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1. Introduction
Project Title: Soscol Recycled Water Pump Station Upgrade Project

Napa Sanitation District
1515 Soscol Ferry Road
Napa, CA 94558

Gavin Glascott
707-258-6012

Project site is located north of the Napa County Airport
and east of Napa River.

Lead Agency Name and Address:

Contact Person and Phone Number:

Project Location:

Napa Sanitation District
1515 Soscol Ferry Road
Napa, CA 94558

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

General Plan / Zoning Designation(s): Public Lands: Airport Compatibility (PL:AC)

Date Prepared: October 18, 2023

1.1 Overview

The Napa Sanitation District (District) owns and operates the Soscol Water Recycling Facility (SWRF).
The SWRF is comprised of a wastewater treatment plant (WWTP) that produces recycled water, a
recycled water pump station (Soscol Recycled Water Pump Station, or SPS) to distribute recycled water
and two recycled water reservoirs to store recycled water post treatment and prior to distribution. During
the summer months, all influent wastewater undergoes tertiary treatment and is distributed as recycled
water. During the winter months, recycled water demand is lower and flows into the WWTP are higher,
resulting in an operational mode where most of the wastewater influent is treated to a secondary level and
discharged to the Napa River. The SPS delivers water from the SWRF to the two branches of the
District’s recycled water distribution system — the North and South branch — which provide water for
landscape irrigation, golf courses, and vineyards, in addition to conveying water to the District’s treated
wastewater disposal fields located in the South branch. The SPS currently consists of three 600-Hp
(horsepower) pumps (vertical turbine pumps), one 100-Hp pump (jockey pump), valves, flow meters, and
electrical controls equipment. These pumps are driven by Variable Frequency Drives (VFD), and the
pump speed is controlled to maintain a constant pressure for the system. One vertical turbine pump and
one jockey pump serve the North branch, while the South branch is served by one vertical turbine pump.
The third existing vertical turbine pump provides additional pumping capacity to either the North or
South branch during peak demand periods.

To increase the redundancy and reliability of the SPS, the District proposes the Soscol Recycled Water
Pump Station Upgrade Project. This project will replace the existing jockey pump, add new pumps,
including a new jockey pump and an additional vertical turbine pump, as well as an additional pump bay.
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This Initial Study analyzes potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed project in
accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Chapter 2 of this study provides a
detailed description of the proposed project. An evaluation of potential impacts of the proposed project is
presented in Chapters 3.

1.2  Authority

The District is the lead agency for the Soscol Recycled Water Pump Station Upgrade Project. The District
undertook a review of the proposed project, and determined that it is a project, as defined by the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The District further determined that the project has the
potential to impact the environment, and that an Initial Study should be prepared. This Initial Study has
been prepared in accordance with CEQA, Public Resources Code Section 21000 et. seq. Based on the
findings contained in this document, a Mitigated Negative Declaration is proposed.

1.3  Scope of Environmental Review

Consistent with the requirements of CEQA, this Initial Study addresses the required topics contained in
Appendix G, Environmental Checklist of the CEQA Guidelines, as follows:

e Land Use and Planning

Aes'Fhetlcs Mineral Resources
Agriculture and Forestry Noise

Resources Population and Housing
Air Quality Public Services

Biological Resources

Cultural Resources

Energy

Geology and Soils

Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
Hydrology and Water Quality

Recreation

Transportation

Tribal Cultural Resources
Utilities and Service Systems
Wildfire

Mandatory Findings of
Significance
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1.4 Impact Assessment Terminology

The CEQA Guidelines identify impacts using four levels of significance:

o No Impact: When the analysis finds that the project would not affect the environment.

o Less than Significant: When the analysis finds that a project would not substantially impact
the environment and no mitigation is needed to reduce an impact to less than significant
levels.

o Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: When the analysis finds that a project
would result in a substantial impact on the environment, feasible mitigation measures can be
implemented to reduce these impacts to less than significant levels.

¢ Potentially Significant: When the analysis finds that a project would result in a substantial
impact on the environment, and no mitigation measures can be feasibly implemented to reduce
those impacts to less than significant levels without additional analysis.

1.5 Organization of Initial Study

This Initial Study has been completed using the following format:

e Chapter 1 Introduction: This chapter includes a brief summary of the proposed project and
describes the regulatory framework for the preparation of the Initial Study under CEQA.

e Chapter 2 Project Description: This chapter includes a comprehensive description of the
applicant’s proposal, existing conditions, and the general characteristics of the areas
surrounding the project site.

e Chapter 3 Environmental Evaluation: This chapter contains the analysis of each issue area
mandated by the CEQA Guidelines, and includes a discussion of the environmental setting,
control measures incorporated into the project, the project’s impacts, a determination of the
significance of these impacts, and where necessary, mitigation measures.

e Chapter 4 Compliance with Federal Regulations: The chapter contains the CEQA-Plus
requirements that have been established by the U.S. EPA when reviewing applications for
federal funding and discusses the project’s conformance to these requirements.

1.6 Documents Incorporated by Reference

In addition to those documents listed in Chapter 4, the Napa County 2008 General Plan (Update General
Plan Adopted June 2008), the Napa County 2008 General Plan DEIR and Code of Ordinances were used
in the evaluation of the proposed project. These documents are available at the County of website under
its Planning, Building & Environmental Services section at https://www.countyofnapa.org/1760/General-
Plan.
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2. Project Description

2.1 Background

The District is located within Napa County and serves both residents and businesses in the City of Napa,
as well as several surrounding, unincorporated area. The District is an independent special district which
has been serving the public since 1945 and currently provides wastewater collection, treatment, and
recycled waters services. Wastewater service is provided to approximately 83,300 residents, including
commercial and industrial customers in the City of Napa, and several unincorporated areas, which include
Silverado Resort and the airport industrial area. Recycled water service is provided to customers for
irrigation use through a system of pipelines totaling 27 miles. Customers include golf courses and
vineyards, as well as residential and commercial users, and are located in the Carneros area west of the
Napa River, the south part of the City of Napa, and the Coombsville area east of the City of Napa limits.
In 2021, an average of 5.3 million gallons of recycled water was delivered per day during the irrigation
season (May-October).

The SWREF is a water resource recovery facility (WRRF) that incorporates many complex processes to
produce treated wastewater and recycled water. The treatment plant includes primary, secondary, and
tertiary treatment as well as disinfection before being released to the Napa River or the distribution
system as recycled water for irrigation purposes. Ancillary facilities include the SPS, which includes two
recycled water reservoirs and recycled water pumps to distribute recycled water produced at the WWTP.

2.2  Purpose and Need

Upgrades for the SPS are needed to address pressure, reliability, and redundancy issues while maintaining
separation between the North and South distribution branches. A lack of redundancy exists because peak
demands can occur on the North and South branches simultaneously, which requires all three large pumps
to operate in the summer months. The redundancy issue is exacerbated when one of the large pumps is
out of service. During a large pump outage, the SPS has less capacity, which limits its ability to meet
customers’ needs. Due to the complexity of completing repairs at the SPS, outages can last longer than
irrigation customers are able to sustain.

Additionally, the District has experienced challenges operating the SPS during the months preceding and
following the peak demand season. The District has determined that additional pumps, along with
replacement of an existing pump with a different sized pump, would help cover the range of existing and
future recycled water demand for both branches throughout the year. Overall, the current recycled water
system requires additional redundancy to reliably meet the needs of customers. The proposed project was
selected following an alternative analysis that considered five different options for increasing the pump
station’s operational reliability and redundancy.

The proposed project would replace the existing jockey pump, add an additional jockey pump and an
additional vertical turbine pump, and would include the addition of a pump bay. These new components
at the SPS would also prolong the life of the current vertical turbine pumps and conserve energy during
periods of lesser demand. Overall, the proposed project would benefit all of the District’s recycled water
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customers and provide additional drought resiliency by increasing the dependability of recycled water
delivery.

2.3 Project Location and Site Characteristics

The proposed project is located just south of the City of Napa within the unincorporated areas of Napa
County in Northern California as seen in Figure 2-1. The proposed project is located at the SWRF which
is located at 1515 Soscol Ferry Road, just north of the Napa County Airport. Work associated with the
proposed project would take place at and within the portion of the property referred to as the SPS (Figure
2-2).

The project site is primarily flat, outside the SPS the land is mostly vegetated with grass (Figure 2-3).
Within the project site the area consists mostly of gravel and paved asphalt where the pumps for the SPS
are located (Figure 2-4 and Figure 2-5).

The project site is located within a Combination Zoning District of Public Lands which provides sites
suitable to accommodate public and closely related privately owned quasi-public facilities that provide
governmental or state-mandated services to the general public and AC (Airport Compatibility) to
accommodate growth and development of public-use airports (Figure 2-6).
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Figure 2-1: Project Location
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Figure 2-2: Project Area
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Figure 2-3: Surrounding Area
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Figure 2-4: The SPS
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Figure 2-5: Close Up of the SPS

10



Napa Sanitation District
Soscol Recycled Water Pump Station Upgrade Project
Dratft Initial Study/Anticipated Mitigated Negative Declaration

Figure 2-6: Zoning Map
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2.4  Summary of Existing Facilities

As stated, the SWREF is a state-of-the-art wastewater treatment plant that utilizes many complex processes
to produce treated wastewater and recycled water. The existing recycled water storage and pumping
system (referred to as the SPS) includes two covered recycled water reservoirs that store about 9.5 million
gallons (MG) or 30 acre-feet (AF) and four recycled water distribution system pumps. The recycled water
is utilized for surrounding landscape irrigation on industrial parks, golf courses, and vineyards.

The current pump station is comprised of three vertical turbine pumps and a jockey pump to provide
recycled water to both the North and South branches of the District’s recycled water distribution system.
The north distribution branch serves areas north of the treatment plant which include Kennedy Park, Napa
Valley College, and the Coombsville area. The South distribution branch provides recycled water to areas
south, east, and west of the treatment plant including the Carneros area, Eagle Vines/Chardonnay golf
course, and the Airport industrial area. These pumps use Vertical Frequency Drives (VFD), and a control
strategy based off pump speed.

2.5 Project Components

Project components for the Soscol Recycled Water Pump Station Upgrade Project include the following:
o Replacement of the current 100-Hp jockey pump with a new 150-Hp jockey pump.
o Installation of a new 150-Hp jockey pump and 600-Hp vertical turbine pump north of the SPS.

e A pump pad for a future pump and future connection to the recycled water reservoirs, if needed.

e New electrical support infrastructure outdoors east of the pump station building, a new isolation
valve, and new pump VFDs.

2.6  Project Construction

Construction of the planned upgrades to the District’s SPS would occur over the course of approximately
18 months (including approximately 4 months of mobilization with contractor training, construction
permit acquisition, contractor submittals, equipment delivery, material staging, and potential initial
exploratory site disturbance). Construction would be completed with a standard 40-hour work week
during typical construction hours of 7:00 am to 7:00 pm. This is in alignment with the Municipal Code of
the County of Napa (Chapter 8.16) that allows construction activities between 7:00 am — 7:00 pm daily. It
IS not anticipated that noise from construction activities associated with the project would exceed 85 dBA.
All construction would occur within the current SWRF boundaries at or adjacent to the SPS.

