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A. BACKGROUND

Project Title Newman Influent Trunk Sewer
Improvements — Phase 11

Lead Agency Contact Person Kathryn Reyes, Public Works Director
and Phone Number City of Newman
209-862-4448
Date Prepared March 16, 2023
Study Prepared by EMC Planning Group Inc.

601 Abrego Street
Monterey, CA 93940

Project Location City of Newman
County of Stanislaus
County of Merced

Project Sponsor Name and Address City of Newman
938 Fresno Street
P.O. Box 787
Newman, CA 95360

General Plan Designation City of Newman: Rural Residential,
Agricultural, Single Family Residential,
Light Industrial

Stanislaus County: Agricultural
Merced County: Agriculture

Zoning Stanislaus County: General Agriculture
40 Actre
Merced County: A-1 General Agriculture

Regional Setting

The City of Newman (city) lies on the west side of the San Joaquin Valley, along the southern
boundary of Stanislaus County, just west of the confluence of the San Joaquin River and the
Merced River. The southeastern city limit adjoins unincorporated Merced County. The project
site is located along and immediately east of the northeast city limit. Figure 1, Location Map,
shows the general location of the proposed project.

Background

The City of Newman owns and operates a wastewater treatment and reclamation facility
(WWTREF) located northeast of the city. The WWTREF treats all of the wastewater from Newman,
which is collected in two parallel trunk lines, an 18-inch in diameter pipe, and a 21-inch in
diameter pipe, that extend from the corner of Canal School Road and Hills Ferry Road through
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active agricultural fields to the headworks of the WWTRF. Access to the existing lines is
constrained by their location in active agricultural fields. To provide a long-term solution for
multiple failures that have occurred over time in the existing lines, the Preliminary Environmental
Constraints Assessment (Stantec 2022b) (constraints assessment), was prepared. As noted in the
constraints assessment, the city has decided to replace the entire two-mile long influent sewer
trunk line to prevent future catastrophic system failures in the existing pipelines that would result
in spills and hazards to the environment.

Figure 2, Aerial Photograph, shows the existing sewer influent trunk line in blue and the location
of the WWTRF approximately one mile northeast of Newman, west of the San Joaquin River,
and southeast of Hills Ferry Road. The city’s trunk line improvements would be constructed in
two phases, Phase I, shown in orange and Phase II, shown in red. To address immediate
trunkline deficiencies near the WWTRF, the city filed an emergency CEQA categorical
exemption for the Phase I construction of replacement pipe extending from the headworks
toward the city. The city is currently accepting bids to construct the Phase I improvements. No
federal funding was requested for the Phase I improvements.

Description of Project

Environmental Setting

The proposed Phase II improvement (proposed project) alignment is shown in Figure 3,
Proposed Project. The project site is bounded by Hills Ferry Road, a residential subdivision and a
park on the northwest and a nut orchard on the southeast. Swamp Rats Road is bounded on both
sides by rows of eucalyptus trees and on the northeast side by a residence, several outbuildings,
and Newman Swamp Rats Shooting Range. Beyond the rows of eucalyptus trees on Swamp Rats
Road are extensive orchards, and a disked field is located southeast of the final section of the
Phase II route. Aquatic features near the project site include the Newman Waste-Way, a canal
approximately one half-mile to the east. The plan set sheet numbers shown on Figure 3
correspond with the sheets within the proposed plans included in Appendix A. The plan set
shown in Appendix A includes plans for both Phase I and Phase II, however, only Phase 1I is
analyzed in this initial study.

Physical Improvements

Proposed Phase II improvements consist of approximately 5,125 feet of 36-inch in diameter
sewer line and 16 sewer manholes between Canal School Road and the Phase I connection. The
connection to Phase I is shown on Sheet C-20 of the project plans and includes an additional
40 feet of 24 inch by 38-inch oval storm drains with four storm drain manholes (Aronow, email
message, December 12, 2022).

