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GENERAL INFORMATION ABOUT THIS DOCUMENT 

 
What’s in this document: 
 

The City of Rancho Cordova has prepared this Initial Study, which examines the potential environmental 
impacts of the Monier Circle Stormwater Detention Basin Project (project), in Sacramento County, 

California. The document explains the proposed project details and the existing environment that could be 

affected by the project, potential impacts, and proposed avoidance, minimization, and/or mitigation 

measures. 
 

What you should do: 
 

• Please read the document. Hard copies of the document are available for review at: 

City of Rancho Cordova 

Public Works Department  

2729 Prospect Park Drive 
Rancho Cordova, California 95670 

 

An electronic copy of the document is also available for review at:  

https://www.cityofranchocordova.org/residents/new-businesses-and-projects/public-works-plans-and-

projects. 

AND 

https://www.cityofranchocordova.org/departments/community-development/planning/planning-

division-document-library 

• Please submit your comments in writing no later than November 18, 2023 to: 

City of Rancho Cordova 

Public Works Department  
ATTN: Margarita Dronov 

2729 Prospect Park Drive 

Rancho Cordova, California 95670 
 

You may also submit your comments via e-mail to mdronov@cityofranchocordova.org. For emailed 

comments, please include the project title in the subject line and include the commenter’s name and 

U.S. Postal Service mailing address.  

  

mailto:kcourdy@cityofranchocordova.org
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1.0 Introduction 

The proposed project is intended to address flooding problems identified since the 1990s along Sunrise 

Boulevard between Monier Circle and Mechanical Drive, a high-traffic and industrial area of the City of 
Rancho Cordova. This roadway floods during the 100-year, 24-hour event, and depth of flooding can reach 

four to five feet. Much of the flooding is due to a lack of capacity in the existing siphons that convey runoff 

out of this watershed under the Folsom South Canal, which is a portion of the State Water Project operated 

by the Unites States Bureau of Reclamation. Increased stormwater detention capacity upstream of the 
siphons would reduce or prevent persistent roadway flooding. 

 

The City received funding from the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Hazard Mitigation 
Grant Program to fund this project through a two-phase cycle. Phase 1 scope of work includes 

Environmental and Historic Preservation (EHP) actions, development of the 60-percent project design, 

specifications, cost estimates and the permitting required to construct the project. Phase 2 will include 
development of 100-percent plans, specifications, cost estimate, and record drawings after construction. 

Phase 2 activities may not commence until the City receives written approval from FEMA. 

 

1.1  Project Description 

 

The City of Rancho Cordova (City) is proposing to construct the Monier Circle Stormwater Detention Basin 
Project (project). The project is located on a City-owned parcel on Monier Circle (APN 072-1010-029), 

Sacramento County, California (Figure 1. Project Vicinity; Figure 2. Project Location). The basin would 

cover a majority of the parcel and provide approximately 37.2 acre-feet of storage during the 100-year, 24-

hour storm event. Proposed improvements include a weir along the drainage channel on the south side of 
the detention basin. During storm events, runoff in the channel would be diverted over the weir into the 

detention basin where it would be stored until the water surface elevations recede in the channel. Then, the 

water in the basin would be pumped to the channel using a small sump pump. Invasive species vegetation 
along the channel would be removed and replaced with native vegetation where feasible. 

 

Construction would consist of clearing and grubbing the existing above ground features that are within the 

grading limits.  Existing trees along Monier Circle frontage and sewer main within existing utility easement 
would be protected and remain.  An existing 36-inch drainpipe within an existing utility easement would 

be removed to the limits of the basin excavation.  All other underground utilities (sewer, drain, water, 

electrical and gas) within the grading limits would be removed and disposed.  Earthwork excavation would 
be completed to construct the detention basin and weir spillway.  Any excess earthwork material would be 

off hauled.  A pumping station and outfall structure would be constructed adjacent to the existing drainage 

channel.  Upon completion of all earthwork excavations, landscape and irrigation systems would be 
installed around the detention basin perimeter and a multi-use path would be constructed for pedestrian 

recreational and maintenance vehicle use (see Figure 3). 

 

1.2  Purpose 
 

The purpose of the project is to construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate 100-year, 24-hour 
event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard.  

 

1.3  Need 
 

The project is needed to address flooding problems along Sunrise Boulevard, between Monier Circle and 

Mechanical Drive due to the lack of capacity in the existing stormwater system within the City.   
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1.4  Permits and Approvals Needed 
 

The following permits, licenses, agreements, and certifications are required for project construction: 

 

Table 1. Permits and Approvals Needed 

Agency Permit/Approval  Status 

Regional Water Quality Control 

Board 

Central Valley Water Board  

South Sacramento Habitat Conservation 

Programmatic General Permit - Notice 

of Intent 

To be obtained prior 

to construction 

Regional Water Quality Control 

Board 
NPDES General Construction Permit 

To be obtained prior 

to construction 

California Department of Fish and 

Wildlife 

Section 1602  

Streambed Alteration Agreement 

To be obtained prior 

to construction 

South Sacramento Conservation 

Agency 

South Sacramento Habitat Conservation 

Consistency Determination / Permit 

To be obtained prior 

to construction 

 

  



2.0 CEQA Initial Study 

Monier Circle Stormwater Detention Basin Project 
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration 6 

2.0 CEQA Initial Study Environmental Checklist Form 

1. PROJECT NAME: Monier Circle Stormwater Detention Basin Project 

 

2. LEAD AGENCY / PROJECT APPLICANT 

City of Rancho Cordova,  

Public Works Department 
2729 Prospect Park Drive 

Rancho Cordova, California 95670 

 

3. LEAD AGENCY CONTACT PERSON:  

Margarita Dronov, PE, Associate Civil Engineer, (916) 851-8897, mdronov@cityofranchocordova.org 

4. PROJECT LOCATION: The project will be located on a City-owned parcel on Monier Circle (APN 

072-1010-029) within the City of Rancho Cordova, Sacramento County, California.  

 

5. GENERAL PLAN LAND USE DESIGNATION: Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area (SBSPA) 

 

6. ZONING: Heavy Industrial/Manufacturing (M-2) 

 

7. PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The City of Rancho Cordova (City) is proposing to construct the Monier 

Circle Stormwater Detention Basin Project (project). The project is located on a City-owned parcel on 

Monier Circle (APN 072-1010-029), Sacramento County, California (Figure 1. Project Vicinity; Figure 

2. Project Location). The basin would cover a majority of the parcel and provide approximately 37.2 

acre-feet of storage during the 100-year, 24-hour storm event. Proposed improvements include a weir 

along the drainage channel on the south side of the detention basin. During storm events, runoff in the 

channel would be diverted over the weir into the detention basin where it would be stored until the 

water surface elevations recede in the channel. Then, the water in the basin would be pumped to the 

channel using a small sump pump. Invasive species vegetation along the channel would be removed 

and replaced with native vegetation where feasible. 