2.6.1 Construction Sequencing

Construction of the project would disrupt the operation of the current SPS. Due to the increasing recycled
water demand, the pump station downtime needed to make any connections of new equipment to the
existing SPS infrastructure would be minimized to the greatest extent practicable during construction.
Because the SPS must remain operational during construction, it is anticipated that temporary bypass

12
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pumping may be required. If required, the bypass pumping would utilize temporary pumps that would be
fed from the recycled water reservoirs and discharge directly into the distribution piping.. In order to
minimize disruption to existing operations and significantly reduce the need for a bypass pumping
system, the majority of the high-impact construction work will be scheduled during the wet season
(November — April), when recycled water demand is approximately 20% of the summer months.

In addition to the need for bypass pumping, belowground disturbance would be necessary to construct the
proposed project. The new pumps will connect to existing infrastructure that is approximately 25 feet
below grade, it is anticipated that the use of shoring would be required to secure the excavated areas and
install the new pumps. It is not anticipated that the excavation will exceed 30 feet. A shallower excavation
would be required to install new belowground electrical feed equipment and/or implement necessary
enhancements to the existing electrical system. The project would also include above grade piping work
to install piping from the new pumps to existing piping infrastructure at the SPS which connects to the
recycled water reservoirs. This piping would be installed up to three feet above the ground surface.

2.6.2 Equipment Use and Construction Trip Generation

The types of construction equipment and vehicles used as part of the project would vary depending on the
construction activity and phase. Construction equipment and vehicles are anticipated to include graders,
rubber-tired dozers, tractors/loaders/backhoes, small crane, forklift, towable generator, vibratory roller
and driver, cement and mortar mixers, and dump/hauling trucks. A standby generator may be needed to
power equipment during construction.

It is estimated that the proposed project would require approximately 50 truck trips over the course of the
project, which incorporates trucks both going to and leaving from the SPS. This includes approximately 4
trips associated with importing fill, 6 trips for rebar, 8 trips for concrete, 12 trips for equipment/materials,
18 trips for waste disposal, and 2 trips for demolition disposal.

2.6.3 Maintenance of Operations During Construction

The SWRF would remain in operation during construction to meet existing permit requirements and
maintain supply to the distribution system. Connection of the new facilities and equipment, include a
towable generator, which would provide power when the electrical system is being updated.
2.7  Project Operations
After construction of the proposed project, it is anticipated the SWRF would operate as follows:

o Wastewater treatment to produce recycled water would continue as currently operated.

e The SPS will continue to distribute recycled water.

e There would be an increase in the redundancy and reliability of the SPS.

13
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2.8 Permitting and Regulatory Authorization Requirements

Table 2-1 lists the permits and approvals anticipated to be required to support the project.

Table 2-1: Anticipated Permits and Approvals

Regulatory/Authorizing Entity

Permit or Approval

State

State Historic Preservation Office

National Historic Preservation Act
Compliance Consultation

Native American Heritage Commission

AB52 Tribal Resources Consultation

14
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3. Initial Study/ Mitigated Negative Declaration

Project Title:

Soscol Recycled Water Pump Station Upgrade Project

Assessor’s Parcel No.

057-010-010-000

Lead Agency Name and Address:

Napa Sanitation District
1515 Soscol Ferry Rd
Napa, CA 94558

Project Location:

1515 Soscol Ferry Rd, Napa, CA 94558

Project Sponsor’s Name and Address:

Napa Sanitation District
1515 Soscol Ferry Rd
Napa, CA 94558

Zoning:

PL:AC

Contact Person:

Gavin Glascott

Phone Number:

707-258-6012

Date Prepared:

October 18, 2023
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3.1 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, as indicated by

the checklist and corresponding discussion on the following pages.

O Aesthetics

Biological Resources

[0 Greenhouse Gas Emissions

O Land Use / Planning

O Population / Housing

Transportation/Traffic

Mandatory Findings of
Significance

Agriculture and Forestry
Resources

Cultural Resources

Hazards & Hazardous Materials

Mineral Resources

Public Services

Tribal Cultural Resources

Wildfire

Air Quality

Geology /Soils

Hydrology / Water Quality

Noise

Recreation

Utilities / Service Systems

Energy
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3.3  Purpose of This Initial Study

The Environmental Checklist below follows closely the form prepared by the Governor’s Office of
Planning and Research dated 2020 and other sources to screen and focus upon potential environmental
impacts resulting from the proposed project. As discussed in Section 1.4 Impact Assessment
Terminology, impacts are separated into the following categories:

e No Impact. This category applies when a project would not create an impact in the specific
environmental issue area. A “No Impact” finding does not require an explanation when the
finding is adequately supported by the cited information sources (e.g., exposure to a tsunami is
clearly not a risk for projects not near the coast). A finding of “No Impact” is explained where
the finding is based on project-specific factors, as well as general standards (e.g., the project
will not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening
analysis).

e Less Than Significant Impact. This category is identified when the project would result in
impacts below the threshold of significance and would therefore be less than significant
impacts.

o Potentially Significant Unless Mitigation Incorporated. This category is identified when the
project would have a substantial adverse impact on the environment but could be reduced to a
less than significant level with incorporation of mitigation measure(s).

o Potentially Significant Impact. This category is applicable if there is substantial evidence that
a significant adverse effect might occur, and no feasible mitigation measures are foreseen to
reduce impacts to a less than significant level. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant
Impact” entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

Sources of information that adequately support these findings are referenced following each question.
3.4  Evaluation Of Environmental Impacts

Aesthetics

Setting

The project is located within the District’s SWRF located at 1515 Soscol Ferry Road in Napa, California
(project site). The SWREF is located north of the Napa County Airport and east of the Napa River. The
SWREF is approximately 500 acres and the SPS occupies approximately 6 acres. The project site has a
zoning designation of Public Lands and Airport Compatibility.

The SWRF parcel is surrounded by fencing and is inaccessible to the general public. The parcel is
relatively flat and contains administrative and treatment facilities, including buildings. The project will
take place at the existing pump station (SPS) which contains two recycled water reservoirs, three 600-Hp
vertical turbine pumps, one 100-Hp jockey pump, valves, flow meters, a transformer pad, and an
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electrical building that contains the electrical and controls equipment as well as additional electrical
equipment located adjacent to the electrical building.

Impact Analysis

Less Than
RESOURCE CATEGORY / i O I U =L —
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA 9 Wit 9 P
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

I. AESTHETICS

Except as provided in Public Resources Code
Section 21099, would the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a
scenic vista?

b) Substantially damage scenic resources,
including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within
a state scenic highway?

¢) Innonurbanized areas, substantially
degrade the 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 point). 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 that would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area?

No Impact: Criteria la, Ib, Ic, and Id

The project site is not located in or near any designated scenic vistas. The project site is primarily
surrounded by fencing and is inaccessible to the public, therefore, this analysis considers only views from
beyond the facility boundaries looking towards the SWRF.

The closest scenic vistas located near the project site are Fagan Mash State Park, which is located
approximately 2.5 miles from the project site, and Napa River which is located 0.15 miles from the
project site. Given the distance between the scenic vistas and the project site as well as the presence of
fencing and trees which border Soscol Ferry Road views of the SWRF from these resources are not
present. The proposed project would not have any substantial adverse effect on scenic vistas since all
work would be located within the SWRF boundary and a majority of the work would take place below
grade or within the existing building at the SPS. All above grade features would be similar to existing
features that are above grade. Therefore, the project would not alter views toward the facility nor degrade
the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings.
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State Route 29 from Soscol Road to Route 121 in Napa is an eligible state scenic highway (Caltrans,
2019) and is located 0.5 miles from the project site. The proposed infrastructure is not visible from State

Route 29.

The proposed project is not anticipated to create any new sources of lighting that would create a new
source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area. Lighting
in the area would remain as existing which includes two light poles located along the footprint of the SPS.

Mitigation Measures

None.

Il. Agriculture and Forestry Resources

Setting

The project is located within the County of Napa at the District’s existing SWRF. According to the Napa
County Online Public Map, the project area zoning is designated as PL:AC (Public Lands: Airport
Compatibility), which is a combined district classification intended to accommodate the orderly growth
and development of public-use airports. The California Department of Conservation Important Farmland
Map identifies the site as Urban and Built-Up Land. No portion of the site is identified as containing

farmland of Prime or Statewide importance.

Impact Analysis

RESOURCE CATEGORY /
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

Il. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST
RESOURCES

Would the Project:

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or 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 non-
agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural
use, or a Williamson Act contract?
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Less Than
RESOURCE CATEGORY / Shonificant | with | Skmifioant | Noimpact
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA 9 v 9 P
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(q)),
timberland (as defined in Public Resources
Code section 4526); or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as defined by
Government Code Section 51104(g))?

d) Resultin the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

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

No Impact: Criteria lla, llb, llc, IId, and lle

The project site is located on the existing SWRF site, which is not designated as Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland). Neither the construction nor the operation of
the project would conflict with a Williamson Act contract. The project would not conflict with existing
zoning or cause rezoning of forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production. The
project site is not located on or near any areas designated as forest land. Forestry land designations are not
present at the project site; therefore, the project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use.

Mitigation Measures
None.

[I. Air Quality

Setting

The project is located in the unincorporated areas of Napa County, part of the nine-county San Francisco
Bay Area Air Basin (Air Basin). The local air quality regulatory agency responsible for the Air Basin is
the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD). The Air District is tasked with regulating
stationary sources of air pollution in the nine counties that surround San Francisco Bay: Alameda, Contra
Costa, Marin, Napa, San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara, southwestern Solano, and southern Sonoma
counties. The BAAQMD has permit authority over stationary sources, acts as the primary reviewing
agency for environmental documents, and develops regulations that must be consistent with federal and
State air quality laws and regulations.
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Criteria Air Pollutants

The federal and California Clean Air Acts (CAAS) have established ambient air quality standards for
common pollutants. The ambient air quality standards are intended to protect human health and welfare.
At the federal level, national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) have been established for carbon
monoxide (CO), ozone (03), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), respirable particulate matter with a diameter less
than 10 microns (PM10), fine particulate matter with a diameter less than 2.5 microns (PM2.5), sulfur
dioxide (SO2), and lead. California has adopted ambient air quality standards (CAAQS) which are, in
general, more stringent than the NAAQS, and include other pollutants not regulated at the federal level
[i.e., sulfates, hydrogen sulfide (H2S), and vinyl chloride]. Pollutants for which ambient air quality
standards have been established are called “criteria pollutants”. The NAAQS and CAAQS are shown in.

The BAAQMD has been delegated the authority under the federal and California CAAs to implement
measures to protect the air quality within its jurisdiction. Ambient concentrations of criteria pollutants are
monitored at many monitoring stations in the Air Basin by the BAAQMD. Table 3-1 includes a summary
of the monitored maximum concentrations and the number of occurrences of exceedances of the
NAAQS/CAAQS at the nearest site that monitors each pollutant for the 3-year period from 2017 through
2019 (the most recent 3 years for which data are available). Napa Valley College is the closest station to
the project site that monitors four of the criteria pollutants (O3, CO, NO2, PM10 and PM2.5). The nearest
station that monitors SO2 is in Vallejo. The nearest station that monitors PM10 and NO2 is San Rafael
and monitoring results are available in 2017 and 2018.