Construction of the proposed improvements within the Canal School Road and Hills Ferry Road
would occur within the 40-foot to 60-foot-wide public rights-of-way and on privately owned
roads would occur within the roadbeds that are generally 20 feet wide. Construction of the
proposed project would include trenching up to approximately 10 feet deep and up to 10 feet
wide in pavement and dirt roads along the new sewer route. Construction and access easements
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would be required for the portion of the proposed project along the privately owned roads.
Although the proposed route avoids placing the trunk line within actively farmed areas, the area
of potential disturbance (access, trenching and temporary excavation spoil stockpiling) shown on
the project plans, is about 30 feet wide and overlaps slightly with tilled acreage. Farming activities
within this area may be temporarily suspended during construction. Proposed construction
activities in public rights-of-way would include removal and replacement of asphalt, removing
and resetting traffic signs, and replacing pavement markings and bicycle lane markings within
public right-of-way. The existing 21-inch and 18-inch sewer trunk lines would be abandoned in
place and there would be no increase in WWTRF treatment capacity.

The total disturbance area would be approximately 2.37 acres (5,125 plus 40 feet linear feet =
5,165 linear feet x approximately 20-foot-wide disturbance area = 103,300/43,560 = 2.37 actes.

Tree Removal and Construction Schedule and Staging

One tree, a goldenrain tree (Koelreunteria bipinnata), outside of the Newman city limits in Merced
County would be removed according to the plan set (Drawing No. C-19).

Construction is expected to begin sometime in 2024, and is expected to last for approximately
10 months. An approximately five-acre construction equipment and materials staging area would
be located on a vacant parcel located in unincorporated Stanislaus County north of Swamp Rats
Road and the Newman Swamp Rats Shooting Range. The staging area would be accessed from
Hills Ferry Road, and is identified in Figure 3, Proposed Project. This parcel has not been in
agricultural production since about 2014 (Google, Inc. 2023).

Funding

The proposed project is eligible for funding from the State Water Resources Control Board (State
Water Board), Division of Financial Assistance, which administers the Clean Water State
Revolving Fund (CWSRF) Program pursuant to 40 Code of Federal Regulations Part 35. The city
is seeking funding from these programs to assist in financing the proposed project. The CWSRF
loan fund is capitalized by federal grants, state match money, loan repayments, and other earnings
of the fund. Projects that are supported with funds directly made available by federal
capitalization grants (i.e., projects funded in amounts equaling the grant), called federally assisted
projects, must comply with several federal and state legal requirements including California
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) review. Therefore, this CEQA Plus document considers the
potential environmental impacts associated with Phase II of the influent trunk improvements

(proposed project).

Property Ownership

No federal lands are affected. Parcels to be affected by the proposed project are owned by the
following entities:

1. City of Newman — Wastewater Treatment and Reclamation Facility (WWTRFE)
2. County of Stanislaus —Public Roadways
3. Possible Easements - Private Roadways (Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 049-042-004 — 007)

Section A Background 3 EMC Planning Group
Newman Influent Trunk Sewer Improvements — Phase || April 2023



Project Objectives

The City of Newman Influent Sewer Improvement Project objectives are to:

= Completely replace the existing 18-inch and 21-inch trunk lines with a single line with
sufficient capacity to service existing and future needs of the City, and of a material
resistant to deterioration and damage from vehicle traffic;

=  Construct the project within existing right-of-way and farm roads to minimize capital
costs and avoid traversing agricultural lands in active cultivation during construction or
long-term maintenance activity;

*  Minimize conflicts with existing facilities; and
*=  Allow for maintenance access to the system.

Improving the city’s influent sewer trunk line will have multiple benefits for the city and its
residents. Addressing the trunks failing condition will prevent the risk of sewer overflows and
spills that can be a hazard to public safety, the environment, existing infrastructure, and potential
damage to private property.

Other Public Agencies Whose Approval is or May be Required

= State Water Resources Control Board, Division of Financial Assistance
®  Regional Water Quality Control Board
= County of Stanislaus

= County of Merced

Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with
the project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code
section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for
example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural
resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?

Note: Conducting consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and project
proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse impacts to tribal
cultural resonrces, and reduce the potential for delay and conflict in the environmental review process. (See Public
Resources Code section 21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native American
Heritage Commission’s Sacred Lands File per Public Resources Code section 5097.96 and the California
Historical Resources Information System administered by the California Office of Historic Preservation. Please
also note that Public Resources Code section 21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to confidentiality.

