






























































































































































































































































and sanitary sewer systems to accommodate development within the Proposed Project. Therefore, the 

Proposed Project will have a Less Than Significant Impact. 

b. Would the project have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably 

foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years? 

The Proposed Project will develop an on-site storm drainage system via construction of a "dual-use" 

basin within the proposed playfield area. The design and installation of the Proposed Project's storm 

drainage system will be done in accordance with the City's Standards and Specifications and does not 

require the construction or expansion of new/existing facilities. In addition, the Proposed Project will be 

required to comply with conditions set forth by the San Joaquin Irrigation District (SSJID) as described in 

their letter, dated May 14, 2018. These conditions include, but are not limited to, submitting the 

Proposed Project improvement plans to the SSJID for review and approval prior to approval by the City 

of Manteca. Therefore, the Proposed Project will have a Less Than Significant Impact. 

c. Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider that serves or 

may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected demand, in 

addition to the provider's existing commitments? 

City of Manteca Engineering staff has reviewed the Proposed Project and has determined that there is 

sufficient water supply capacity available to serve the Proposed Project, for both potable and non­

potable uses. The Proposed Project does not require the construction of new or expansion of existing 

facilities as it will connect to existing water infrastructure located in Airport Way along the Proposed 

Project's frontage. Therefore, the Proposed Project will have a Less Than Significant Impact. 

The following discussion is an analysis for criteria (d) and (e): 

d. Would the project generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the 

capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

e. Would the project comply with Federal, State, and local management and reduction statutes and 

regulations related to solid waste? 

Solid waste is collected by the City and deposited at the Forward Landfill. Recyclables are taken to a mini 

transfer station adjacent to the Forward Landfill where they are subsequently put into transfer trucks 

and hauled to Sacramento Recycling in Sacramento. According to Cal Recycle, the Forward Landfill has a 

closure date of 2053 and is currently operating at 50% capacity. The construction and operation of the 

school facility included in the Proposed Project would not increase the total amount of solid waste from 

the project site that has already been addressed in the Manteca 2023 General Plan EIR. Therefore, the 

capacity identified in the Manteca 2023 General Plan EIR, is more than sufficient to serve the Proposed 

Project. Because the Forward Landfill has adequate capacity for the construction and operation of the 

Proposed Project will have a Less Than Significant Impact. 

The Proposed Project will comply with all federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to 

solid waste. Therefore, the Proposed Project will have a Less Than Significant Impact. 
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MITIGATION MEASURES: 

Mitigation is not required for this topic. 
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20. WILDFIRE -- Would the project: 

Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

No 
Significant with Significant 

Impact 
Impact Mitigation Impact 

Incorporation 

If located in or near State responsibility areas or 
lands classified as very high fire hazard severity 
zones, would the project : 

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency 
X 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other 
factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby 
expose project occupants to pollutant X 
concentrations from a wildfire or the 
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

c) Require the installation of associated 
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, 
emergency water sources, power lines or other 

X 
utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that 
may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to 
the environment? 

d) Expose people or structures to significant 
risks, including downslope or downstream 

X 
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-
fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

IMPACT ANALYSIS 

The following discussion is an analysis for criteria (a), (b), (c), and (d): 

a. Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency 

evacuation plan? 

b. Would the project due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and 

thereby expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled 

spread of a wildfire? 

c. Would the project require the installation of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, 

emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 

result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 

d. Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or 

downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 

changes? 

The Proposed Project is not located in or near lands that are classified as very high fire hazard severity 

zones. Therefore, the Proposed Project will have No Impact. 
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MITIGATION MEASURES: 

Mitigation is not required for this topic. 
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21. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE --

a) Does the project have the potential to 
degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or 
wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife 
population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal 
community, reduce the number or restrict the 
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 
eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory? 

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

c) Does the project have environmental effects 
which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

IMPACT ANALYSIS 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

less Than 
Significant less Than 

No 
with Significant 

Impact 
Mitigation Impact 

Incorporation 

X 

X 

X 

a. Does the project have the potential to substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 

cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, eliminate a plant or animal 

community, reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or 

eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory? 