Table 3-1 shows that over the last three years, the following standards were exceeded:
e 03: 1-hour CAAQS
e (3: 8-hour CAAQS and NAAQS
e PM10: 24-hour CAAQS

Table 3-1: National and California Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS / CAAQS) and Summary
of Measured Air Quality Exceedances in the Project Area (2017 — 2019)

Primary v
Pollutant/ Averaging Standard ear Maximum Days Exceeding State/National
Period - Concentration Standard
State National

Ozone 2017 0.098 1/2
1-hour 0.09 ppm none 2018 0.083 0/0
2019 0.095 0/0
Ozone 2017 0.084 1/2
8-hour 0.070 ppm 0.070 ppm 2018 0.068 0/0
2019 0.076 0/0
. 2017 5.6 0/0
Carboln_ r']\f)zrr‘ox'de 20 ppm 35 ppm 2018 1.4 0/0
2019 1.3 0/0
. 2017 4.7 0/0
CarbOS”_ r']\f)zrr‘ox'de 9.0 ppm 9 ppm 2018 11 0/0
2019 1.0 0/0
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Primary
Pollutant/ Averaging Standard Year Maximum Days Exceeding State/National
Period - Concentration Standard
State National
Nitrogen Dioxide 2017 0.053 0/0
%_hour 0.18 ppm 0.100 ppm 2018 0.043 0/0
2019 0.037 0/0
Nitrogen Dioxide 2017 0.007
innual 0.030 ppm 0.053 ppm 2018 0.009 N/AP
2019 0.005
. 2017 0.0059 0/0
S”'f:_rh?)'lj’rx'de none 0.075 ppm 2018 0.0067 0/0
2019 0.0109 0/0
. 2017 0.0021 0/0
S”';‘X_E(')‘l’]’:'de 0.04 ppm none 2018 0.0018 0/0
2019 0.0019 0/0
Respirable Particulate 2017 94 2/0
Matter (PM1o) 50 pg/m? 150 pg/m?3 2018 26 2/1
24-hour 2019 39 0/0
Respirable Particulate 2017 17.7
Matter (PM1o) 20 pg/m? none 2018 19.0 N/AP
Annual 2019 14.2
Fine Particulate Matter 2017 199.1 0/13
(PM2s) none 35 pg/m?3 2018 117.9 0/13
24-hour 2019 21.5 0/0
Fine Particulate Matter 2017 13.7
(PM2s) 12 pg/m? 12.0 pg/m?® 2018 11.1
Annual 2019 5.9

Source: BAAQMD, see http://www.baagmd.gov/about-air-quality/air-guality-summaries

Notes: Air monitoring at Napa Valley College began on April 1, 2018. Therefore, 3-year averages for ozone and PM2.5
are not available.

Notes: ppm = parts per million, pg/m® = micrograms per cubic meter, ND = No data available, NA = Not applicable

Impact Analysis

Less Than
RESOURCE CATEGORY/ SIGNIFICANCE Potentially | - Significant | Less Than |,
Significant with Significant
CRITERIA S Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

lll. AIR QUALITY

Would the Project:

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

b) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net
increase of any criteria pollutant for which the
project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial
pollutant concentrations?
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leading to odors) adversely affecting a

d) Resultin other emissions (such as those
substantial number of people?

No Impact: Criteria llla, Illic, llid

The proposed project is consistent with the City’s land use designations assigned to the subject property,

as described in Section XI. Land Use and Planning. Therefore, the proposed project is consistent with the
intent of the AQMP and would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality

plan. No impact associated with compliance with applicable management plans is expected.

The project site is located within an isolated area and closed off to the public, the nearest residential area
near the project site is approximately 2 miles north of the SPS. Therefore, there are no sensitive receptors
in the vicinity of the project site. The proposed project would provide additional redundancy and
reliability to the SPS and not result in other emissions or odors.

Less than Significant Impact: Criterion Ilib

The BAAQMD CEQA Guidelines recommend that a project’s consistency with the current CAP be
evaluated using the following three criteria:

1. The project supports the goals of the CAP;
2. The project includes applicable control measures from the CAP; and
3. The project does not disrupt or hinder implementation of any control measures from the CAP.

If it can be concluded with substantial evidence that a project would be consistent with the above three
criteria, then the BAAQMD considers it to be consistent with the air quality plan prepared for the Bay
Area.

The primary goals of the BAAQMD 2017 CAP are to attain air quality standards, reduce population
exposure to unhealthful air, and protect public health in the Bay Area. The BAAQMD-recommended
guidance for determining if a project supports the goals in the current CAP is to compare project
estimated emissions with BAAQMD thresholds of significance. The project would be consistent with the
primary goals of the 2017 CAP. The federal CAA and the California CAA both require the establishment
of standards for ambient concentrations of air pollutants, the NAAQS/CAAQS. The Bay Area Air Basin
experiences occasional violations of ozone and particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5) standards.
Therefore, the project area currently is designated as a nonattainment area for exceedance of the State 1-
hour and 8-hour ozone standards, the national ozone 8-hour standard, the State PM10 24-hour and annual
average standards, the State PM2.5 annual average standard, and the national PM2.5 24-hour standard.

An analysis was performed to determine if the proposed project emissions during construction and
operation would contribute to the existing exceedances of the ambient air quality standards. The proposed
project would contribute to an incremental increase in reactive organic gases (ROG), NOx, PM10, PM2.5,
and CO during construction and nominal increases during operation of newly installed pumps. Given its
limited size and scope, cumulative impacts are not expected to be considerable. Project construction and
operation emissions would not exceed BAAQMD thresholds for any criteria pollutants under mitigated or
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unmitigated conditions. Common mitigation measures, if applied, are expected to reduce particulate
matter emissions by about 50% throughout construction. The project would not conflict with any
attainment plans and would result in less than significant impacts. Summaries of these emissions as
estimated in CalEEMod are provided below in Table 3-2 and Table 3-3. Model run outputs from
CalEEMod are provided in Appendix A.

Table 3-2: Maximum Daily Construction-Related Emissions Summary (unmitigated, pounds per day) — Soscol
Recycled Water Pump Station Upgrade Project

ROG NO« PMyo PM.s CO
Construction 1.33 10.5 4,15 2.16 11.2
BAAQMD
Thresholds: 54 54 82 54 NA
Exceeds? No No No No No

1 Source: Bay Area Air Quality Management District Air Quality Significance Thresholds (2022 CEQA Guidelines

Table 3-3: Maximum Daily Operation-Related Emissions Summary (unmitigated, pounds per day) — Soscol
Recycled Water Pump Station Upgrade Project

ROG NOx PMio PMzs Co
Operation 0.05 0.07 0.09 0.02 0.044
BAAQMD 9 ppm (8-hr
Thresholds? 54 54 82 54 avg)
Exceeds? No No No No No

Mitigation Measures

None.

V. Biological Resources

Setting

As previously discussed, this project will reinforce the redundancy and reliability of the SPS by replacing
the existing jockey pump and adding one new jockey pump and an additional vertical turbine pump, as
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well as an additional pump bay. The project is located in Napa, California. The Napa River is located
immediately to the west of the SPS facility with Fagan Marsh State Marine Park located approximately 1
mile south. Open space or public access to green space within the surrounding area is limited, with the
Stanley Ranch Area Public Trails located approximately 1.3 miles northwest of the project area.

Vegetation within the SWRF is mostly absent and, since it is fenced off, the project site in general has
low wildlife habitat values. There is an absence of vegetative cover and foraging opportunities and on-
going human activity.

Impact Analysis

Less Than

RESOURCE CATEGORY / gl"tﬁmgm Significant 'S-Iesnsl ﬂTCh;r']‘t No
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA 9 with Mitigation| ='9 Impact
Impact Impact
Incorporated

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the Project:

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

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

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

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

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

f. Conflict with provisions of an
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan,
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or
other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?
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(Sources: California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB), U.S. Fish and Wildlife (USFWS), National Wetland
Inventory, Information for Planning and Consultation (iPac) resource list)

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Criterion IVa

No special-status plant species occur on the Project site and essential habitat for special-status animal
species is absent. Grading and construction would be limited to highly disturbed areas. No trees or other
suitable bird nesting substrate would be directly affected. But construction would occur in relatively close
proximity to mature trees and dense vegetation along the west side of the SPS. Project construction is to
be completed during the fall and winter months, outside the bird nesting season. This would avoid the risk
of disturbing any nests in the surrounding area.

Overall, the proposed project would not adversely affect any special-status species. However, there is a
remote possibility that active bird nests protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act and State Fish and
Game Code could be disturbed during construction if adequate controls are not taken. Mitigation Measure
B10O-1 would ensure that any active nests for native birds are protected during the nesting season to avoid
inadvertent take of bird nests of native species protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act and
State Fish and Game Code as described in the Mitigation Measures.

Less than Significant Impact: Criteria [Vc, 1Vd, IVe

No state or federally regulated waters would be affected by the proposed project and no direct impacts are
anticipated. Based on the preliminary wetland assessment conducted during the field reconnaissance,
State and federally regulated waters are absent on the project site and adjacent areas of the SWRF. The
nearby recycled water reservoir are man-made basins constructed in uplands, and as such are not State or
federally regulated waters.

Review of the NWI mapping for the area (Figure 3-1) shows a Riverine feature that terminates at the
western recycled water reservoir, which is inaccurate. There is no overflow or other drainages coming out
of the recycled water reservoirs and the SPS is elevated well above the surrounding natural grade, with no
sign of any existing or historic drainage in or near the site. Review of recent Google Earth aerials of the
project vicinity (Figure 3-2) show an unpaved maintenance road along most of the alignment of this
mapped Riverine feature, and it appears the roadway was incorrectly mapped as a drainage feature within
the NWI. Photographs of the project site (Appendix B) show that there is no drainage or other Riverine
feature in the area.

A Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan will be prepared addressing all water-quality, sedimentation, and
erosion aspects of the proposed project, including adequate controls to address any potential direct and
indirect impacts on nearby waters. The Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan will be prepared by a
qualified engineer utilizing Best Management Practices.

The proposed project would result in disturbance to a small area of land with low wildlife habitat value
contained within the fenced SPS. It would not adversely affect any particularly sensitive wildlife habitat,
nursery areas, or important movement corridors. Construction would temporarily disrupt wildlife
activities in the vicinity of the project site during daylight hours, but this would be a temporary condition
and the area would remain accessible for foraging by birds and other wildlife common in the area.
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Mitigation Measure BIO-1 would ensure that any active nests for native birds are protected during the
nesting season. No significant adverse impacts on wildlife movement opportunities or nursery areas are
anticipated.

The proposed project would not conflict with any goals or policies of the Napa County General Plan. The
Biological Resources Assessment (Appendix B) provides the background information called for in Policy
CON-16. No sensitive resources occur on the Project site. No native trees would be removed as part of the
project and the site is a highly disturbed and fenced part of the SWRF with low wildlife habitat values.
Mitigation Measure BIO-1, calls for avoidance of any native bird nests when in active use, and ensures
compliance with the MBTA and State Fish and Game Code. No conflicts with local plans and policies are
anticipated and no significant adverse impacts are anticipated.

No Impact: Criteria IVb, IVf

No sensitive natural communities, such as riparian woodland or vernal pools, occur on the Project site
and, therefore, no impacts are therefore anticipated. The riparian woodland along Soscol Creek to the
northeast qualifies as a sensitive natural community type, but no incursion into the woodland is proposed
as part of the proposed Project. No oaks or other native trees are proposed for removal. No sensitive
natural communities would be affected; therefore, no impact is anticipated.