The City of Newman has not received any requests for consultation pursuant to Public Resources
Code section 21080.3.1from California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the project area. However, because the proposed project may receive federal
fundings, tribal consultation has been initiated to comply with federal requirements. See Section
18.0, Tribal Cultural Resources, in this CEQA-Plus initial study.
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B. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

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

following pages.
[J Aesthetics [J Greenhouse Gas Emissions [J Public Services
[ Agriculture and Forestry [J Hazards & Hazardous LI Recreation

Resources Materials
L Air Quality [J Hydrology/Water Quality [J Transportation
[J Biological Resources [J Land Use/Planning 0 Tribal Cultural Resources
[0 Cultural Resources [0 Mineral Resources [0 Utilities/Service Systems
L] Energy [J Noise L] Wildfire
L] Geology/Soils [ Population/Housing [ Mandatory Findings of
Significance
Section B Environmental Factors Potentially Affected 1 EMC Planning Group
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C. DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

]

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

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

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

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

I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment,
because all potentially significant effects (1) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR
or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (2) have been
avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION,
including revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project,
nothing further is required.

April 20, 2023

Kathryn Reyes, Public Works Director Date
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D. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Notes
1.

All answers take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-
site, cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as
well as operational impacts.

Once it has been determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. “Potentially Significant Impact” is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are
one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the determination is made,
an EIR is required.

“Negative Declaration: Less-Than-Significant Impact with Mitigation Measures
Incorporated” applies where the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an
effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less-Than-Significant Impact.” The
lead agency must describe the mitigation measures and briefly explain how they reduce
the effect to a less-than-significant level (mitigation measures from section XVII,
“Earlier Analyses,” may be cross-referenced).

Earlier analyses are used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative
declaration. [Section 15063(c)(3)(D)] In this case, a brief discussion would identify the
following:

a.  “Barlier Analysis Used” identifies and states where such document is available for
review.

b. “Impact Adequately Addressed” identifies which effects from the checklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and states whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

c.  “Mitigation Measures”—TFor effects that are “Less-Than-Significant Impact with
Mitigation Measures Incorporated,” mitigation measures are described which were
incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the extent to which they
address site-specific conditions for the project.

Checklist references to information sources for potential impacts (e.g., general plans,
zoning ordinances, etc.) are incorporated. Each reference to a previously prepared or
outside document, where appropriate, includes a reference to the page or pages where
the statement is substantiated.

“Supporting Information Sources”—A source list is attached, and other sources used
PP g )
or individuals contacted are cited in the discussion.

The explanation of each issue identifies:
a.  The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and

b.  The mitigation measure identified, if any to reduce the impact to less than
significant.
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1.  AESTHETICS

Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21099 (Modernization of Transportation
Analysis for Transit-Oriented Infill Projects), would the project:

Potentially Less-than-Significant Less-Than- No
Significant Impact with Mitigation Significant
Impact
Impact Measures Incorporated Impact
a.  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? O O O
b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including but O O O]
not limited to trees, rock outcroppings, and historic
buildings within a state scenic highway?
c. In non-urbanized areas, substantially degrade the | O O
existing visual character or quality of public views of
the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those
that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage
points.) If the project is in an urbanized area, would
the project conflict with applicable zoning and other
regulations governing scenic quality?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which O O O
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the
arear
Comments:

a, ¢, d. A permanent change to the visual character or visual quality of a project site could be

considered a potentially substantial change. During construction, disturbance areas would
include public rights-of-way, private roadways, areas directly adjacent to the private
roadways for access, trenching and temporary excavation spoil stockpiling, and a staging
area for construction (as shown on Figure 3, Proposed Project). Disturbed areas,
construction equipment, and related construction materials would be temporarily visible.
Construction would occur only during daylight hours and upon project completion, the
subsurface improvements would not be visible and all disturbed areas would be returned
to their previous condition. Therefore, the proposed project would not have a permanent
adverse effect on a scenic vista, substantially degrade the existing visual character or
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings, or result in new sources of light
and glare.