 

Construction would consist of clearing and grubbing the existing above ground features that are within 

the grading limits.  Existing trees along Monier Circle frontage and sewer main within existing utility 

easement would be protected and remain.  An existing 36-inch drainpipe within an existing utility 

easement would be removed to the limits of the basin excavation.  All other underground utilities 

(sewer, drain, water, electrical and gas) within the grading limits would be removed and disposed.  

Earthwork excavation would be completed to construct the detention basin and weir spillway.  Any 

excess earthwork material would be off hauled.  A pumping station and outfall structure would be 

constructed adjacent to the existing drainage channel.  Upon completion of all earthwork excavations, 

landscape and irrigation systems would be installed around the detention basin perimeter and a multi-

use path would be constructed for pedestrian recreational and maintenance vehicle use. 

 

8. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING/SURROUNDING LAND USES: Land uses surrounding the 

proposed project area are heavy industrial land uses, including warehouses, construction services, and 

auto parts dismantler. Dominant land cover and vegetative communities within the BSA consists of 
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high-density development, disturbed, valley grassland, and stream/creek (Morrison Flood Control 

Channel).  

 

9. OTHER REQUIRED AGENCY APPROVALS (e.g., permits, financing approval, or 

participation agreement.): South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan Consistency, California 

Department of Fish and Wildlife, and Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board. 

 

10. CALIFORNIA NATIVE AMERICAN TRIBES CONSULTATION: 

 

a. Have California Native American Tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area 

requested consultation pursuant to public resources code section 21080.3.1?  

☐ Yes    ☒ No  

b. If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance 

of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.?  

☐ Yes    ☐ No  

11. PREVIOUS ENVIONRMENTAL DOCUMENTATION: None 

 

12. SUMMARY OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 

The summary of environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 

involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or a “Less-Than-Significant Impact 

with Mitigation Incorporated” as indicated by the checklist on the following pages. 

☐ Aesthetics ☐ Greenhouse Gas Emissions ☐ Public Services 

☐ Agriculture & Forestry Resources ☐ Hazards/Hazardous Materials ☐ Recreation 

☐ Air Quality ☐ Hydrology/Water Quality ☐ Transportation 

☒ Biological Resources ☐ Land Use & Planning ☐ Tribal Cultural Resources 

☒ Cultural Resources ☐ Mineral Resources ☐ Utilities/Service Systems 

☐ Energy ☐ Noise ☐ Wildfire 

☒ Geology/Soils ☐ Population & Housing ☒ Mandatory Findings of Significance 

 

13. PREPARATION: This Initial Study for the subject project was prepared by: 

 

_____________________________________________________  10/20/2023 

Andrew Dellas, PWS, Senior Biologist / Environmental Planner   Date 

Wood Rodgers, Inc.  
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14. DETERMINATION: (TO BE COMPLETED BY THE LEAD AGENCY) 

Based on the initial evaluation: 

 

 I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and 

a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 

there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made 

by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will 

be prepared. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

 I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially 

significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect 1) has been 

adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has 

been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached 

sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the 

effects that remain to be addressed. 

 I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment 

because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR 

or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided 

or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR of NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions 

or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required. 

 

A copy of the Initial Study documenting reasons to support the Mitigated Negative Declaration is on file at  

City of Rancho Cordova, Public Works Department, 2729 Prospect Park Drive, Rancho Cordova, California 

95670.  
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Evaluation of Environmental Impacts 

 

This checklist identifies physical, biological, social, and economic factors that might be affected by the 
proposed project. Potential impact determinations include Potentially Significant Impact, Less Than 

Significant with Mitigation, Less Than Significant Impact, and No Impact. In many cases, background 

investigation performed in connection with a project will indicate that there are no impacts to a particular 

resource. A No Impact answer reflects this determination. The questions in this checklist are intended to 

encourage the thoughtful assessment of impacts and do not represent thresholds of significance. 

1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately 

supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A 
"No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact 

simply does not apply to projects like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture 

zone). A "No Impact" answer should be explained where it 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).  

2. All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, 

cumulative as well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational 

impacts.  

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist 

answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with 
mitigation, or less than significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial 

evidence that an effect may be significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" 

entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.  

4. "Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the incorporation of mitigation 
measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than Significant 

Impact." The lead agency must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce 

the effect to a less than significant level (mitigation measures from "Earlier Analyses," as described in 

(5) below, may be cross-referenced).  

5. Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an 

effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration. Section 15063(c)(3)(D). 

In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:  

a. Earlier Analysis Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.  

b. Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the 

scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, 

and state whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.  

c. Mitigation Measures. For effects that are "Less than Significant with Mitigation Measures 

Incorporated," describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier 

document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.  

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for 

potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside 
document should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is 

substantiated.  
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7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used, or individuals 

contacted should be cited in the discussion. 

8. The explanation of each issue should identify:  

a. The significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and  

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

9. Tribal consultation, if requested as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1, must begin 
prior to release of a negative declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact report 

for a project. Information provided through tribal consultation may inform the lead agency’s assessment 

as to whether tribal cultural resources are present, and the significance of any potential impacts to such 

resources. Prior to beginning consultation, lead agencies may request information from the Native 
American Heritage Commission regarding its Sacred Lands File, per Public Resources Code sections 

5097.9 and 5097.94, as well as the California Historical Resources Information System administered 

by the California Office of Historic Preservation. 
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2.1 AESTHETICS 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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? 

    

c) In nonurbanized 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 which would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? 

    

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? 

 

No impact. No designated scenic vistas are located within or near the project site. Therefore, no impact 

would occur.  

 
b) Would the project substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock 

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

 

No impact. The project is not within a state scenic highway, and it would not substantially damage scenic 

resources within a state scenic highway. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

 

c) Would the project, In nonurbanized 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? 
 

No Impact. The current condition of the parcel is an undeveloped lot with disturbed habitat and scattered 

volunteer trees. The project would require excavation of the basin, and invasive species vegetation within 

the parcel and along the stream/creek channel would be removed and replaced with native vegetation, where 
feasible. A multi-use path would be constructed along the top of the basin for pedestrian recreational and 

maintenance vehicle use. Existing trees along Monier Circle frontage would be protected in place. 

Therefore, the project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public 
views; conversely, the project would improve aesthetics of the industrial area for public recreational 

opportunities. No impact would occur.  

 
d) Would the project create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect 

day or nighttime views in the area? 

 

Less than Significant Impact. The project area is surrounded by high-density developed areas that have 
existing sources of light and glare. Design elements would include minor lighting at the pump station 

facility and are not anticipated to create a substantial change in light or glare within the project area or 

vicinity. Therefore, a less than significant impact would occur.  
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FINDINGS 

The project would not adversely affect any designated scenic resources or vista, nor substantially change 

the current visual environment. The project would have Less than Significant Impact relating to aesthetics 
and no mitigation is required.   
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2.2 AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may 

refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California 

Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining 

whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may 

refer to information compiled by the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s 

inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment project and the Forest Legacy Assessment 

project; and the forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adopted by the California 

Air Resources Board. 