Finding (a) is checked as "Less Than Significant Impact" on the basis of the Proposed Project's potential 

impacts on biological resources, as described in Section 3.0 of this Initial Study. Potential impacts were 

identified in this area, but they were identified to be Less Than Significant. 

b. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 

{"Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when 

viewed in the connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and 

the effects of probable future projects)? 
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As described in this Initial Study, the potential environmental effects of the Proposed Project will either 

be less than significant or will have no impact at all. Where the Proposed Project involves potentially 

significant impacts, these impacts would have a Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation 

Incorporated. 

The potential environmental impacts identified in this Initial Study have been considered in conjunction 

with each other as to their potential to generate other potentially significant impacts. The various 

potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Project will not combine to generate any potentially 

significant cumulative impacts. 

The City of Manteca 2023 General Plan and EIR comprehensively account for ongoing and foreseeable 

urban development within the City's "Planning Area" and the cumulative environmental impacts of 

planned development. Future urban development in Manteca includes the provision of roads, utilities, 

schools, and recreational facilities needed to serve City residents and visitors as their demands for urban 

services increase over time. 

The Proposed Project will contribute to planned urban development in the City of Manteca. The 

potential environmental impacts associated with the Proposed Project represent a portion of the 

environmental consequences of the planned growth and development permitted by the 2023 General 

Plan. The Proposed Project may involve a minor addition to the potential environmental impacts 

identified in the 2023 General Plan EIR, but the Proposed Project will not result in any substantial 

contribution to any of the significant cumulative impacts identified in the 2023 General Plan EIR. 

c. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human 

beings, either directly or indirectly? 

This Initial Study has considered the potential environmental impacts of the Proposed Project in the 

discrete issue areas outlined in the CEQA Environmental Checklist. During the environmental analysis, 

the potential for the Proposed Project to result in substantial impacts on human beings in these issue 

areas, as well as the potential for substantial impacts on human beings to occur outside of these issue 

areas, was considered, and were identified but they were identified to be Less Than Significant with 

Mitigation Incorporated. 

128 I Page 



REFERENCES 

In accordance with Section 15063(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, the following expert opinion, technical 

studies, and substantial evidence has been referenced and/or cited in the discussion included in the 

Initial Study Checklist: 

City of Manteca 2023 General Plan, dated October 6, 2003. 

City of Manteca 2023 General Plan Environmental Impact Report (EIR), dated October 6, 2003. 

City of Manteca Zoning Ordinance (Title 17). 

City of Manteca Climate Action Plan (CAP), dated October 15, 2013 

California Department of Transportation Online Database of State Scenic Highways 

(www .dot.ca .gov /hq/La ndArch/ seen ic/ ca hi sys. htm) . 

California Department of Conservation Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, published October 

2007. 

Guide for Assessing and Mitigating Air Quality Impacts, adopted August 20, 1998, and as revised January 

10, 2002, prepared by the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. 

Guidance for Valley Land-use Agencies in Addressing GHG Emission Impacts for New Projects under 

CEQA, dated December 17, 2009, prepared by the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District. 

Air Quality Assessment, dated April 8, 2020, prepared by Illingworth and Rodkin, Inc. 

Phase I/Environmental Site Assessment, dated January 20, 2020, prepared by ENGEO, Inc. 

Phase II/Environmental Site Assessment, dated May 8, 2020, prepared by ENGEO, Inc. 

Environmental Noise and Vibration Assessment, dated March 30, 2020, prepared by Illingworth and 

Rodkin, Inc. 

Transportation Impact Analysis, dated March 2020, prepared by Fehr and Peers, Inc. 
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Appendix A 

Air Quality Assessment prepared by 

Illingworth and Rodkin, Inc., dated April 8, 2020 
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Appendix B 

Phase I/Environmental Site Assessment prepared by 

ENGEO, Inc., dated January 3, 2020 
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Appendix C 

Phase I/Environmental Site Assessment prepared by 

ENGEO, Inc., dated May 8, 2020 
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Appendix D 

Environmental Noise and Vibration Assessment prepared by 

Illingworth and Rodkin, Inc., dated March 30, 2020 
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Appendix E 

Transportation Impact Analysis prepared by 

Fehr and Peers, Inc., dated March 2020 