The closest state designated scenic highway is State Route 5, which is over five miles
distant from the project site (California Department of Transportation 2022), and the
project site would not be visible from State Route 5. Therefore, the proposed project
would not affect scenic resources within a state scenic highway.
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2. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts on agricultural resources are significant environmental effects
and in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland, lead agencies may refer to the California
Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California
Department of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and
farmland. In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the
California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest
land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment
project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by
the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:

Potentially Less-than-Significant Less-Than-
Significant Impact with Mitigation Significant
Impact Measures Incorporated Impact

No
Impact

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or OJ O OJ
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to nonagricultural use?

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a O] O] O]
Williamson Act contract?

c. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning ] O O]
of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code
section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public
Resoutces Code section 4520), or timbetland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(g))?

d. Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of O] O O]
forest land to non-forest use?

e. Involve other changes in the existing environment O] O O]
which, due to their location or nature, could result in
conversion of Farmland to nonagricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest use?

Comments:

a. According to the 2078 Stanistans County Important Farmland Map, the portion of the site
along Hills Ferry Road and Swamp Rats Road within Stanislaus County is classified as
Unique Farmland. The construction staging area is designated as vacant or disturbed land
and does not include any important farmland. Additionally, according to the 2078 Merced
County Important Farmland Map, the portion of the project along the dirt farm road that lies
within Merced County is classified as Unique Farmland. Although the proposed route
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c, d.

avoids placing the trunk line within actively farmed areas, the area of potential
disturbance (access, trenching, and temporary excavation spoil stockpiling) shown on the
project plans is about 30 feet wide on each side of the trench and overlaps slightly with
tilled acreage identified as Unique Farmland. Farming activities within this area may be
temporarily suspended during construction. However, any temporarily disturbed area
would be returned to its previous condition upon project completion and permanent
conversion of the land designated as Unique Farmland is not required or proposed.
Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

The proposed project site includes land with agricultural zoning designations. There are
no parcels subject to Williamson Act contracts within the project site; all parcels are
under active crop production. Proposed construction would occur within paved rights-of-
way and unpaved farm roads. Project implementation would not conflict with land zoned
for agricultural uses or land under Williamson Act contract.

There are no forested areas or land zoned for forest land in the project site. Therefore, no
impact to timber or forest resources would occur.

While the proposed sewer alignment would be within roads that run through or adjacent
to areas of active agricultural land and may cause a temporary inconvenience to farming
operations during construction, the proposed project does not include any components
that would result in the conversion of farmland or forest land. The proposed project
would reduce or eliminate disruptions to active agricultural activities by decommissioning
in place, the existing sewer influent trunk line that runs through agricultural fields, and by
placing the new sewer influent trunk within existing roads.
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3.

AIR QUALITY

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management

district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations.

Would the project:
Potentially Less-than-Significant Less-Than- No
Significant Impact with Mitigation Significant
Impact
Impact Measures Incorporated Impact
a. Conlflict with or obstruct implementation of the n O O
applicable air quality plan?
b. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of n O] O
any criteria pollutant for which the project region is
nonattainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard?
c. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant n O O
concentrations?
d. Result in other emissions, such as those leading to n n O
odors adversely affecting a substantial number of
people?
Comments:

The city of Newman is within the San Joaquin Valley Air Basin (air basin), which is under the

jurisdiction of the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District (“air district” or
“SJVAPCD?”). This section is based primarily on the air district’s Guidance for Assessing and

Mitigating Air Quality impacts (GAMAQI) (SJVAPCD 2015) and the results of emissions

modeling using the California Emission Estimation Model (CalEEMod) version 2020.4 software.
CalEEMod results are included in Appendix B.

a, b.

The air district is responsible for assuring that national and state ambient air quality
standards are attained and maintained in the air basin. CEQA requires that proposed
projects be analyzed for conflicts with applicable air quality plans. An air quality plan
describes air pollution control strategies to be implemented by a city, county, or region
classified as a non-attainment area. The main purpose of an air quality plan is to bring the
area into compliance with the requirements of the federal and State ambient air quality
standards.