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?     

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

    

d) Result in 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? 

    

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

The project area is within the Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area (SBSPA), and the site is zoned Heavy 
Industrial (M-2). There are no agricultural or forest resources within the project area or within the vicinity 

of the project area. According to the California Department of Conservation (CDC), Division of Land 

Resource Protection, Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP), Sacramento County Important 
Farmland Map, the project area falls within the FMMP category of “Urban and Built-Up Land” (CDC 

2020).  

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project 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? 

 

No Impact. According to the FMMP Sacramento County Important Farmland Map (CDC 2020), the project 
would not require the conversion of any protected farmland categories to non-agricultural use. All 

permanent effects of the project would occur within FMMP “Urban and Built-Up Land” areas. Therefore, 

the project would not convert any FMMP protected farmland classifications to non-agricultural use, and no 

impact would occur.  
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b) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 
 

No Impact. The City-owned parcel is not zoned for agricultural use, and is not under Williamson Act 

contract. The project would not conflict with the existing zoning category for the parcel (Heavy Industrial); 

therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or Williamson 
Act contract, and no impact would occur. 

 

c) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in 
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code 

section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by Government Code 

section 51104(g))? 
 

No Impact. There is no forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as 

defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined 

by Government Code section 51104(g)) within the project area.  Therefore, the project would not conflict 
with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland 

Production, and no impact would occur.   

 
d) Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use? 

 

No Impact. There are no designated forest lands or forest resources located within the project area. 
Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest 

use, and no impact would occur. 

 

e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location 
or nature, could result in the conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of 

forest land to non-forest use? 

 

No Impact. The project would not involve changes in the existing environment that, due to their location 

or nature, could result in the conversation of farmland or forest land to non-agricultural use or non-forest 

use. Therefore, the project would have no effects to farmland or forest land resources, and no impact would 

occur. 

FINDINGS 

The project would not directly or indirectly cause the conversion of farmland, forest land, or timberland, 

and would not conflict with any existing lands zoned for agricultural, forest land, or timberland use. The 

project would have No Impact relating to agricultural and forest resources, and no mitigation is required. 
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2.3 AIR QUALITY  

Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air 

quality management or air pollution control district may be relied upon to 

make the following determinations. 

Would the project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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

b) Result in 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?      

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely 

affecting a substantial number of people?      

REGULATORY SETTING  

Federal Regulations 

 
The Clean Air Act (CAA) as amended in 1990 is the federal law that governs air quality. Its counterpart in 

California is the California Clean Air Act of 1988. These laws set standards for the quantity of pollutants 

that can be found in the air. At the federal level, these standards are called National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (NAAQS). At a state level these standards are called California Ambient Air Quality Standards 

(CAAQS). Standards have been established for six criteria pollutants that have been linked to potential 

health concerns.  These criteria pollutants are: carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen dioxide (NO2), ozone (O3), 

particulate matter (PM), lead (Pb), and sulfur dioxide (SO2).  
 

State Regulations 

 
Responsibility for achieving California’s air quality standards, which are more stringent than federal 

standards, is placed on the California Air Resources Board (CARB) and local air districts, and these 

standards are to be achieved through district-level air quality management plans that will be incorporated 
into the State Implementation Plan (SIP).  In California, the United States Environmental Protection Agency 

(USEPA) has delegated authority to prepare SIPs to the CARB, which, in turn, has delegated that authority 

to individual air districts. 
  

The CARB has traditionally established state air quality standards while maintaining oversight authority in 

air quality planning, developing programs for reducing emissions from motor vehicles, developing air 

emission inventories, collecting air quality and meteorological data, and approving state implementation 

plans. 
 

The responsibilities of air districts include overseeing stationary source emissions, approving permits, 

maintaining emissions inventories, maintaining air quality stations, overseeing agricultural burning permits, 

and reviewing air quality-related sections of the environmental documents required by CEQA. 

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

The project, located within Sacramento County, is in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB) and is 

subject to the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD) requirements and 
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regulations. The SMAQMD is the primary agency responsible for planning to meet NAAQS and CAAQS 
in Sacramento County.  

 

SMAQMD has developed a set of guidelines for use by lead agencies when preparing environmental 

documents. The guidelines contain thresholds of significance for criteria pollutants and toxic air 
contaminants (TACs), and also make recommendations for conducting air quality analyses. As the resource 

agency related to air quality, lead agencies that do not have adopted CEQA thresholds, rely on guidance 

and established thresholds from the air districts. 
 

The air quality analysis utilizes the thresholds of significance, screening criteria and levels, and impact 

assessment methodologies presented in the SMAQMD’s Guide to Air Quality Assessment in Sacramento 
County (SMAQMD 2021). As provided by the SMAQMD’s guidance, if the project meets the screening 

criteria for an impact category and is consistent with the methodology used to develop the screening criteria, 

then its air quality impact for that category may be considered less than significant. 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan? 
 

No Impact. SMAQMD has developed and adopted air quality attainment plans (AQAPs), which present 

the strategies for achieving attainment status of non-attainment criteria pollutants as listed by SIP, CAAQS, 

and NAAQS: 
 

Because the project would be consistent with existing land use and zoning for the project site, the project 

would be consistent with SMAQMD’s AQAPs. Furthermore, as discussed for item b) below, the short-term 
construction and long-term operation of the project would not generate emissions of criteria air pollutants 

and precursors that would exceed the SMAQMD-established mass emission thresholds, which were 

developed to determine whether a project’s emissions would cumulatively contribute to the nonattainment 
designations in the SVAB. Therefore, the project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of 

SMAQMD AQAPs, and no impact would occur. 

 

b) Would the project result in 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? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact. Sacramento County is currently designated as nonattainment for the federal 

and state ambient air quality standards for ozone, the federal PM2.5 standard, and the state PM10 standard. 

The county is designated as attainment or unclassified for all other federal and state ambient air quality 

standards. Therefore, the non-attainment pollutants of concern for this impact discussion are ozone, PM10 
and PM2.5. The area air quality attainment status of Sacramento County is shown below on Table 2. 

 

Ozone is not emitted directly into the air, but is a regional pollutant formed by a photochemical reaction in 
the atmosphere. Ozone precursors, nitrogen oxides (NOx) and reactive organic gases (ROG), react in the 

atmosphere in the presence of sunlight to form ozone. Therefore, the SMAQMD does not have a 

recommended ozone threshold, but has regional thresholds of significance for project-emitted NOx and 
ROG.  