The proposed project would not conflict with any adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan. No
such conservation plans have been adopted encompassing the project vicinity, therefore no impact is
anticipated.

Mitigation Measures

BIO 1: If construction activities are to take place during the nesting season (February 1 to August
31), a focused survey for nesting raptors and other migratory birds shall be conducted by
a qualified biologist within 7 days prior to initiation of construction in order to identify
any active nests on the Project site and surrounding area within 500 feet of proposed
construction. The proposed development area of the Project site shall be resurveyed to
confirm that no new nests have been established if construction has been delayed or
curtailed for more than 7 days during the nesting season.

If no active nests are identified during the construction survey period, or development is
initiated during the non-breeding season (September 1 to January 31), Project
construction may proceed with no restrictions.

If bird nests are found, an adequate setback shall be established around the nest location
and construction activities restricted within this no-disturbance zone until the qualified
biologist has confirmed that any young birds have fledged and are able to function
outside the nest location. Required setback distances for the no-disturbance zone shall be
based on input received from the CDFW, and may vary depending on nest location,
species, and sensitivity to disturbance. As necessary, the no-disturbance zone shall be
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fenced with temporary orange construction fencing if construction is to be initiated on the
remainder of the proposed development area on the Project site.

A report of findings shall be prepared by the qualified biologist and submitted for review
and approval by the District prior to initiation of construction during the nesting season
(February 1 to August 31). The report shall either confirm absence of any active nests or
should confirm that any young are located within a designated no-disturbance zone and
construction can proceed. Following approval by the District, construction within the nest
buffer zone may proceed. No report of findings is required if vegetation removal and
other construction is initiated during the non-nesting season (September 1 to January 31)
and continues uninterrupted according to the above criteria.
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Figure 3-1: NWI Wetland Map
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Figure 3-2: Google Earth of Project Site
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V. Cultural Resources

Setting

To investigate the potential for cultural resources to exist onsite, a Resource Records and Report search of
the entire SWRF property was conducted by the Northwest Information Center (NWIC) at Sonoma State
University in July 2023 on behalf of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS).
The record search included NWIC base maps that reference cultural resources records and reports,
historic-period maps, and literature for Napa County.

In addition to the NWIC, the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) was contacted on April
2023, to determine the potential for cultural resource to exist in the project area that may be of interest to
any Native American groups. NAHC provided a response and a consultation list of tribes (Appendix D)
that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area of the project on June 2, 2023. The
District sent letters to the tribal contacts on August 2, 2023, to notify the tribes of the project and request
consultation pursuant to AB52 (Appendix E). On August 29, 2023, the District received one response
noting that the project is within the aboriginal territories of the Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation (Appendix E).
The District reached back out to Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation on September 7, 2023. To date, no
additional responses have been received. Additional details on the outreach to tribes are provided in
Section XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources.

NWIC reported that review of historical literature and maps indicated historic-period activity within the
project area (Appendix D). In addition, given the environmental factors at the site (e.g., proximity to
waterways and suitable topography), there is a “high potential” of encountering “Native American
archaeological resources and a high potential for historic-period archaeological resources to be within the
project area.” Therefore, NWIC recommended that " a qualified archaeologist conduct further archival
and field study to identify cultural resources and provide project specific recommendations.”

Per NWIC’s recommendation, further archival and field study of the project area was conducted by
Archeo-Tec in September 2023. Research included a systematic review of relevant archival and historical
documents including maps, newspaper articles, historic photographs, and records on file at the Northwest
Information Center at Sonoma State University in Rohnert Park. Findings confirmed that both disturbed
and intact native soils within the project area should be considered highly sensitive for cultural resources.

Impact Analysis

Less Than
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SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA 9 i 9 Impact
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES
Would the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of a historical resource
pursuant to §15064.5?
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b) Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological
resource pursuant to §15064.5?

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

d) Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of dedicated
cemeteries?

Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Criteria Va, Vb, Vc, vd

Five cultural resources were identified within a half mile Study Area of the Project site. Based on the
close proximity of the project area to Native American cultural resources as well as the established
historical documentation of Suscol Patwin people in the area, subsurface soils of the Project site are
highly sensitive for prehistoric cultural resources. If a prehistoric site were to be encountered within the
current project area, it almost certainly would meet Criterion D of CEQA as yielding or being likely to
yield information important to prehistory. For the purposes of this discussion, potential resources include—
but are limited to—lithic tools, modified and unmodified faunal bone specimens, tool or ornament
production debris, midden soils, hearth features, and human burials.

Subsurface soils within the boundaries of the proposed project are sensitive for cultural resources.
Potential resources include pre-contact Native American as well as historic-period materials—both of
which are likely to qualify as significant under current guidelines. Measures intended to mitigate impacts
arising from accidental discovery of cultural resources are discussed below. With these mitigation
measures implemented, it’s anticipated that any potential impacts would be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

CUL 1: Cultural resource training will be provided by a qualified archaeologist for all
construction crew members prior to any ground disturbing activities. This training will
ensure that construction workers are prepared for discovery during ground-disturbing
activities. This training will also include a handout “Alert Sheet”, which will include
photos and descriptions of the property, potential resources, and protocol for stopping
work and notification in the event of a discovery.

CUL 2: A qualified archaeologist shall conduct a limited program of targeted archaeological
monitoring of ground disturbance to mitigate impacts from the accidental discovery of
cultural resources. The qualified archaeologist shall be empowered to determine the
extent and duration of monitoring based on observations during ground disturbing
activities.
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A Tribal monitor shall be present during ground disturbing activities. Should a resource
be uncovered by these activities, all work in that area shall be halted or diverted until the
monitor can evaluate the nature and significance of the find and provide written
recommendations. Monitors shall be empowered to redirect work activities, to inspect
identified resources, and to direct their ultimate disposal, whether through documentation

If human remains are encountered during construction, the steps and procedures specified
in the California Health and Safety Code 87050.5 (HSC 7050.5), State CEQA Guidelines
15064.5(d), the California Public Resource Code §5097.98, as well as the Cultural and
Paleontological Resources General Plan DEIR as per the County of Napa General Plan
Update. The NAHC then designates a Most Likely Descendant (MLD) with respect to the
human remains within 48 hours of notification. The MLD will then have the opportunity
to recommend means for treating or disposing of, with appropriate dignity, human
remains and associated grave goods within 24 hours of notification.

CUL 3:
and curation, or preservation in situ.
CUL 4:
VI. Energy
Setting

Electricity and natural gas service for the County of Napa is provided by Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E),
which was incorporated in California in 1905. PG&E services approximately 16 million people
throughout northern and central California (Pacific Gas & Electric, 2022). PG&E provides power to a
main service switchboard and power is distributed at dedicated areas throughout the facility. The SWRF
receives 12.5 kV power from PG&E.

Impact Analysis

Less Than
it Il Pt I
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA 9 IR 9 Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

VI. ENERGY
Would the Project:

a) Resultin potentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption
of energy resources, during project
construction or operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local
plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency?

Sources: U.S. Energy Information Administration, Pacific Gas & Electric
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Less Than Significant Impact: Criterion Via

Construction of the proposed project would require the use of fossil fuels primarily in the form of gas,
diesel, and motor oil for equipment, material hauling, and delivery and worker vehicles. Construction
vehicle traffic is discussed in Section XVII. Transportation. Direct energy use would include electricity
needed to power construction equipment such as power tools. In the event temporary power may not be
available, the contractor would coordinate with PG&E to identify a means for the utility to provide
temporary power to the project site or would use portable power in the form of a portable generator.

All construction vehicles and equipment used as part of the project would comply with the federal and
state regulations guiding the use of construction vehicles and equipment, including the California Air
Resources Board (CARB) Off-Road Zone Regulation.

The proposed project would not require the use of any unusual or excessive construction equipment or
practices that would result in wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy. Due to the
temporary nature of the construction activities and compliance with applicable energy regulations,
construction-related energy use is expected to have a less than significant impact on energy resources.

No Impact: Criteria Vib

The proposed project would be required to comply with state and federal energy conservation measures
related to construction and operations, including CARB Off-Road Zone Regulation and the Rule for On-
Road Heavy-Duty Diesel-Fueled Public and Utility Fleets. Thus, the proposed project would not conflict
with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency during construction or
operation; no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

None.

VIl.  Geology/Soils

Setting

The County of Napa is located in the Napa River Valley approximately 25 miles northeast of San
Franciso, and approximately 5 miles north of San Pablo Bay. The closest adjacent County west of Napa
County is Sonoma. The County lies within the Coast Range Geomorphic Province, which is characterized
by parallel northwest trending mountain ranges (i.e., the Vaca and Mayacamas ranges) formed by active
uplift due to the tectonics of the San Andreas fault and plate boundary system. The Coast Range is
composed of Mesozoic and Cenozoic sedimentary strata. North of San Francisco Bay, the Coast Range it
is dominated by the Franciscan Complex.

The Napa River valley lies in between the VVaca and Mayacamas mountains, with generally flat
topography. Both surface water and groundwater flow generally south toward San Pablo Bay. The
surficial geology and bedrock are comprised primarily of quaternary alluvium and marine deposit
sediments that consist of alluvium, lake, playa, and terrace deposits (mostly non marine consolidated and
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unconsolidated deposits). According to the United States Department of Agriculture Web Soil Survey, the
majority of surficial sediments within the project site consist of Coombs gravelly loam (100%).

Coombs gravelly loam is well drained with a relatively low potential for erosion, a low runoff
classification, and is typically found within flat areas, or gentle slopes. This soil is not considered prime
farmland.

The County of Napa’s western border is located on the West Napa Fault Zone. Due to the project area’s
location and geologic setting in a seismically active region, the SPS site can experience seismic and
geologic hazards, including surface rupture, ground shaking and liquefaction. The area within and
surrounding the SPS site has experienced one major earthquake event (2014 West Napa Fault Earthquake)
since 1906.

Impact Analysis

Less Than
e sl et
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA 9 VI 9 Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

VIl. GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Would the Project:

a)

b)

c)

Directly or indirectly cause potential
substantial adverse effects, including the
risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

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

i) Strong seismic ground shaking?

iii) Seismic-related ground failure,
including liquefaction?

iv) Landslides?

Result in substantial soil erosion or the
loss of topsoil?

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

36



Napa Sanitation District
Soscol Recycled Water Pump Station Upgrade Project
Draft Initial Study/Anticipated Mitigated Negative Declaration

Less Than
sy S oo |
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA 9 i 9 Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

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

e) Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting the use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?

f)  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

(Source: City of Napa 2020 General Plan EIR, California Geological Society, United States
Geological Survey; Kleinfelder, Preliminary Geotechnical Recommendations, 2022)

Less than Significant Impact: Criteria Via, Vllb, Vlic, Viid, VIIf

The proposed project would not directly or indirectly expose people to the risk of loss, injury, or death
involving rupture of known earthquake faults, strong seismic ground sharking, or seismic-related ground
failure, include liguefication, or landslides. The proposed project would include excavation but only to a
depth of up to 30-feet within the boundary of SPS which does not contain habitable structures.