The air basin encompasses the San Joaquin Valley with Sierra Nevada Mountains to the
cast, the Coast Ranges to the west, and the Tehachapi mountains to the south. Airflow is
considerably affected by summertime inversions at lower elevations than the surrounding
topography and as a result can lead to a buildup of ozone and ozone precursor pollutants
within the basin. Wintertime inversions trap air near the ground and can lead to buildup
of particulate matter air pollutants.
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According to the air district’s website (SJVAPCD 2022), the primary air pollutants of
concern in the air basin are ozone and particulate matter, for which the air basin is in
nonattainment for the federal and state standards for ozone (eight-hour) and PMz;, and
with the state standards for ozone (one hour) and PM. The air basin is either
unclassified or in attainment with all other state and federal ambient air quality standards.

The air district adopted the 2078 Plan for the 1997, 2006, and 2012 PM; s Standards on
November 15, 2018 (SJVAPCD 2018) (2018 PM,s Plan) that set forth an attainment
target to address the EPA federal 1997 annual PM, s standard by 2020. However, this
target could not be met within the established timeframe due to significant wildfire
impacts and data collection issues at the air monitoring site in Bakersfield. In response,
the air district prepared and adopted the A#tainment Plan Revision for the 1997 Annual PM..s
Standard (SJVAPCD 2021) that revises the attainment target date to December 31, 2023.

The air district has adopted thresholds, rules and regulations to implement the 2018 PM, s
Plan and address ozone and particulate matter emissions in the air basin. The air district’s
Indirect Source Review Rule (Rule 9510) includes emissions reduction measures for
ozone precursor and PMjo emissions generated by construction and operational activities.
Construction emissions that exceed air district thresholds would be subject to the air
district-approved mitigation measures stated under Rule 9510. Additionally, air district
Rule 3180 requires the payment of fees based on estimated costs to reduce the emissions
from other sources plus expected costs to cover administration of the program to address
the unmitigated portion of a project’s emissions.

The air district controls fugitive dust PM;o emissions through Regulation VIII, the
purpose of which is to reduce ambient concentrations of PMyo by requiring actions to
prevent, reduce or mitigate anthropogenic (human caused) fugitive dust emissions.
Emissions reduction measures also reduce PM, s emissions. Regulation VIII requires the
preparation of dust control plans that include district-approved measures to reduce
fugitive dust, and the payment of fees to cover costs for reviewing plans and conducting
field inspections.

The proposed project would generate criteria air pollutant emissions during construction
that would contribute to regional ambient air quality conditions. As noted previously,
criteria air pollutant emissions generated during construction were modeled using
CalEEMod. According to the results, construction of the project would not generate
emissions that would exceed air district thresholds for any criteria air pollutant.
Therefore, project emissions of ozone precursors and fugitive dust would be less than
significant and would not conflict with or jeopardize successful implementation of the
2018 PM;5 Plan.

Modeled emissions show that the largest volumes generated during construction would
be 1.25 tons of NOx annualized over one year. Therefore, the proposed project’s
contribution to cumulative emissions of ozone precursors or PM, for which the air basin
is in nonattainment, would not be cumulatively considerable. Results for all modeled
criteria air pollutants are summarized and compared to air district thresholds in Table 1,
Unmitigated Construction Emissions.
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Table 1 Unmitigated Construction Emissions (Tons per Year)

ROG NO, CO SO TotalPMiw?  Total PMzs?
Construction Emissions! 0.15 1.25 1.01 <0.01 0.37 0.18
Air District Thresholds 10.00 10.00 100.00 27.00 15.00 15.00
Exceed Thresholds? (Yes/No) NO NO NO NO NO NO

SOURCE: EMC Planning Group 2022, SJIVAPCD 2022

NOTE:

1. Amounts are rounded and may vary.
2. Total PMio and PM2;svolumes include exhaust and fugitive dust emissions.

Although modeled construction emissions do not exceed the air district standards, the
city is required to comply with the emissions reduction measures identified in Rule 9510
and Regulation VIII to ensure that the project construction emissions are reduced and
the proposed project is consistent with the air district’s efforts to achieve the basin-wide
reduction targets established in the 2018 PMz;Plan.