 

In developing thresholds of significance for air pollutants, SMAQMD considered the emission levels for 

which a project’s individual emissions would be cumulatively considerable. If a project exceeds the 
identified significance thresholds, its emissions would be cumulatively considerable, resulting in significant 

adverse air quality impacts to the region’s existing air quality conditions (SMAQMD 2021).  
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Table 2. NAAQS and CAAQS Attainment Status for Sacramento County 

Pollutant 
Designation/Classification 

Federal Standards State Standards 

Ozone – 8-Hour Nonattainment Nonattainment 

PM10 Attainment Nonattainment 

PM2.5 Nonattainment Attainment 

Carbon Monoxide Unclassified/Attainment Attainment 

Nitrogen Dioxide Unclassified/Attainment Attainment 

Sulfur Dioxide Unclassified/Attainment Attainment 

Sulfates No Federal Standard Attainment 

Lead Unclassified/Attainment Attainment 

Hydrogen Sulfide No Federal Standard Unclassified 

Visibility Reducing Particles No Federal Standard Unclassified 

Sources: CARB 2022 

Operational Emissions 

The completed project would have no significant operational emissions. As a permanent feature, the pump 
station would require electrical supply connected from existing Sacramento Municipal Utility District 

(SMUD) supply within the parcel. Only in the case of an emergency electrical failure the pump station would 

be operated with a gas or diesel powered generator. Therefore, operational emission of the completed project 

would be considered less than significant 

Construction Emissions 

Construction activities associated with the project would result in temporary incremental increases in air 

pollutants (such as ozone precursors and particulate matter) due to the operation of gas-powered equipment 

and earth-moving activities. The SMAQMD Guide to Air Quality Assessment (SMAQMD 2021) provides 

screening criteria for determining if a project could potentially result in significant construction-phase 
impacts from criteria pollutants and precursors. Per the SMAQMD’s guidance, projects that are 35 acres or 

less in size generally will not exceed the SMAQMD’s construction NOx threshold of significance. 

However, the guidelines state that this type of project cannot include cut and fill operations, or the import 
of materials. Therefore, the project cannot use the screening criteria exemption for construction emissions 

analysis.  

 

Construction criteria pollutant emissions were calculated by using CalEEMod 2020.4.0. Details regarding 
the source equipment inventory, assumptions, and all data used to calculate construction-related air quality 

emissions are available in Appendix A.  The CalEEMod completed for the project concluded that project 

construction emissions would be well below SMAQMD thresholds of significance. It also determined that 
construction phase mitigation measures would not be required (see Table 3 below). Therefore, the impact from 

construction related emissions would be less than significant. 

 
According to SMAQMD, all projects that involve construction activities, regardless of the significance 

determination, are required to implement the SMAQMD’s “Basic Construction Emission Control Practices,” 

as best management practices (BMPs), where feasible. The BMPs allow the use of the non-zero particulate 

matter significance thresholds (as shown in Table 3) and are suggested by SMAQMD to be added to the 
project’s Condition of Approval or included in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program. With the 

implementation of SMAQMD’s Construction Emission BMPs, the project would be considered to have a less 

than significant impact. 
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Table 3. SMAQMD Thresholds and CalEEMod Results  

Construction Activity 
 

NOx PM10 PM2.5 

Maximum Daily Emissions (lbs/day) 81 13 5 

SMAQMD Threshold 85 80 82 

Significant Impact No No No 

 

c) Would the project expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact. The area surrounding the project site is zoned “Heavy Industrial”. The 
nearest sensitive receptors (single family residences) are located approximately 1,200 feet west of the 

project area on the opposite side of Sunrise Boulevard and the Folsom South Canal. At this distance, any 

construction-generated emissions would not cause substantial exposure to sensitive receptors. The proposed 
project would not generate substantial pollutant concentrations, and, with the implementation SMAQMD 

BMPs, temporary incremental increases of air pollutants would be minimized and reduced in accordance 

with SMAQMD rules and regulations. Therefore, the project would not expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations. The project would have a less than significant effect, and no mitigation 

is required.   

 

d) Would the project result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact.  Short-term air quality impacts may occur due to the release of particulate 
emissions (airborne dust and combustion) generated by construction activities; however, the project would 

not result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) and, with the implementation of BMPs, 

temporary incremental increases in air pollutants would be minimized and reduced in accordance with 
SMAQMD rules and regulations. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact, and no 

mitigation is required.  

BEST MANAGEMENT PRACTICES 

Implement SMAQMD Best Construction Emissions Control Practices, where feasible: 

 

• Control of fugitive dust is required by District Rule 403 and enforced by District staff.  
• Water all exposed surfaces two times daily. Exposed surfaces include, but are not limited to soil 

piles, graded areas, unpaved parking areas, staging areas, and access roads. 

• Cover or maintain at least two feet of free board space on haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or 

other loose material on the site. Any haul trucks that would be traveling along freeways or major 

roadways should be covered. 

• Use wet power vacuum street sweepers to remove any visible trackout mud or dirt onto adjacent 

public roads at least once a day. Use of dry power sweeping is prohibited. 

• Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hour (mph). 

• All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, parking lots to be paved should be completed as soon as 
possible. In addition, building pads should be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding 

or soil binders are used. 

• Minimize idling time either by shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the time of 

idling to 5 minutes [California Code of Regulations, Title 13, sections 2449(d)(3) and 2485]. 
Provide clear signage that posts this requirement for workers at the entrances to the site. 

• Provide current certificate(s) of compliance for CARB’s In-Use Off-Road Diesel-Fueled Fleets 

Regulation [California Code of Regulations, Title 13, sections 2449 and 2449.1]. For more 



2.0 CEQA Initial Study 

Monier Circle Stormwater Detention Basin Project 
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration 19 

information contact CARB at 877-593-6677, doors@arb.ca.gov, or 
www.arb.ca.gov/doors/compliance_cert1.html. 

• Maintain all construction equipment in proper working condition according to manufacturer’s 

specifications. The equipment must be checked by a certified mechanic and determined to be 

running in proper condition before it is operated. 

FINDINGS 

The project would not cause operational long-term air quality impacts; however, the project would cause 

temporary incremental emissions from construction. With the implementation of SMAQMD construction 
BMPs as mitigation measure AIR-1, the project would comply with all federal, state, and SMAQMD 

regulations. The project would have Less Than Significant Impact relating to air quality.   
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2.4 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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 Game U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, or 

NOAA Fisheries?  

    

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 Game or US Fish and Wildlife 

Service?  

    

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or 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 the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 

Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or 

state habitat conservation plan? 
    

 

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 
 

A Biological Resources Report (BRR) was prepared for the project (Wood Rodgers 2023a, Appendix B) to 
identify any special-status wildlife or plant species, and any sensitive natural communities (including 

wetlands) that have the potential to occur on or in the vicinity of the project area, designated as the project 

biological study area (BSA). The project BSA was defined as the area necessary for all Project activities, 

plus an additional 100-foot buffer. The project BSA encompasses approximately 12.53 acres.  
 