The project site is located in an area with high liquefication potential due to its proximity to the Napa
River, which could make soil in the area susceptible to liquefaction during seismic shaking. However, the
proposed project area is flat and would not be subject to landslides or slump as a result of possible
liquefaction. Therefore, impacts would be considered less-than significant and no mitigation is required.

The primary seismic hazard at the project site is the potential for strong ground shaking during
earthquakes along the West Napa Fault. The project would not exacerbate ground shaking during
construction or operation because excavation would not occur at depths greater than 30 feet. The project
would be designed to comply with the latest edition of the California Building Code using the seismic
coefficients developed as part of the geotechnical investigation conducted to support the project to reduce
the potential for impact to structures from ground shaking associated with earthquakes.

The proposed project could be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994) however, necessary geotechnical investigations were previously conducted by the
District to create the existing recycled water reservoirs and install pumps and associated equipment at the
SPS. The proposed project would not be making any structural changes to the existing reservoirs nor
compromise the engineering of any existing structures within the SPS.

Design and construction of the project would comply with applicable policies and appropriate engineering
practices to minimize potential substantial adverse effects involving rupture of a known earthquake fault,
strong seismic ground shaking, seismic-related ground failure, and landslides. Where practicable,
excavated soils would be reused onsite for grading purposes and would not represent a loss of topsoil
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from the site. As discussed in Sections V. Cultural Resources training of all construction crew members
will be provided by a qualified archeologist prior to any ground disturbing activities to ensure provide
direction to crew members regarding how to proceed if any resources are found, including paleontological
resources. This will be done to mitigate directly or indirectly destroying these resources during
construction.

No Impact: Criterion Vlle

The proposed project would not include the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposal of wastewater. The proposed project would only further
add redundancy and reliability to the SPS. Therefore, no impact would occur.

VIll. Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Setting

Greenhouse gas emissions are generated through both moving and stationary sources, including motor
vehicles, the production of electricity and natural gas, and other similar processes. Carbon dioxide is the
primary greenhouse gas of concern due to current atmospheric levels, current and projected emission
levels, and the highly correlated temperature regression curve that has been observed, predicting a future
path of rising carbon dioxide levels.

According to the Napa County General Plan (2008), the County’s efforts to reduce greenhouse gas
emissions will focus on reductions in the two major sources of greenhouse gases in the county: the use of
energy derived from the burning of fossil fuels and the use of fossil fuels in motor vehicles.

Impact Analysis

Less Than
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VIll. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Would the Project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may
have a significant impact on the
environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy
or regulation adopted for the purpose
of reducing the emissions of
greenhouse gases?
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Less than Significant Impact: Criteria Vllla, Vilib

GHGs are emitted by construction equipment and vehicles/trucks used during construction. Construction
of the project is expected to occur over an approximately 1-year period. GHG emissions associated with
project construction activities were estimated using the California Emissions Estimator Model®
(CalEEMod). In addition to direct emissions of GHGs, CalEEMod also calculates indirect GHG
emissions associated with electricity consumption, waste disposal, etc. The maximum estimated emission
of carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2e) from construction is 52.7 metric tons (MT) per year. The BAAQMD
has not developed a quantitative threshold of significance for construction related GHG emissions
(Section 6.3, BAAQMD 2022 CEQA Guidelines); however, the guidelines state that projects should
incorporate best management practices for reducing GHG emissions during construction. For stationary
sources of GHG emissions, the project must fall below the threshold of producing 10,000 metric tons of
CO2e per year. GHG emissions associated with the project are estimated to stay well below this threshold
throughout construction and operation. GHG emissions are also generated as a result of operating a
proposed project. The emissions can result from the burning of fossil fuels or use of electricity.
CalEEMod was also used to estimate CO2e associated with operations, amounting to approximately 17.9
MT per year. This is well below the GHG threshold. This methodology, information related to the
analysis, and the results of the GHG emission calculations are provided in Appendix A.

Mitigation Measures

None.

IX. Hazards & Hazardous Materials

Setting

The project area is relatively flat and developed only with the infrastructure necessary to operate the
SWREF and support all District operations. The proposed project area is located approximately 2 miles
north of the Napa County Airport.

Impact Analysis
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS
MATERIALS

Would the Project:

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

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included
on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result,
would it create a significant hazard to
the public or the environment?

e) For a project located within an airport
land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport,
would the project result in a safety
hazard or excessive noise for people
residing or working in the project area?

f)  Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires?

Less than Significant Impact: Criteria 1Xa, 1Xb,

Project operations would have temporary increases to the transport during construction of materials that
could be defined as hazardous. These materials could include limited quantities of gasoline, diesel fuel,
hydraulic fluids, paint, and other similarly related materials that would be brought onto the project site,
used, and stored during the construction period. During operation, diesel fuel would be stored onsite and
used to power the towable and standby generators.

Control measures are incorporated into the project to prevent the accidental spill or release of hazardous
materials into the environment. Control Measure 1 requires the storage and handling of these materials to
be in strict accordance with the Material Safety Data Sheets for the products and adherence to all local,
State, and federal requirements. Control Measures 2 and 3 address sandblasting, painting, concrete
cuttings, and other similar activities with risk to employees or the public, and construction worker safety.
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1.

All hazardous materials would be stored or handled in strict accordance with the Material Safety
Data Sheets for the products. The storage and handling of potential pollution causing and
hazardous materials, including but not limited to gasoline, fuel oil, and paint, would be in
accordance with all local, State, and federal requirements. All hazardous materials would be
stored or handled in strict accordance with the Material Safety Data Sheets for the products. The
storage and handling of potential pollution causing and hazardous materials, including but not
limited to gasoline, fuel oil, and paint, would be in accordance with all local, State, and federal
requirements.

During construction or demolition activities, all areas where sandblasting, painting, spraying
insulation or other activities that would occur or create inconvenience or be dangerous to property
or the health of employees or workers or the public shall be enclosed adequately to contain the
dust, overspray, or other hazards. In the event there are no permanent enclosures at the area, or
such enclosures are incomplete or inadequate, the Contractor shall be required to provide suitable
temporary enclosures. When sawing, cutting, or grinding concrete or other materials that produce
silica dust, water shall be used to prevent the dust from becoming airborne. Personal protective
equipment (PPE) including respiratory protective equipment shall be worn during activities
described above.

Safety provisions conforming to the U.S. Department of Labor (OSHA), Cal/OSHA, and all other
applicable federal, State, county and local laws, ordinances, and codes shall be implemented. The
completed work shall include all necessary permanent safety devices, such as machinery guards
and similar ordinary safety items, required by the State and federal industrial authorities and
applicable local and national codes. The Contractor shall prepare and submit a Health and Safety
Plan to the District for approval. The Health and Safety Plan that defines proposed site safety
measures, and which notifies workers of the presence of detected concentrations of chemicals at
the site shall be reviewed by a certified industrial hygienist prior to submittal. Safety provisions
conforming to the U.S. Department of Labor (OSHA), Cal/OSHA, and all other applicable
federal, State, county and local laws, ordinances, and codes shall be implemented. The completed
work shall include all necessary permanent safety devices, such as machinery guards and similar
ordinary safety items, required by the State and federal industrial authorities and applicable local
and national codes.

A safety supervisor who is qualified and authorized to supervise and enforce compliance with the
Health and Safety Plan shall be appointed to oversee the implementation of the Safety Plan at the
project area. The Safety Plan would include an operation plan with emergency contacts. A safety
supervisor who is qualified and authorized to supervise and enforce compliance with the Safety
Plan shall be appointed to oversee the implementation of the Safety Plan at the project area. The
Safety Plan would include an operation plan with emergency contacts.

No Impact: Criteria IXc, IXd, IXe, IXf, IXg

The proposed site is not located within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school. While the
project site is located approximately 2 miles from the Napa County Airport, all construction would take
place within the SWRF boundary and would not result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people
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residing or working in the project area. The project area is not open to the public nor near any sensitive
receptors as further discussed in Section XI1I. Noise. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

Construction of the project would not physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan since
the proposed project would not result in street closures or detours. Existing streets would not be modified
to construct or operate the SPS. Therefore, no impact would occur. The project is also not located on a
site that is known to be included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government
Code Section 65962.5.

As discussed in Section XX. Wildfire, the proposed project is located within a Local Responsibility Area
(LRA) designated as non-very high fire hazard severity zone (VHFHSZ). Thus, the project would not
exacerbate wildfire risks nor expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire and would not expose people or structures to significant risk of loss,
injury, or death involving wildland fires. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

Mitigation Measures

None.
X. Hydrology/Water Quality

Setting

The project area lies within the jurisdiction of the City of Napa Water Division (CONWD) and is
managed by CONWD. The Napa River flows from north to south along the west of the project site before
flowing past the wastewater treatment sloughs located within the southern area of the property. The river
then runs south for approximately 1.7 miles before ending at San Pablo Bay (San Pablo National Wildlife
Refuge), with the river being tidally influenced by the bay from the City of Napa south. The National
Wetlands Inventory classifies the portion of Napa River that runs along the project site as ELUBL, which
signifies the following:

o “System Estuarine (E): The Estuarine System consists of deepwater tidal habitats and adjacent
tidal wetlands that are usually semi enclosed by land but have open, partly obstructed, or
sporadic access to the open ocean, and in which ocean water is at least occasionally diluted by
freshwater runoff from the land. The salinity may be periodically increased above that of the
open ocean by evaporation.

o Subsystem Subtidal (1): The substrate in these habitats is continuously covered with tidal
water (i.e., located below extreme low water). “Class Streambed (SB): Includes all wetlands
contained within the Intermittent Subsystem of the Riverine System and all channels of the
Estuarine System or of the Tidal Subsystem of the Riverine System that are completely
dewatered at low tide.

e Class Unconsolidated Bottom (UB): Includes all wetlands and deepwater habitats with at least
25% cover of particles smaller than stones (less than 6-7 cm), and a vegetative cover less than
30%.

e Water Regime Subtidal (L): Tidal salt water continuously covers the substrate.
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There is also an estuarine wetland mapped by NWI along the eastern edges of the river, however, these
wetlands have been observed to be part of the river itself (below OHWM) and is therefore considered part
of the river system.

The project site is located within the central coastal ranges, inside of the mid-southern portion of the
Napa-Sonoma Valley Groundwater Basin. Furthermore, the site is located within the northern portion of
the Napa Valley Subbasin. The Napa Valley groundwater subbasin lies beneath Napa Valley; the basin is
as deep as 4,500 feet belowground in the area. According to the San Francisco Groundwater Bay Area
report from California’s Groundwater Bulletin (Issue 118), domestic wells measure and average of 310
feet with municipal/irrigation wells averaging a depth of 463 feet. The Natural Resource Conservation
Service (NRCS) United States Geological Survey (USGS) Soil Data Report for the project area reports an
average of depth to groundwater of approximately greater than 6 feet at the project site. According to the
California’s Groundwater Bulletin (Issue 118), the water quality in the subbasin is considered good and
generally acceptable for beneficial uses. The water is listed as somewhat hard and bicarbonate, with small
concentrations of sulfate, chloride, and other minerals present. Water extracted from the alluvial aquifers
is generally good for most uses. Analysis of samples collected from the Sonoma Volcanics indicates that
the normal chloride concentration is not more than 40 parts per million (ppm) and that the groundwater is
relatively low in sulfate, calcium, and magnesium.