Rule 9510 requires that projects reduce construction NOx exhaust emissions by

20 percent and construction PMy, exhaust emissions by 45 percent. These reductions are
typically achieved by using newer or retrofitted construction fleets, reducing construction
traffic, electrifying the construction site and stationary equipment, and implementing
idling restrictions for equipment and trucks. Compliance with Rule 9510 would further
reduce the project’s less than significant construction NOx and PM;o emissions.

Regulation VIII calls for the implementation of fugitive dust control measures during
construction. A dust control plan is required subject to review and approval by the air
district prior to construction as part of the city’s grading and building permit application
process. The dust control plan must outline control measures for each phase of
construction, which may include all or a combination of the following measures,
consistent with Regulation VIII:

= Effective dust suppression (e.g., watering) for land clearing, grubbing, scraping,
excavation, land leveling, grading, cut and fill and demolition activities.

= Effective stabilization of all disturbed areas of a construction site, including storage
piles, not used for seven or more days.

= Control of fugitive dust from on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access
roads.

*  Removal of accumulations of mud or dirt at the end of the workday or once every
24 hours from public paved roads, shoulders and access ways adjacent to the site.

= Cease outdoor construction activities that disturb soils during periods with high
winds.

*  Record keeping for each day dust control measures are implemented.
*  Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph.

* Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public
roadways.
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=  Landscape or replant vegetation in disturbed areas as quickly as possible.

®  Prevent the tracking of dirt on public roadways. Limit access to the construction
sites, so tracking of mud or dirt on to public roadways can be prevented. If
necessary, use wheel washers for all exiting trucks, or wash off the tires or tracks of
all trucks and equipment leaving the site.

*  Suspend grading activity when winds (instantaneous gusts) exceed 25 mph or dust
clouds cannot be prevented from extending beyond the site.

*  Anyone who prepares or implements a dust control plan must attend a training
course conducted by the air district. Construction sites are subject to air district
inspections under this regulation.

The city is required to implement the above measures consistent with Regulation VIII.

Compliance with Regulation VIII ensures that the less-than-significant construction PMi

emissions are further reduced.

c. Diesel particulate matter is emitted by construction equipment and is a toxic air
contaminant (TAC). Long term exposures to TACs can result in respiratory illness and
cancer. Construction activity would result in temporary emissions of diesel particulate
matter. Prevailing winds in Stanislaus County are from the north and northwest. Located
within 30-50 feet of the project site, sensitive receptors north of Canal School Road and
Hills Ferry Road could occasionally be exposed to construction equipment exhaust and
dust emissions that can lead to increased health risks.

Construction emissions would be short term and would occur downwind of the receptor
locations on Canal School Road and Hills Ferry Road. Additionally, modeled PMi,
emissions (assumed to diesel particulate matter) volumes are substantially lower than the
air district thresholds and with implementation of the emissions reduction measures
outlined in the air district’s Regulation VIII and Rule 9510, equipment and dust emissions
would be further reduced. Once construction activity moves to the privately owned farm
roads, no sensitive receptors are present that could be exposed to project TAC emissions.

d. Odors are objectionable emissions of one or more pollutants that are a nuisance to
healthy persons and may trigger asthma episodes in people with sensitive airways.
Nuisance odors are commonly associated with refineries, landfills, sewage treatment,
agriculture, etc. The proposed trunk line is not anticipated to produce offensive odors
during project construction or after the project is completed and operational. Therefore,
the proposed project would not create significant objectionable odors affecting a
substantial number of people.
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4. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

Potentially Less-than-Significant Less-Than-
Significant Impact with Mitigation Significant
Impact Measures Incorporated Impact

No
Impact

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

b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian O O O]
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified
in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or US
Fish and Wildlife Service?