This section provides the following: 1) discussion on the special-status species and sensitive habitats that 

have been identified or are potentially occurring in the project BSA; 2) an analysis of the impacts that could 
occur to biological resources due to implementation of the project; and 3) appropriate mitigation measures 

to reduce or avoid significant impacts. The analysis of biological resources presented in this section is based 

on a review of the current project description, literature research, biological field survey, and aquatic 
resources delineation conducted by a Wood Rodgers qualified biologist.  

 

The project occurs within the City of Rancho Cordova, Sacramento County in the California Dry Steppe 

Province ecological subregion, Great Valley Section, and ecological subsection 262Ag “Hardpan Terraces” 
of California (USDA 2007). The region receives an average of 18.52 inches of precipitation annually in the 

form of rain. The average annual high temperature is 74 degrees Fahrenheit (°F) and average annual low 

temperature is 48 °F (U.S. Climate Data 2023). 
 

South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) 

 
The project occurs with the urban development area (UDA) of the South Sacramento Habitat Conservation 

Plan (SSHCP). The project is a “Covered Activity” under the SSHCP categorized as Urban development 

in the Urban Development Area, subcategory Flood Control and Stormwater Management in the UDA. As 
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a SSHCP Plan Permittee, the City will conduct SSHCP Consistency Determination for the project and issue 
a SSHCP Permit for associated land cover impacts. The project does not contain modeled habitat for 

Covered Species; therefore, no incidental take coverage for Covered Species is anticipated. However, the 

project would comply with the conditions of the SSHCP in order to comply with the applicable 

programmatic regulatory requirements set forth in the SSHCP Aquatic Resources Program and incorporated 
within the City’s Municipal Code Chapter 16.94 “Aquatic Resources Protection”.  

 

Physical Conditions 

 

Topography 

The BSA is within the Carmichael USGS 7 ½ Minute Quadrangle. The project area occurs within a single 
distinct topographic region of valley floor, and the natural elevation within the project area ranges from 

approximately 106 to 109 feet above mean sea level. The topography of the valley floor consists of low-

elevation fluvial plains formed on nonmarine sedimentary rock with gently rolling terrain located on the 

Sacramento valley floor.  
 

Soils 

The Natural Resource Conservation Service (NRCS) Custom Soil Resource Report for the project (NRCS 
2023) identifies soils within the BSA solely as:  

• Xerorthents, dredge tailings-Urban land complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes 

Hydrological Resources 

The BSA includes one surface water feature: Morrison Flood Control Channel. The portion of Morrison 

Flood Control Channel within the BSA is an unconsolidated bottom channel with a low flow channel 

ranging in width approximately two to ten feet in width. From top of bank to top of bank ranges from 

approximately 22 to 25 feet in width. The channel is ephemeral according to local records and historic 
aerials. The channel typically carries nuisance sporadic urban runoff during the summer and fall months (if 

present), and stormwater flows during the winter and spring. According to the Federal Emergency 

Management Agency (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRM) the entire proposed project site falls 
within FEMA Zone X, designated as an “Area of Minimal Flood Hazard” (Appendix B. FEMA FIRMette). 

This portion of Morrison Flood Control Channel is not a regulated stream under jurisdiction of the Central 

Valley Flood Protection Board, and therefore no encroachment permit would be required. 
 

Vegetation Communities 

The BSA is dominated by urban cover classes. Land use within the project vicinity is designated by the 

City’s General Plan (2011) as part of the Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area, and land use zoning 
designated as “Heavy Industrial” (M-2). Land cover types were delineated and described based on the land 

cover definitions of the SSHCP for consistency and permitting guidance. Dominant cover classes include 

high-density development, disturbed, and stream/creek (Figure 4). 
 

High-Density Development Land Cover 

The high-density development land cover type includes urban and suburban residential neighborhoods, 

urban centers, industrial areas, airports, and wastewater treatment plants. Most of this high-density 
development occurs in the SSHCP UDA in the northwestern portion of the Plan Area. Within the BSA, 

high-density development includes the streets, parking lots, and industrial areas surrounding the project 

area.   
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Disturbed Land Cover 
The disturbed land cover type is defined as open-space areas that have been subject to previous or ongoing 

disturbances. Disturbed land cover type is vegetated with diverse weedy flora. These areas are of special 

concern as they tend to harbor and facilitate the spread of invasive plant species.  

Dominant vascular plant species identified in the disturbed land cover class within the project area included: 
 

• common mustard (Brassica rapa) 

• flax-leaved horseweed (Erigeron bonariensis) 

• milk thistle (Silybum marianum) 

• redstem filaree (Erodium cicutarium) 

• ripgut brome (Bromus diandrus) 

• stinkwort (Dittrichia graveolens) 

• white stemmed filaree (Erodium brachycarpum) 

• willowherb (Epilobium brachycarpum) 

• winter vetch (Vicia villosa) 

• yellow star thistle (Centaurea solstitialis) 

 

Aquatic Land Cover Types 

 

Stream/Creek (Morrison Flood Control Channel) 

The stream/creek land cover type includes intermittent and perennial linear water features such as rivers, 
streams, creeks, drainages, and roadside and irrigation ditches. Within the UDA, this land cover type 

includes streams identified by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). 

 

DISCUSSION 
 

a) Would the project 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, 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, or NOAA Fisheries? 

 
Less Than Significant with Mitigation. Prior to field work, literature research was conducted through the 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Information for Planning and Consultation (USFWS 2023) 

official species list generator, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) National Marine 
Fisheries Service (NMFS) Protected Resources Application (NMFS 2023), the California Department of 

Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB; CDFW 2023a), and the 

California Native Plant Society (CNPS) Electronic Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants (CNPS 2023). 
Literature and database searches were completed to identify habitats and special-status species that have 

the potential to occur in the project vicinity.  

 

Field surveys, habitat assessments, and analyses of special status species occurrences were conducted to 
determine the potential for species to occur within the BSA. Field surveys were conducted on March 23, 

2023, and May 17, 2023. Field surveys included walking meandering transects through the BSA, observing 

vegetation communities, compiling notes on observed flora and fauna, and assessing the potential for 
existing habitat to support sensitive plants and wildlife.  

 

The potential for each species to occur within the BSA was determined by analyzing the habitat 

requirements for each species, comparing them to available habitat within the BSA, and analyzing the 
regional occurrences of the species. Based on these analyses, it was determined that no special status 

wildlife species, and one special status plant species would have the potential to occur within the BSA.  

 
The following is a discussion of these special status species, potential effects of the proposed project, and 

any avoidance, minimization and/or mitigation measures required to reduce impacts to a less than 

significant level.  
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Discussion of Sanford’s Arrowhead, Survey Results, and Project Impacts 

 

Sanford’s arrowhead is listed under CNPS as a 1B.2, species of concern, and is a SSHCP Covered Species. 