Overall, there are some water quality concerns reported within the southern portion of the Napa Valley
sub basin (where the SPS site is located), as listed within the Groundwater Bulletin. The main concerns
reported included the intrusion of seawater within some shallow wells due to their location within areas of
concentrated groundwater pumping. Along with seawater intrusion, water from some wells in Napa
Valley are reported to have elevated boron concentrations making some water unfit for irrigation.

The District operates under a NPDES permit that permits discharge to recycled water reservoirs and to
Napa River at 38.23583°N -122.28611°W (RWQCB Order No R2-2022-0003, NPDES No. CA0037575).

The District’s NPDES permit consists of waste discharge requirements specifying the amount of
wastewater that can be discharged, sampling frequency, and the types of testing and monitoring that must
be done by the District. The permit also sets limits for various pollutant concentrations. The District’s
NPDES permit must be renewed every five years. The NPDES permit was issued to the District jointly by
the U.S. EPA and the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) and went into
effect April 1, 2022.

Under its NPDES permit, effective April 1, 2022, the District is allowed to discharge treated wastewater
to the Napa River during the wet season, October 1 through June 30. The District provides full secondary
treatment of wastewater whenever it is discharging to the Napa River. From July 1 through September 30,
the dry season, discharge to the river is prohibited, and wastewater is either stored at the SWRF or treated
to produce recycled water. As indicated in the project description, recycled water is used for irrigation by
golf courses, business parks, community parks, schools, cemeteries, and vineyards.

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) and the California Regional Water Quality
Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region (Regional Water Board) have classified the discharge from the
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District as “major.” Overall, the NPDES permit has reported one violation over the course if its
enactment. !

Impact Analysis

RESOURCE CATEGORY /
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incorporated

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the Project:

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

Violate any water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements or otherwise
substantially degrade surface or groundwater
quality?

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies
or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge such that the project may impede
sustainable groundwater management of the
basin?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern
of the site or area, including through the
alteration of the course of a stream or river or
through the addition of impervious surfaces, in
a manner which would:

i) Result in a substantial erosion or siltation on-
or off-site;

i) Substantially increase the rate or amount of
surface runoff in a manner which could result
in flooding on- or off-site;

iii) Create or contribute runoff water which
would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or
provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

iv) Impede or redirect flood flows?
In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk
release of pollutants due to project inundation?

Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a
water quality control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

! The SWRF incurred a violation due to failing a pre-treatment inspection audit via the failure of a Survival Static
Renewal 96Hr Acute Pimephales promelas (TRNGC) test, a 7-day sub-lethal toxicity test, during the 12t quarter of
2023. This violation is not listed as resolved, likely due to the recent nature of the test.
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Less than Significant Impact: Criteria Xci, Xcii

As part of construction, it is anticipated that the site would be graded to allow stormwater to discharge via
overland flow to the established onsite drainage infrastructure. No new storm sewers are proposed as part
of the project. As described in Section IX. Hazards & Hazardous Materials all chemicals stored onsite
would have secondary containment to prevent the release of chemicals into the environment. Stormwater
guantity and quality would be similar to existing conditions. It is not anticipated that stormwater would
have the potential to contaminate any localized groundwater resources. Therefore, it is anticipated the
project would have a less than significant impact on the quality of surface water or groundwater.

No Impact: Criteria Xa, Xb, Xciii, Xciv, Xd, Xe

The proposed project would further support the SWRF in supplying recycled water to meet existing
District needs more reliably and with a greater level of redundancy. The proposed project would not
violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements, and construction of the project
would not decrease groundwater supplies nor interfere substantially with groundwater recharge. The
project would also not increase the rate or amount of surface runoff since there would be no new
impervious surfaces or areas with low permeability be created. The project would also not impede nor
redirect flood flows since the project site is not located within a 100-year flood zone. The proposed
project would also not contribute to increased risk of pollutants due to project inundation in an event of a
flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche. The proposed project does not interfere with the sustainability goal
outlined in Napa County’s current Groundwater Sustainability Plan (2022).

Mitigation Measures

None.
XI. Land Use and Planning

Setting

The public policy plan in the area is the Napa County General Plan (2008). This plan focuses on eight
main elements: Agricultural Preservation and Land Use Element, Community Character Element,
Conservation Element, Circulation Element, Economic Development Element, Housing Element,
Recreation and Open Space Element, and Safety Element. These eight elements provide the goals and
policies for the long-term development of the County. The General Plan states that the classifications for
development serve as a guide for zoning, and zoning regulations. The Napa County Code (The Napa
County Zoning Ordinance) is a key implementation tool for the General Plan. The project is currently
zoned as PL:AC (Public Lands: Airport Compatibility) as per the Napa County Zoning map as explained
in Section Il. Agriculture and Forestry Resources.
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Impact Analysis
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XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the Project:

a) Physically divide an established
community?

b) Cause a significant environmental
impact due to a conflict with any land
use plan, policy, or regulation adopted
for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

No Impact: Criteria Xla and Xlb

The proposed project is located on the existing SWRF parcel and no changes to the existing land use or
zoning is proposed for the parcel. Therefore, the proposed project would not alter land use and zoning by
physically dividing an established community or conflicting with an existing plan, policy or regulation
related to land use.

Mitigation Measures

None.
XII. Mineral Resources

Setting

The project site is designated MRZ-2, indicating the low likelihood of significant mineral resources.

Impact Analysis
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XIl. MINERAL RESOURCES
Would the Project:

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state?
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b) Resultin the loss of availability of a locally
important mineral resource recovery site
delineated on a local general plan, specific
plan or other land use plan?

No Impact: Criteria Xlla, Xllb

The closest mineral resources to the project site are located approximately one mile to the west. There are
no locally important mineral resource recovery sites in the County of Napa and construction would take
place on the existing SPS site. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measures

None.

XIll.  Noise

Setting

The SWRF, where the proposed project is located at is approximately 500 acres and is south of the City of
Napa and east of Napa River. The SWRF parcel is surrounded by fencing and is inaccessible to the
general public. The SWREF is north of Napa County Airport and its zoning is a combination district of
both Public Lands and Airport Compatibility. The immediate vicinity of the project site zoning includes
both Public Lands and Agricultural Watershed. As mentioned in Section 2.6 Project Construction of the
planned upgrades to the District’s SPS would occur over the course of approximately 18 months and
would be completed within a standard 40-hour work week during typical construction hours of 7:00 am to
7:00 pm. This is in alignment with the Municipal Code of the County of Napa (Chapter 8.16) that allows
construction activities between 7:00 am — 7:00 pm daily. It is not anticipated that noise from construction
activities associated with the project would exceed 85 dBA. All construction would occur within the
current SWRF boundaries at or adjacent to the SPS.

Construction noise varies depending on construction activities and duration, type of equipment involved,
proximity to sensitive receptors, and the duration of the construction activities. Construction equipment
used on the site may be mobile (e.g., loaders, forklift, tractors) or stationery (e.g., towable generator).
Heavy construction equipment typically operates for short periods at full power followed by extended
periods of operation at lower power, idling, or powered-off conditions.
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Impact Analysis
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XlIl. NOISE
Would the project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels
in the vicinity of the project in excess of
standards established in the local general
plan or noise ordinance, or applicable
standards of other agencies?

b) Generation of excessive ground-borne
vibration or ground-borne noise levels?

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or an airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport
or public use airport, would the project
expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

Sources: Napa County General Plan, 2008 ; Napa County Online Public Map, 2023

Less Than Significant Impact: Criteria Xllla, Xlllb

Construction activities are expected to cause temporary increases in ambient noise levels and there are no

residential land uses surrounding the project site. Construction equipment that is anticipated during
construction at the project is shown in Table 3-4 below. While vibration is not expected to generate

significant impacts, best practices (such as scheduling construction activities with the highest potential to

produce vibration to less-sensitive daytime hours) would be implemented to minimize any vibrations.

Table 3-4: Noise Emission Limits for the Project’s Anticipated Construction Equipment at 50 ft

Construction Equipment Lmax Level (dBA)?
Backhoe 80
Concrete Mixer 85
Concrete Pumps 82
Concrete Vibrator 76
Dozer 85
Dump Truck 84
Grader 85
Loader 70
Paver 85
Vibratory Compactor 80
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Source: Mitigation of Nighttime Construction Noise, Vibrations and Other Nuisances,
National Cooperative Highway Research Program, 1999.

1. Measured at 50 feet from the construction equipment, with a “slow” (1 sec.) time
constant

2. Noise limits apply to total noise emitted from equipment and associated
components operating at full power while engaged in its intended operation

No Impact: Criterion Xlllc

The project site is located approximately 2 miles from the Napa County Airport and all construction
would take place within the SWRF boundary.

Mitigation Measures

None.
XIV. Population / Housing

Setting

The district serves approximately 82,000 people within a 21 square mile area that comprises the City of
Napa and surrounding unincorporated areas.

Impact Analysis
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XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING

Would the Project:

a) Induce substantial unplanned population
growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and
businesses) or indirectly (for example,
through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing
people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing
elsewhere?

No Impact: Criteria XlVa, XIVb

While the proposed project would be designed to accommodate future recycled water needs, the proposed
project would not result in additional SWRF capacity that would trigger or induce substantial unplanned
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growth in the District service area. The proposed project would take place entirely within the boundaries
of the existing SPS and would meet the current demand of the recycled water distribution system more
effectively. Thus, existing communities and houses would not be displaced. Therefore, no impact would
occur.

Mitigation Measures

None.

XV. Public Services

Setting

As described in Section XI. Land Use and Planning, according to the Napa County Online Public Map,
the project area zoning is designated as PL:AC (Public Lands: Airport Compatibility), which is a
combining district classification intended to accommaodate the orderly growth and development of public-
use airports.

The project site is served by Napa County Fire Department Station 27 and the Napa County Patrol
Bureau. The Patrol Bureau is responsible for providing law enforcement and crime prevention services to
the residents of the unincorporated area of Napa County and the Town of Yountville. The Bureau patrols
the larger portion of 794 square miles of land and associated waterways that make up the County of Napa.
As mentioned in Section I. Aesthetics, the project site is approximately 0.15 miles west of the Napa River
and 2.5 miles northeast of Fagan marsh State Marine Park.

Impact Analysis

Less Than
cesounce carcoony | POl | Sueant | e an |y,
SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA 9 IR 9 Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

XV. PUBLIC SERVICES
Would the Project:

a) Result in substantial adverse physical
impacts associated with the provision of
new or physically altered governmental
facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times, or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

i) Fire protection?
i) Police protection?
iii) Schools?

iv) Parks?
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v) Other public facilities?

No Impact: Criteria XVai, XVaii, XVaiii, XVaiv, XVv

Construction activities would not impact recreational areas including but not limited to neighborhoods,
regional parks, and other recreational suburban and urban areas. All construction and operational
activities would occur entirely within the boundaries of the SWRF. Established community facilities and
services such as fire services, police departments, schools, parks, and other facilities would not be
physically affected or need to increase the level of service provided to the site during or following
construction. Growth in areas surrounding the SWRF would not be generated as a result of the project and
there would be no conflicts with any land use plans or policies, as discussed in Section XI. Land Use and
Planning. All new construction will comply with established fire safety standards as stated in the Napa
County General Plan (2008) which includes stipulations on traffic flow and ingress/egress for residents
and emergency vehicles.