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally | O O
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to,
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.), through direct
removal, filing, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

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

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

f.  Contflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat O O O]
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Comments:

Methodology

The following analysis evaluates the potential for biological resources to be impacted by the
proposed Newman Influent Trunk Sewer Project — Phase II (hereafter, sewer trunk line). The
evaluation is primarily based on review of the proposed project description, results of records
research relevant to the project area, a reconnaissance-level biological field survey of the project
site, and information in the technical memorandum: Preliminary Environmental Constraints Assessment
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Jor the City of Newman Influent (Stantec 2022b). The reconnaissance-level survey was conducted by
EMC Planning Group senior biologist Patrick Furtado, M.S., on November 14, 2022. Prior to
performing the field survey, Mr. Furtado conducted background research including the review of
construction site plans, aerial photographs, natural resource database mapping and reports, and
other relevant scientific literature. This included searching the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USEWS) Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC) official species list (USFWS 2023), the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CDFW
2022a), and the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants
(CNPS 2022) to identify special-status plants, wildlife, and habitats known to occur in the vicinity
of the project site. A review of the National Wetlands Inventory (INWI) database was also conducted
to identify jurisdictional aquatic features (wetlands, drainages, and/or riparian areas) on or
adjacent to the project site (USFWS 2022a).

The reconnaissance-level biological field survey of the project site documented existing plant
communities and wildlife habitats and evaluated the potential for special-status species to occur
in the project area. Biological resources were documented in field notes, including species
observed, dominant plant communities, significant wildlife habitat characteristics, and riparian
and wetland habitat. Qualitative estimations of plant cover, structure, and spatial changes in
species composition were used to determine plant communities and wildlife habitats. Habitat
quality and disturbance levels were described. Plant species were identified in the field or
collected for subsequent identification. Searches for reptiles and amphibians were performed by
overturning and then replacing rocks and debris, as well as assessment of potentially suitable
habitat areas found on the site. Birds were identified by visual and/or auditory recognition and
mammals were identified by diagnostic signs (including scat and tracks).

Environmental Setting and Existing Conditions

The city is located on the west side of the San Joaquin Valley in Stanislaus County, adjacent to
the boundary with Merced County. The project site is located along and immediately east of the
northeast city limits (Figure 1, Location Map). The site is within the Central Valley Bioregion,
which encompasses a diversity of plant communities, which range from oak woodlands and
grasslands to riparian forests. The bioregion is also California’s top agricultural area.

The project site is mapped on the Newman and Gustine U.S. Geological Survey (USGS)
quadrangle maps, with approximate elevations of 83 feet above sea level at Canal School Road
(start of Phase II sewer trunk line) and 75 feet above sea level at the proposed construction
staging area along Hills Ferry Road.

The sewer trunk line route begins along the northeastern city limit of Newman at the intersection
of Canal School Road and Hills Ferry Road. It then travels northeast along Hills Ferry Road for
2800 feet before turning southeast and away from Newman on Swamp Rats Road. After traveling
for 1700 feet on Swamp Rats Road, the sewer line route turns northeast again on a dirt farm road
(“Farm Access Road”) where it ends after approximately 300 feet (Stantec 2022a). The last 400
feet of the sewer line route is within Merced County.
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Hills Ferry Road is bounded by a residential area and a park on the northwest and a nut orchard
on the southeast. Swamp Rats Road is bounded on both sides by rows of eucalyptus trees and on
the northeast side by a residence, several outbuildings, and a developed shooting range. Beyond
the rows of eucalyptus trees are extensive orchards and a disked field is located southeast of the
final section of the Phase II route. Aquatic features near the project site include the Newman
Waste-Way, a canal approximately one half-mile to the east.

The project site is limited to roads and roadsides with adjacent agricultural and developed land.
No native plant communities or habitats are present or adjacent to the project site. The
agricultural lands include orchards, disked fields, and ruderal (weedy) areas. These developed and
agricultural habitats adjacent to the project site support a low diversity of plants and wildlife
species that are adapted to these intensely managed and relatively disturbed environments.
Figure 4, Habitat Map, shows the proposed sewer trunk line project area and plant and wildlife
habitats present.

The ruderal roadside habitat is sparsely vegetated with non-native grasses such as wild oats (Avena
fatua) and weedy forbs such as cheeseweed (Malva parvifiora). Other weedy plants observed along
the sewer line route include prickly lettuce (Lactuca serriola), milk thistle (Silybum marianum),
sweetclover (Melilotus sp.), Russian thistle (Salsola tragus), and curly dock (Rumex crispus). Tree
species included non-native blue gum eucalyptus (Eucalyptus globulus), goldenrain tree (Koelreuteria
bipinnata), and tree of heaven (Azlanthus altissima). Plant cover required by many animal species is
likely removed through the regular application of herbicides as part of routine agricultural
operations.