Sanford’s arrowhead is a perennial rhizomatous herb found in sluggish waterways, swamps, freshwater 

marshes, ponds, ditches, and margins of slow flowing streams or sloughs up to 2,132 feet elevation. The 
blooming season for the species occurs from May to October. The species was once common in irrigation 

ditches in the Sacramento and San Joaquin valleys. Channelization of natural waterways, changes in 

seasonal agricultural water use, and water conservation have eliminated much of its previous habitat. 
Sanford’s arrowhead spreads by underground rhizomes and is found preferentially in clay soils. 

 

The BSA does contain potentially suitable marginal habitat within the Morrison Flood Control Channel; 
however, the BSA does not contain SSHCP modeled habitat for the species. The nearest recent (<20 years) 

CNDDB occurrence of the species is approximately 3.5 miles east within Buffalo Creek. The species was 

observed within the BSA during biological surveys (May 17, 2023), during the species blooming period. 

However, the species was observed outside of the proposed project impact area. The species is considered 
present within the BSA.  

 

The specimen of the species that was observed within the BSA was located within Morrison Flood Control 
Channel approximately 50 feet outside of the proposed project impact area. However, the species is 

rhizomatous, and could be washed downstream prior to project construction. With the implementation of 

mitigation measure BIO-1 (see Mitigation Measures section below), no impacts that would jeopardize the 
species survival would occur, and if the species is found within the project impact area it would be 

transplanted to an appropriate location in coordination with regulatory agencies.  

 

Discussion of White-Tailed Kite, Survey Results, and Project Impacts 
 

White-tailed kite is a fully protected species under California Fish and Game (CFG) Code Section 3511 

and is a Covered Species under the SSHCP. The species has a restricted distribution in the U.S., occurring 
only in California and western Oregon and along the Texas coast. The species is fairly common in 

California’s Central Valley margins with scattered oaks and river bottomlands. White-tailed kite nest in 

riparian and oak woodlands and forage in nearby grasslands, pastures, agricultural fields, and wetlands. 

They use nearby treetops for perching and nesting sites. Voles and mice are common prey species. 
 

The BSA does contain potentially suitable nesting trees; however, the BSA is not within SSHCP modeled 

nesting or foraging habitat for the species. The disturbed habitat within the BSA is unlikely to provide 
suitable foraging habitat for the species, and the nearest suitable foraging habitat is over 0.5-miles southwest 

of the BSA and over 1-mile east of the BSA. No active or historic nests were observed during the biological 

surveys conducted on March 23, 2023. There are 3 recent occurrences of the species 3 miles northwest of 
the BSA within the American River corridor. Due to the presence of potentially suitable nesting trees within 

the BSA and local occurrence data, the species is considered to have a low potential to occur within the 

BSA.  

 

The project would provide pre-construction raptor and nesting bird surveys consistent with SSHCP 

Guidelines to ensure no take of white-tailed kite would occur. With the implementation of measure BIO-2 

(see Mitigation Measures section below), no direct impacts to individual white-tailed kites or nest sites 
would occur as a result of the project.  

 

Discussion of Migratory Birds 

 

Native birds, protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and similar provisions under 

CFG Code, have the potential to nest within the project area. To avoid and minimize potential impacts to 
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migratory birds, avoidance and minimization measure BIO-3 (see Mitigation Measures Section below) 
would be implemented as part of the project. Therefore, no take of migratory birds or raptors protected 

under the MBTA and CFG Code is anticipated.  

 

With the incorporation of appropriate mitigation measures, the project would not have a substantial adverse 
effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, 

or special status species. Project impacts would be considered less than significant with mitigation 

incorporated.  
 

b) Would the project 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? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact. Potential jurisdictional aquatic resources within the BSA were assessed 

and potential wetland features were evaluated for presence of wetland indicators: hydrophytic vegetation, 
hydric soils and wetland hydrology. Surveys of potential jurisdictional aquatic resources were confirmed 

using aerial imagery and field verification, and followed the guidelines provided in the USACE Wetland 

Delineation Manual (USACE 1987), Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation 
Manual: Arid West Region (USACE 2008a), and A Field Guide to the Identification of the Ordinary High 

Water Mark (OHWM) in the Arid West Region of the Western United States (USACE 2008b). Wetlands 

that exhibit all three wetland indicators are considered WOTUS if they are hydraulically connected to 
another WOTUS, subject to Section 404 and Section 401 of the CWA. All surface waters are also 

considered WoS by the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) under the Porter Cologne Water 

Quality Control Act. These aquatic resources and any associated riparian habitats are also considered fish 

and wildlife habitat under jurisdiction of the CDFW pursuant to California FGC Section 1600. 
 

A preliminary jurisdictional delineation was conducted by Wood Rodgers biologists on March 23, 2023, to 

identify jurisdictional aquatic resources present within the BSA. The observed OHWMs were mapped in 
the field with a R1 GNSS Receiver and ArcGIS software. Delineation efforts identified one (1) potentially 

jurisdictional resource: Morrison Flood Control Channel. An Aquatic Resources Delineation Report 

(ARDR) has been prepared as part of the preliminary jurisdictional analysis (Wood Rodgers 2023b, 

Appendix B). The ARDR will be submitted as part of the SSHCP Application Package to support aquatic 
resources impact assessment.  

 

SSHCP and Regulatory Requirements 

 

On May 25, 2023, the Supreme Court of the United States (SCOTUS) issued a unanimous ruling limiting 

the federal government’s jurisdiction over wetlands and tributaries which were previously considered 
waters of the U.S. (WOTUS). In Sackett v. EPA, the Court expressly endorsed the test articulated in the 

Rapanos plurality opinion and outright rejected Justice Kennedy’s “significant nexus” test. Therefore, the 

Sackett v. EPA decision limits the definition of WOTUS to relatively permanent bodies of navigable waters, 

and to assert jurisdiction over an adjacent wetland or tributary under the CWA, a party must establish “first, 
that the adjacent [body of water constitutes] . . . ‘water[s] of the United States’ (i.e., “only those relatively 

permanent, standing or continuously flowing bodies of water ‘forming geographic[al] features’ connected 

to traditional interstate navigable waters); and second, that the wetland or tributary has a continuous surface 
connection with that water, making it difficult to determine where the ‘water’ ends and the ‘wetland’ 

begins.” (SCOTUS 2023). On May 26, 2023, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) and 

USACE issued a formal state indicating that “In light of this decision, the agencies will interpret the phrase 
“waters of the United States” consistent with the Supreme Court’s decision in Sackett. The agencies 

continue to review the decision to determine next steps”.  
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Though the Morrison Flood Control Channel feature meets the surface connectivity parameter (continuous 
surface connection) to Morrison Creek, a confirmed WOTUS, it does not meet the definition of “only those 

relatively permanent, standing or continuously flowing bodies of water ‘forming geographic[al] features.’ 