Mitigation Measures

None.

XVI. Recreation

Setting

As described in Section XI. Land Use and Planning, the project site is currently zoned as PL:AC (Public
Lands: Airport Compatibility according to the Napa County Online Public Map. No wilderness areas are
on or adjacent to the project site. There are no parks or recreational facilities in the immediate vicinity of
the project site.

Impact Analysis
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XVI. RECREATION
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a) Would the project increase the use of
existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

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

No Impact: Criteria XVla, XVIb

Construction activities associated with the project would not impact recreational areas or facilities since
all construction activities would occur entirely within the boundaries of the SWRF. As discussed in
Section XIV. Population/Housing, the proposed project would not contribute to any population growth,
therefore it would not increase the need for or size of any existing neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur.

Mitigation Measure

None.
XVII. Transportation

Setting

The project site is served by local, collector and arterial streets. Local roads provide limited mobility and
are the primary access to residential areas, businesses, and other local areas. Collector and arterial streets
are generally low-to-medium speed and low-to-medium capacity roadways that provide connections
between neighborhood areas, commercial centers, and regional highways. Access to the project site,
including emergency access, is provided via local roadways. The project site can be accessed via Soscol
Ferry Road which is a local road and State Route 12/29 can be found northeast of the project site.

Impact Analysis
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XVIl. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Would the Project:
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a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance or
policy addressing the circulation system,
including transit, roadway, bicycle and
pedestrian facilities?

b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent
with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3
subdivision (b)?

c) Substantially increase hazards due to a
geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses
(e.g. farm equipment)?

d) Resultininadequate emergency access?

No Impact: Criteria XVlla, XVllc, XVIid

While there would be a temporary increase in vehicle trips during construction, the proposed project itself
would not contribute to any additional trip generation. Vehicles accessing the site would continue to do so
using the existing road network.

The project would not involve construction of or on public roadways or the use of oversized equipment
that would travel roadways not compatible with such equipment. The project is not anticipated to create
emergency access issues. No impact would occur.

Less than Significant Impact: Criterion XVIib

CEQA Guidelines Section 10564.3 subdivision (b) stipulates criteria for analyzing transportation impacts
in terms of “vehicle miles traveled” (VMT) for land use projects and transportation projects. VMT refers
to the amount and distance of automobile travel attributable to a project.

During construction, the number of trucks and workers would vary onsite over the 18-month construction
period. As noted in Section 2.6.2 the proposed project is estimated to require approximately 50 truck trips
during project construction and these trips would be spread out over the construction period.

This temporary increase in traffic during construction of the proposed project is consistent with use as a
SPS site, would not interfere with the surrounding residential land use, and would not result in an increase
in VMT that would exceed thresholds of significance. The increase in VMT generated during operation of
the project would be minimal since the SPS would continue to operate as it does under existing conditions
once construction is complete. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact on the
CEQA Guidelines 15064.3, subdivision (b).
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Mitigation Measures

None.

XVIIl. Tribal Cultural Resources

Setting

The SWREF is located at the USGS Cuttings Wharf 7.5” Quadrangle as shown in Figure -: USGS 7.5
Quad Map. As mentioned in Section V. Cultural Resources, a historical Resource Records and Report
was submitted to the NWIC in July 2023 by the District. According to the response received by NWIC on
July 25, 2025, the project area contains no recorded archaeological resources. The State Office of Historic
Preservation Built Environment Resources Directory (OHP BERD), which includes listings of the
California Register of Historical Resources, California State Historical Landmarks, California State
Points of Historical Interest, and the National Register of Historic Places, lists no recorded buildings or
structures within or adjacent to the proposed project area. Although there is one listing at the project
address, 1515 Soscol Ferry Road, P-28-001659, the Napa Sanitation District Bldg P1 | Influent Pump
Station, OTIS # 694142, with a status code of 6Y, this resource has been Determined ineligible for the
National Register. In addition to these inventories, the NWIC base maps show no recorded buildings or
structures within the project site area.

The District also contacted NAHC on April 2023 to determine the potential for cultural resources to be
within the project area that may be of interest to any Native American groups. NAHC provided a response
and consultation list of tribes that are traditionally and culturally affiliated with the geographic area near
the project on June 2, 2023. On August 29, 2023, the District received one response noting that the
project is within the aboriginal territories of the Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation. The Yocha Dehe Wintun
Nation requested monitoring for ground disturbance. The District reached out to Yocha Dehe Wintun
Nation on September 7, 2023 to further discuss working with the tribe to facilitate monitoring. Mitigation
measures that involve tribal facilitation have been incorporated in Sections V. Cultural Resources and
VII. Geology/Soils. All correspondence regarding AB 52 can be found in Appendix E. To date, no
additional responses have been received. A summary of the Native American Tribes invited to consult is
provided below in Table 3-5.

Table 3-5: Native American Tribes Invited to Consult

Tribal Contact Responded?

Cachil Dehe Band of Wintun Indians of the Colusa

. . No
Indian Community
Cortina Rancheria - Kletsel Dehe Band of Wintun NoO
Indians
Guidiville Indian Rancheria No
Middletown Rancheria of Pomo Indians No
Mishewal-Wappo Tribe of Alexander Valley No
Muwekma Ohlone Indian Tribe of the SF Bay Area No
Pinoleville Pomo Nation No
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Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation

Yes
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XVIIl. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Would the Project cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a tribal
cultural resource, defined in Public
Resources Code § 21074 as either a site,
feature, place, cultural landscape that is
geographically defined in terms of the size
and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or
object with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe and that is:

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical
Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as defined in Public
Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or
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b) A resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported
by substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code
§ 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth
in subdivision (c) of Public Resource
Code § 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource
to a California Native American tribe..

No Impact: XVlilla

As described above, according to NWIC, the project area contains no recorded archaeological resources
and there are no eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register
of historical resources. However, under further investigation there may be possible archeological
resources that may be present in the project area as discussed in Section V. Cultural Resources.

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: XVllib

The District has consulted with Yocha Dehe Wintun Nation under the requirements of AB52 and will take
actions necessary to ensure the protection of tribal and cultural resources. Mitigation measure CUL 3
provides for the presence of a Tribal monitor during ground disturbing activities for the proposed project.
The monitor is qualified to identify a resource and recommend how it is to be handled, whether through
excavation and curation, or preservation in place, and would make those recommendations if resources
are encountered. With the AB52 Consultation and the CUL 3 mitigation measure in place, impacts to
tribal resources as a result of the project will be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

See Section V. Cultural Resources (CUL-3)
XIX. Utilities / Service Systems

Setting

The SWRF is a wastewater treatment plant which uses many complex processes to produce treated
wastewater and recycled water. Wastewater undergoes primary, secondary, and tertiary treatment and
disinfection before being released to the Napa River or distributed for irrigation as recycled water. The
SWRF operates 24 hours a day, 365 days a year and produces 650 million gallons of treated water
annually. The historical peak day recycled water production is about 9 Million Gallons per Day (MGD)
and the facility can produce up to 12 MGD of recycled water.

The SPS is a component of the SWRF and was originally built in 1994 and then modified in 2016. The
current pump station configuration consists of three vertical turbine pumps and one jockey pump. The
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existing vertical turbine pumps have a capacity of 5,700 Gallons per Minute (GPM) while the jockey
pump has a capacity of 1,750 GPM.

Impact Analysis
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Would the Project:

a) Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or storm water
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the
construction or relocation of which could
cause significant environmental effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to
serve the project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during
normal, dry and multiple dry years?

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

d) 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) Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

No Impact: Criteria XIXa, XIXb, XIXc, XIXd, XIXe

The proposed project would construct and operate improvements to the current SPS which would
continue to pump, store and distribute recycled water. The proposed project would support the District in
its ability to serve existing commitments and continue to support distributing recycled water for landscape
irrigation, golf courses, and vineyards, in addition to conveying water to the District’s treated wastewater
disposal fields located in the South branch.

The proposed project would not generate any excess solid waste and would comply with all relevant
federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid waste management.
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Mitigation Measures

None.

XX.  Wildfire

Setting

The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) Fire and Resource Assessment
Program (FRAP) assesses the amount and extent of the State’s forests and rangelands, analyzes their
conditions, and identifies alternative management and policy guidelines. As part of this assessment, CAL
FIRE produces maps designating Fire Hazard Severity Zones for State Responsibility Area (SRA) lands
and Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone Maps (VHFHSZ) for Local Responsibility Area (LRA) lands.
The project site is located within the Napa County LRA and is designated as a non- Very High Fire
Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSZ) as seen in Figure 3-3.
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Figure 3-3: Napa County State Responsibility Area Fire Hazard Severity Zones Map
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XX. WILDFIRE

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
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 concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

c) Require the installation or maintenance 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) Expose people or structures to significant
risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, and as a result of
runoff, post-fire slope instability, or
drainage changes?

No Impact: Criteria XXa, XXb, XXC, and XXd

The project is located within an LRA designated as non-VHFHSZ. Thus, the project would not exacerbate
wildfire risks nor expose project occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or uncontrolled
spread of a wildfire.

Construction activities for the project would not impact any Safety Goals and Policies set forth by the
Napa County General Plan (2008). Operation of the project would not result in any interference with
emergency response plans or evacuation plans.

Mitigation Measures

None.
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XXI.

Impact Analysis
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XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially 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, substantially 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
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?

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated: Criterion XXla

CULTURAL RESOURCES

As described in Section V, impacts to cultural resources could be significant but mitigation measures have
been included in consideration of the findings from the archival research and field study conducted by a
gualified archaeologist. Mitigation measures CUL 1 and CUL 2 have been included in the event of an
accidental discovery. The project also requires tribal monitoring (CUL 3) to be present during ground
disturbing activities, pending additional responses from affected tribes. Further, mitigation measure CUL
4 is included should any remains be encountered on the project site.

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

As described in Section V and Section XVIII, impacts to tribal cultural resources could be significant but
mitigations measures have been put in place, such as CUL 3, to protect cultural resources during
construction. A Tribal monitor will be present during ground disturbing activities to identify any potential
cultural resources and handle them appropriately.

61



Napa Sanitation District
Soscol Recycled Water Pump Station Upgrade Project
Draft Initial Study/Anticipated Mitigated Negative Declaration

Less than Significant Impact: Criteria XXlb, XXlc

The proposed project will not have impacts that are individually limited and will be cumulatively
considerable. The proposed improvements to the SPS are consistent with existing land uses and are
located with the boundaries of the SWRF. Overall, the upgrades to the SPS would prolong the life of the
current vertical turbine pumps and allow the District to conserve energy during periods of lesser recycled
water demand. This will overall benefit all of the District’s recycled water customers and provide
additional drought resiliency for the District and its customers by increasing the dependability of recycled
water delivery system.

The incremental effects of the proposed project (inclusive of the mitigation measures described in this
initial study) would not result in cumulatively considerable impacts. Potential environmental impacts are
expected to remain at, or be mitigated to, levels below significance and the project would advance long-
term environmental goals. Impacts associated with construction or operation of the project will be
mitigated (as set forth in this document) to less than significant levels and will not significantly impact
human beings, either directly or indirectly. Therefore, project related impacts would be less than
significant.

