction area evacuation in the case of an emergency declared by county or other local authorities;
•
alternate access routes via detours to maintain continual circulation for local travelers in and around construction zones,
including bicycle riders and pedestrians, where applicable;
•
submittal of the construction TMP to local emergency response agencies and notification to such agencies shall at least
14 days prior to the commencement of construction that would partially or fully obstruct roadways; and
•
posting of contact information in case of emergency or complaint.
If necessary to minimize unexpected operational impacts or delays experienced during real-time construction, Regional San will also be
responsible for modifying the TMP to address such effects.
Regional San shall implement Mitigation Measure 3.16-1, which involves development and implementation of a site-specific
construction Traffic Management Plan (TMP) that addresses the specific steps to be taken before, during, and after construction to
minimize traffic impacts. The TMP will be subject to review and approval by the City of Sacramento Department of Public Works,
Transportation Division, City of Elk Grove Department of Public Works, and other affected agencies, including emergency response
agencies (such as the Sacramento and Elk Grove Fire and Police Departments). As required by the TMP, these agencies shall be
notified at least 14 days prior to the commencement of construction that would partially or fully obstruct roadways.
Regional San shall implement Mitigation Measure 3.16-1, which involves development and implementation of a site-specific
construction TMP that addresses the specific steps to be taken before, during, and after construction to minimize traffic impacts. The
TMP will address provision of roadway access for transit services, safe pedestrian access, and identify alternative bicycle routes around
construction zones to maintain safe bicycle access.

Key:
GGS = Giant garter snake
MBTA = Migratory Bird Treaty Act
SMAQMD = Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
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SPA = Sacramento Power Authority
SRWTP = Sacramento Regional Wastewater Treatment Plant
SWPPP = Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
TMP= Traffic Management Plan
VELB = Valley elderberry longhorn beetle
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