Therefore, the stream channel identified within the BSA would not meet the definition of a WOTUS under 

the CWA. Subsequently, Section 404 and Section 401 permitting requirements would not be required. 
However, the Morrison Flood Control Channel aquatic feature would meet the definition of a water of the 

state of California (WoS) and would be required to follow the RWQCB General Order Water Quality 

Certification (RWQCB Order; RWQCB 2019) issued for the SSHCP, as well as Section 1602 of the CFG 
Code for Streambed Alteration. 

 

As a SSHCP Plan Permittee, the City will conduct a SSHCP Consistency Determination for the project and 
issue a SSHCP Permit for associated land cover impacts. The project does not contain modeled habitat for 

Covered Species; therefore, no incidental take coverage for Covered Species is anticipated. However, the 

project would comply with the conditions of the SSHCP in order to comply with the applicable 

programmatic regulatory requirements set forth in the SSHCP Aquatic Resources Program and incorporated 
within the City’s Municipal Code Chapter 16.94 “Aquatic Resources Protection”. The project has been 

designed to minimize temporary and permanent impacts to jurisdictional resources and SSHCP Aquatic 

Land Cover to the maximum extent practicable.  
 

The following SSHCP avoidance and minimization measures (AMMs) would be incorporated as conditions 

of approval, prior to issuance of grading and improvement plans, and before any groundbreaking activity 
associated with the project commences: 

 

• Implement SSHCP General AMMs Condition 1. Avoid and Minimize Urban Development 

Impacts to Watershed Hydrology and Water Quality 

  
 The City and/or contractor shall implement all project applicable AMMs as described in SSHCP 

Chapter 5. Condition 1, Avoid and Minimize Urban Development Impacts to Watershed Hydrology 

and Water Quality.  
 

• Implement SSHCP AMMs Condition 3. Construction Best Management Practices 

  

 The City and/or contractor shall implement all project applicable AMMs as described in SSHCP 

Chapter 5. Condition 3, Construction BMPs.  
 

• Implement SSHCP AMMs Condition 7. Avoid and Minimize Impacts to Streams and Creeks 

  

 The City and/or contractor shall implement all project applicable AMMs as described in SSHCP 
Chapter 5. Condition 7, Avoid and Minimize Impacts to Streams and Creeks.   

 

In addition to the SSHCP AMMs, the following conditions of approval would be incorporated into the 
project: 

 

• Secure Aquatic Resource Impact Permit 

  

 The City shall secure an aquatic resources impact permit in accordance with the City of Rancho 
Cordova Municipal Code Chapter 16.94 “Aquatic Resources Protection”. The City and/or 

contractor shall adhere to all conditions outlined in the Aquatic Resource Impact Permit.  
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• Obtain and Implement RWQCB Order Authorization 

 
 The City shall ensure that the State Water Quality Order authorization is obtained. The construction 

contractor shall adhere to all conditions outlined in the issued Water Quality Order.  

 

• Obtain and Implement CDFW 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement 

 
 The City shall ensure that a CDFW 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement has been obtained. The 

construction contractor shall adhere to all conditions outlined in the Streambed Alteration 

Agreement. 
 

• Provide SSHCP Land Cover Fee for Impacts to SSHCP Aquatic Land Cover 

 

 The City shall ensure that SSHCP Land Cover Fees are issued through the SSHCP In-Lieu Fee 
Program or by other methods agreeable to the RWQCB, CDFW, and SSHCP Permit.  

 

Sensitive Natural Communities Survey Results 

 
Stream Channel (Morrison Flood Control Channel) 

As a result of the preliminary jurisdictional delineation, approximately 0.09 acres (720 linear feet) of stream 

channel was identified within the BSA. The stream channel is a stormwater facility carrying stormwater 
flows through the City in east to west orientation through the BSA. The stream channel is listed by the City 

as a portion of Morrison Creek. The stream channel leaves the BSA to the west, is culverted under Sunrise 

Boulevard, then under the Folsom South Canal continuing west for approximately 1.4 miles. The channel 
is then culverted under the Mather Airfield and continues further west for approximately 2 miles where it 

confluences with the nature Morrison Creek channel. During the March 23, 2023, jurisdictional delineation 

the stream channel was dry, only one day after heavy rains. Therefore, due to the nature of the stormwater 

channel only carrying stormwater flows during the winter season and drying quickly, the feature is 
considered ephemeral. 

 

The channel was delineated using OHWM primary indicators and completion of the USACE Arid West 
Ephemeral and Intermittent Streams OHWM Datasheet. Following the Cowardin Classification System 

(Cowardin et al. 1979), the stream channel was defined as R4SBAx (Riverine (R), Intermittent (4), 

Streambed (SB), Temporarily Flood (A), Excavated (x). In addition, the Central Valley Regional Water 

Quality Control Board (RWQCB) and CDFW evaluate impacts to the bed, bank, and channel of a 
waterbody; therefore, the areas within the BSA up to the “top of bank” (TOB) were also delineated (see 

Table 4 for acreage details and preliminary jurisdictional analysis).  

 
Wetlands 

No wetlands were delineated within the study area. The RWQCB and CDFW evaluate impacts to the bed, 

bank, and channel of a waterbody; therefore, the areas within the BSA up to the TOB were also delineated. 
However, these areas are above the OHWM and would not be considered aquatic resources as they do not 

meet the parameters of a defined wetland. These areas are considered uplands and are discussed further 

below.  

 
Uplands 

Areas that did not meet wetland parameters (hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils and/or wetland hydrology) 

or did not exhibit primary OHWM indicators were classified as non‐wetland, upland, habitat and mapped 
as such. Dominant vegetation included facultative-upland (FAC-UPL) hydrophytic vegetation species with 

dry, light colored silt loam soils. Hydric soils, a dominance of hydrophytic vegetation, and/or wetland 

hydrology were not present. Therefore, the areas were not classified as wetland features. 
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Table 4. Jurisdictional Resources Survey Results 

Waters of the U.S., State and CDFW Jurisdiction (acres) 

Aquatic Resource Waters of the U.S. Waters of the State CDFW Jurisdiction 

Morrison Flood Control Channel -- 0.09 0.09 

Jurisdictional Uplands -- 0.29 0.29 

Total -- 0.38 0.38 

 

Project Impacts to Sensitive Natural Communities 

 

The project would result in both permanent and temporary effects to jurisdictional aquatic resources. 

Approximately <0.01 acres of stream channel will have permanent effects due to construction of the weir 

structure. Approximately 0.05 acres of stream channel will have temporary effects due to construction 
access requirements.  

 

Additionally, approximately 0.07 acres of permanent effects and 0.09 acres of temporary effects to 
jurisdictional uplands between the OHWM and TOB would occur. Permanent and temporary impacts to 

jurisdictional resources resulting from the proposed project are shown in Table 5 and Figure 6 below.  