4. Compliance with Federal Regulations

The District is seeking funding for the proposed project under the State Water Resources Control Board’s
(SWRCB) Clean Water State Revolving Fund (CWSRF) Program. The CWSRF Program is partially
funded through a capitalization grant from the USEPA on an annual basis. Due to the federal nexus with
USEPA, federal laws and regulations (e.g., federal cross-cutters) apply to the project. Under the CWSRF
Program, the Division under the State Water Board uses the CEQA document plus the federal cross-
cutting documentation in place of a National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) document in what is
termed “CEQA-Plus” documentation. This section addresses the Project’s compliance with federal laws
and regulations to satisfy the CEQA-Plus requirements.

4.1 United States Forest Service, Bureau of Land Management, and Other
Federal Land

If any portion of the proposed project is located on the USFS, the BLM land, or other federally managed
land, a USFS Special-Use Authorization, BLM Land Use Permit, or other form of federal land use
authorization, respectively, may be required. These documents (e.g., permits, leases, easements) authorize
specific uses and activities upon the USFS, the BLM, or other federally managed land (e.g., construction
upon USFS or BLM land). The proposed project will not be located on USFS, the BLM, or any other
federally managed land.

4.2  Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act (AHPA)

The AHPA was established in 1960 for the preservation of significant scientific, prehistoric, historic and
archaeological materials and data that might be lost or destroyed as a result of flooding, the construction
of access roads, relocation of railroads and highways, or any other federally funded activity that is
associated with the construction of a dam or reservoir. Under this law, historical and archaeological
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resources do not have to be eligible, or considered eligible, in the National Register of Historic Places for
an impact to occur. The project construction will not cause an irreparable loss or damage of significant
archaeological or historic resources or data through alteration of the terrain resulting from dam or
reservoir construction as furthering explained in Section V. Cultural Resources. The project does not
require compliance with the AHPA.

4.3 Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act

The bald eagle will continue to be protected by the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (Act) even
though it has been delisted under the Endangered Species Act. This law, originally passed in 1940,
provides for the protection of the bald eagle and the golden eagle (as amended in 1962) by prohibiting the
take, possession, sale, purchase, barter, offer to sell, purchase or barter, transport, export or import, of any
bald or golden eagle, alive or dead, including any part, nest, or egg, unless allowed by permit (16 U.S.C.
668(a); 50 CFR 22). "Take" includes pursue, shoot, shoot at, poison, wound, kill, capture, trap, collect,
molest or disturb (16 U.S.C. 668c; 50 CFR 22.3). The purpose of the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection
Act is to not agitate the bald and golden eagle to the extent of not 1) Abusing an eagle, 2) Interfering with
its substantial lifestyle, including shelter, breeding, feeding, or 3) Nest abandonment. The project does not
conflict with the intent of the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, while Bald and Golden Eagles may
be present in the project site area during September to December it is not anticipated that the proposed
project would disturb the Eagles. Stressors that would impact the birds include vegetation alteration,
vegetation removal, ground disturbance, structures, noise, light, chemicals, and human presence. While
some ground disturbance and noise may occur during construction, it would be temporary. This is further
explained in Section XIII. Noise.

4.4 Clean Air Act

General Conformity ensures that the actions taken by federal agencies, such as airport construction, does
not interfere with a state’s plans to attain and maintain national standards for air quality.

The Clean Air Act (CAA) is the comprehensive federal law that regulates air emissions from stationary
and mobile sources. Among other things, this law authorizes EPA to establish National Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) to protect public health and public welfare and to regulate emissions of
hazardous air pollutants. Project construction and operation emissions would not exceed BAAQMD
thresholds for any criteria pollutants under mitigated or unmitigated conditions. Common mitigation
measures, if applied, are expected to reduce particulate matter emissions by about 50% throughout
construction. The project will not conflict with any attainment plans and will result in less than significant
impacts.

45 Coastal Barriers Resources Act

The Coastal Barriers Resources Act is intended to discourage development in the Coastal Barrier
Resources System and adjacent wetlands, marshes, estuaries, inlets, and near-shore waters. The project
will not impact or be located within or near the Coastal Barrier Resources System or its adjacent
wetlands, marshes, estuaries, inlets, and near-shore waters.
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4.6 Coastal Zone Management Act

The U.S. Congress recognized the importance of meeting the challenge of continued growth in the coastal
zone by passing the Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA\) in 1972. Projects involving construction
activities in the coastal zone will require consultation with either the California Coastal Commission (or
the designated local agency with a Local Coastal Program), or the BCDC (for projects located in the San
Francisco Bay area). The project is not within the coastal zone.

4.7 Endangered Species Act (ESA)

The Endangered Species Act (ESA) provides a program for the conservation of threatened and
endangered plants and animals and the habitats in which they are found. The lead federal agencies for
implementing ESA are U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. The law requires federal agencies, in consultation
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and/or the NOAA Fisheries Service, to ensure that actions they
authorize, fund, or carry out are not likely to jeopardize the continued existence of any listed species or
result in the destruction or adverse modification of designated critical habitat of such species. The project
will not have an impact on any federally listed species or their critical habitat since while species were
identified as having the potential to be present, a site visit did not find species or their habitat onsite.

4.8 Environmental Justice

The USEPA has defined environmental justice as “the fair treatment and meaningful involvement of all
people regardless of race, color, national origin, or income with respect to the development,
implementation, and enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies.” The project is not
likely to be of any particular interest to or have an impact on certain minority, low-income, or indigenous
populations. The proposed project would take place entirely within the boundaries of the existing SPS.
Once constructed, the SPS would operate the same as it does under existing conditions. More information
can be further found in Sections XIV. Population/Housing and XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources.

4.9 Farmland Protection Policy Act

The Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA) is intended to minimize the impact Federal programs have
on the unnecessary and irreversible conversion of farmland to nonagricultural uses. Projects involving
impacts to farmland designated as prime and unique, local and statewide importance, or under a
Williamson Act Contract, will require consultation with the United States Department of Agriculture,
Natural Resources Conservation Service and/or California Department of Conservation. The project is not
located on and will not impact prime, unique, or important farmland as discussed in Section II.
Agriculture and Forestry Resources.

4.10 Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act (FWCA)

The Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act directs the US Fish and Wildlife Service to investigate and report
on proposed Federal actions that affect any stream or other body of water and to provide
recommendations to minimize impacts on fish and wildlife resources. Projects that may impact a stream
or other water body by impounding, diverting, deepening a channel, or otherwise controlling or
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modifying flow for any purpose (including navigation and drainage) will require consultation with the
USFWS and CDFW. The project will not impact any bodies of water, therefore, this act does not apply to
the proposed project.

4.11 Floodplain Management: Executive Orders 11988, 12148, and 13690

These Executive Orders indicate that each agency shall take action to reduce the risk of flood loss, to
minimize the impact of floods on human safety, health and welfare, and to restore and preserve the
natural and beneficial values served by floodplains in carrying out its responsibilities. The project is not
located within a 100-year floodplain.

4.12 Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act

The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act is the primary law that governs
marine fisheries management in U.S. federal waters. First passed in 1976, the MSA fosters the long-term
biological and economic sustainability of marine fisheries. The project does not involve any direct or
indirect impacts from construction or operational activities or changes in water quality/quantity that may
impact Essential Fish Habitat (EFH).

4.13 Marine Mammal Protection Act

The Marine Mammal Protection Act (MMPA) was enacted on October 21, 1972. All marine mammals
are protected under the MMPA. The MMPA prohibits, with certain exceptions, the "take" of marine
mammals in the United States waters and by the United States citizens on the high seas, and the
importation of marine mammals and marine mammal products into the United States. Jurisdiction for
MMPA is shared by the USFWS and the NMFS. The project will not impact Marine Mammals.

4.14 Migratory Bird Treaty Act

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) restricts the killing, taking, collecting and selling or purchasing
of native bird species or their parts, nests, or eggs. The project will not impact protected migratory birds.

4.15 National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA)/Historic Sites Act (HAS)

Section 106 of the NHPA requires federal agencies to take into account the effects of project activities on
historic properties. The Section 106 process seeks to accommodate historic preservation concerns with the
needs of federal undertakings through consultation among the agency official and other parties with an
interest in the effects of the undertaking on historic properties, commencing at the early stages of project
planning. Historic properties are any prehistoric or historic district, site, building, structure, or object
included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). The term also
includes properties of religious and cultural importance to a Native American tribe that meets the

National Register criteria. No historic properties are affected and no adverse effects to historic properties
result from the project, please see sections V. Cultural Resources and XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources
for further discussion and mitigations discussed.
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4.16 Protection of Wetlands

In accordance with Executive Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, any proposed project that will be in
or will potentially affect wetlands must be assessed so that adverse impacts to wetlands can be avoided, to
the extent possible. A wetland delineation report must be prepared for any project that will be located in
or will potentially impact a wetland. The project will not be located in and/or will not potentially affect a
wetland. This information can be found in Section IV Biological resources.

4.17 Rivers and Harbors Act, Section 10

If a project involves the construction of structures or any other regulated activities in, under, or over
navigable waters of the United States, a Section 10 Permit from the USACE is required. Regulated
activities include the placement/removal of structures, work involving dredging, disposal of dredged
material, filling, excavation, or any other disturbance of soils/sediments or modification of a navigable
waterway. Navigable waters of the United States are those waters of the United States that are subject to
the ebb and flow of the tide shoreward to the mean high-water mark and/or are presently used, or have
been used in the past, or may be susceptible to use to transport interstate or foreign commerce. Tributaries
and backwater areas associated with navigable waters of the United States and located below the OHW
elevation of the adjacent navigable waterway, are also regulated under Section 10. The project is not
located in or near navigable waters of the United States. There will be no construction of structures,
modification of existing structures, or any other regulated activity work in, under, or over navigable
waters of the United States.

4.18 Safe Drinking Water Act/Sole Source Aquifer Protection

For projects impacting a listed Sole Source Aquifer, the applicant must identify an alternative project
location, and/or develop adequate mitigation measures in consultation with the USEPA. The project is not
within the boundaries of a Sole Source Aquifer.

4.19 Wild and Scenic Rivers Act

The Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of 1968 established the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System and
authorizes Congress to preserve certain rivers with outstanding natural, cultural and recreational values in
a free-flowing condition for the enjoyment of present and future generations. The act is notable for
safeguarding the special character of these rivers, while also recognizing the potential for their
appropriate use and development. The act encourages river management that crosses political boundaries
and promotes public participation in developing goals for river protection. The Wild and Scenic Rivers
Act protects more than 13,400 miles of rivers and streams in the U.S. The Forest Service is involved in
managing over 5,000 of those wild and scenic rivers miles. The project will not impact any of the wild
and scenic rivers listed above; it will not take place within or near these resources.

420 Wilderness Act

The Wilderness Act of 1964 established the National Wilderness Preservation System and authorizes
Congress to designate wilderness areas. Except as specifically provided for in the Wilderness Act (Act),
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and subject to existing private rights, there shall be no commercial enterprise and no permanent road
within any wilderness area designated by this Act and, except as necessary to meet minimum
requirements for the administration of the area for the purpose of this Act (including measures required in
emergencies involving health and safety of persons within the area), there shall be no temporary road, no
use of motor vehicles, motorized equipment, or motorboats, no landing of aircraft, no other form of
mechanical transport, and no structure or installation within any such areas. The project is not within the
boundaries of a Wilderness Area.
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