Small rodent burrows were observed along most of the sewer trunk line route and are likely used
by Botta’s pocket gopher (Thomomys bottae) and California ground squirrel (Otospermophilus beecheyi).
Other wildlife observed along the sewer trunk line include many bird species such as killdeer
(Charadrius vociferus), American kestrel (Faleo sparverius), red-tailed hawk (Buteo jamaicensis), Brewer’s
blackbird (Euphagus cyanocephalus), mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), western meadowlark
(Sturnella neglecta), northern harrier (Circus hudsonins), and ring-necked pheasant (Phasianus colchicus).
Coyote (Canis latrans) tracks and scat were also observed along the sewer line route.

Common mammal species that could utilize the agricultural/ruderal habitat along the sewer trunk
line route include raccoon (Procyon lotor), striped skunk (Mephitis mephitis), black-tailed jackrabbit
(Lepus californicus), gray tox (Urocyon cinereoargentens), and Virginia opossum (Didelphis virginiana).
Species of small rodents including mice (Mus musculus, Reithrodontomys megalotis, and Peromyscus
maniculatus) and California vole (Microtus californicus) are also likely to occur along the route.
Common reptiles that could occur along the sewer line route include western fence lizard
(Sceloporus occidentalis), Pacific gopher snake (Pituophis catenifer catenifer), and common garter snake
(Thamnophis sirtalis). Bird species that could use the agricultural/ruderal habitat along the sewer
trunk line route include great horned owl (Bubo virginianus), barn owl (Iyto alba), turkey vulture
(Cathartes aura), common raven (Corvus corax), western kingbird (Tyrannus verticalis), and barn
swallow (Hirundo rustica).
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A proposed staging area is located just north of the sewer line route on Hills Ferry Road. This
approximately five-acre site consists of mowed grasses with dozens of small rodent burrows. The
southeast end of this area is covered in earthen mounds and shrubs.

a. Special-Status Species. Special-status species are those listed as Endangered,
Threatened, or Rare, or as candidates for listing by the USFWS and/or CDFW; as Species
of Special Concern or Fully Protected species by the CDFW; or as Rare Plant Rank 1B or
2B species by CNPS. Appendix C, Special-Status Species in the Project Vicinity, presents
tables with database search results, and lists special-status species documented within the
project vicinity, their listing status and suitable habitat description, and their potential to
occur on the project site. Figure 5, California Natural Diversity Database Map, presents a

map of database results.

Given the disturbed and agriculturally developed condition of the project site, the lack of
native vegetation, and the site’s isolation from high quality habitat areas, most special-
status plant and animal species known to occur in the region are not expected to occur on
the project site due to lack of suitable habitats. No special-status plant or animal species

were observed during the biological survey.

Special-status plant and wildlife species recorded as occurring in the vicinity of the project
site but are not likely to occur on the project site due to lack of suitable habitat include
Delta button-celery (Eryngium racemosum), alkali milk-vetch (Astragalus tener var. tener),
California tiger salamander (Ambystoma californiense), California red-legged frog (Rana
draytonii), tricolored blackbird (Agelaius tricolor), California horned lark (Eremophila alpestris
actia), giant garter snake (Thamnophis gigas), western spadefoot (Spea hammondiz), and
western pond turtle (Ewzys marmorata).

Special-status wildlife species with a low potential to occur on the project site include San
Joaquin kit fox (I ulpes macrotis mutica), burrowing owl (Athene cunicularia), Swainson’s hawk
(Buteo swainsoni), hoary bat (Lasiurus cinereus), pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus), western red bat
(Lasiurus blossevillii), loggerhead shrike (Lanius ludovicianus), and protected nesting birds.
These species are discussed further below.

San Joaquin Kit Fox. The San Joaquin kit fox is a federally-listed endangered species
and a state-listed threatened species. The present range of the San Joaquin kit fox extends
from the southern end of the San Joaquin Valley, north to Tulare County, and along the
interior Coast Range valleys and foothills to central Contra Costa County. San Joaquin kit
foxes typically inhabit annual grasslands or grassy open spaces with scattered shrubby
vegetation