 

Table 5. Project Effects to Jurisdictional Resources 

Waters of the State and CDFW Waters (acres) 

Jurisdictional Resources 
Permanent 

Impacts WoS 

Temporary 

Impacts WoS 

Permanent 

Impacts CDFW 

Temporary 

Impacts CDFW 

Morrison Flood Control Channel <0.01 0.05 <0.01 0.05 

Jurisdictional Uplands 0.07 0.09 0.07 0.09 

Total 0.07 0.14 0.07 0.14 

 

Avoidance, Minimization and/or Mitigation for Sensitive Natural Communities 

 
All applicable AMMs specified in the SSHCP and requirements of the issued regulatory permits will be 

incorporated into the design to minimize construction impacts to jurisdictional resources and sensitive 

natural communities within the project impact area.  

 
With the incorporation of permitting and regulatory guidelines, the project would not have a substantial 

adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural communities identified in local or regional 

plans, policies, regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Service, and project impacts would be considered less than significant.  

 

c) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 

hydrological interruption, or other means? 

 

No Impact. The BSA does not include any state of federally protected wetlands as determined by the 
aquatic resource delineation report prepared by Wood Rodgers. Surveys of potential jurisdictional aquatic 

resources were confirmed using aerial imagery and field verification, and they followed regulatory 

guidelines provided by the USACE and California State Water Board. Therefore, no impact would occur.  
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Therefore, based on the results of the aquatic resource delineation report, there are no state or federally 
protected wetland resources within the BSA, and the project would have no substantial adverse effect on 

state or federally-protected wetlands through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other 

means. No impact would occur.  

 
d) Would the project 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? 
 

Less Than-Significant Impact. According to the CDFW Biogeographic Information and Observation 

System (BIOS), the project area lies within a “Terrestrial Connectivity, Area of Conservation Emphasis 
(ACE) Level 1 hexagon, indicating a “Limited Connectivity Opportunity” (CDFW 2023b). The Terrestrial 

Connectivity dataset summarizes information on terrestrial connectivity by ACE hexagon including the 

presence of mapped corridors or linkages and the juxtaposition to large, contiguous, natural areas. This 

dataset was developed to support conservation planning efforts by allowing user to spatially evaluate the 
relative contribution of an area to terrestrial connectivity based on the results of statewide, regional, and 

other connectivity analyses.  

 
The Level 1 hexagon indicates a limited availability of essential connectivity elements for terrestrial species 

to move through the project area. Further, the project does not include any permanent impoundments or 

barriers to native wildlife migration within the project area. Rather, any disruption to the limited 
connectivity area would be temporary in nature during construction activities, then return to normal 

conditions post construction. Therefore, the project would not interfere substantially with the movement of 

any native resident, migratory fish, or wildlife species, and project effects would be considered less than 

significant.  
 

e) Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, 

such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance? 
 

Less than Significant Impact. The project would require the removal of small diameter trees within the 

center of the City-owned parcel. Chapter 19.04 of the City’s Municipal Code establishes public tree permit 

requirements for any public tree whose trunk is located in a street, planting easement, public premises, 
public sidewalk, median, traffic islands, or any other right-of-way owned or controlled by the City. In 

accordance with the City Municipal Code, the removal of trees and shrubs, on all public premises, planting 

easements, or streets are under the supervision and control of the public works director. Therefore, during 
the project approval process any trees removed within the City parcel shall be at the discretion of the Public 

Works Director, who may or may not require a public tree permit. Therefore, the project would not conflict 

with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources. Project impacts would be considered 
less than significant, and no mitigation is required.   

 

f) Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural 

Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation 
plan? 

 

Less than Significant Impact.  The project occurs with the UDA of the SSHCP. The project is a “Covered 
Activity” under the SSHCP categorized as Urban development in the Urban Development Area, 

subcategory Flood Control and Stormwater Management in the UDA. As a SSHCP Plan Permittee, the City 

will conduct SSHCP Consistency Determination and issue a SSHCP Permit for associated land cover 
impacts. The project does not contain modeled habitat for Covered Species; therefore, no incidental take 

coverage for Covered Species is anticipated. The project would comply with the conditions of the SSHCP 
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and therefore would not conflict with the provisions of the SSHCP. Project impacts would be considered 
less than significant, and no mitigation measures are required.   

 

MITIGATION MEASURES 

 

BIO-1: Implement Pre-Construction Focused Rare Plant Survey 

  
 Prior to construction, a rare plant survey shall be conducted within the proposed project footprint, 

plus a 100-foot buffer within suitable habitat to confirm the presence and number of individuals 

of Sanford’s arrowhead. The rare plant survey shall be conducted within the appropriate 

blooming period prior to construction. 
 

 To avoid direct impacts, a qualified biologist shall prepare a salvage and/or transplant plan for 

any identified specimens. The transplant plan shall describe the transplanting process and identify 
a suitable location for the species to be transplanted. The plan shall be reviewed and approved by 

the appropriate wildlife agencies and implemented prior to the start of construction.   

 
BIO-2: Implement Covered Raptor Species SSHCP Measures 

 

RAPTOR-2 (Raptor Pre-Construction Survey) 

Pre-construction surveys will be required to determine if active nests are present with a project 
footprint or within 0.25 mile of a project footprint if existing or potential nest sites are found 

during initial surveys and construction activities will occur during the raptor breeding season. An 

approved biologist will conduct pre-construction surveys within 30 days and 3 days of ground 
disturbing activities within the proposed project footprint and within 0.25 mile of the proposed 

project footprint to determine presence of nesting covered raptor species. Preconstruction surveys 

will be conducted during the raptor breeding season. If a nest is present, then RAPTOR-3 and 
RAPTOR-4 will be implemented. The approved biologist will inform the Land Use Authority 

Permittee and Implementing Entity of species locations, and they in turn will notify the Wildlife 

Agencies. 

 
RAPTOR-3 (Raptor Nest/Roost Buffer) 

If active nests are found within the project footprint or within 0.25 mile of any project-related 

Covered Activity, the Third-Party project Proponent will establish a 0.25-mile temporary nest 
disturbance buffer around the active nest until the young have fledged. 

 

RAPTOR-4 (Raptor Nest/Roost Buffer Monitoring) 

If project-related Covered Activities within the temporary nest disturbance buffer are determined 
to be necessary during the nesting season, then an approved biologist experienced with raptor 

behavior will be retained by the Third-Party project Proponent to monitor the nest throughout the 

nesting season and to determine when the young have fledged. The approved biologist will be on 
site daily while construction-related activities are taking place within the disturbance buffer. 

Work within the temporary nest disturbance buffer can occur with the written permission of the 

Implementing Entity and Wildlife Agencies. If nesting raptors begin to exhibit agitated behavior, 
such as defensive flights at intruders, getting up from a brooding position, or flying off the nest, 

the approved biologist/monitor will have the authority to shut down construction activities. If 

agitated behavior is exhibited, the biologist, Third-Party project Proponent, Implementing Entity, 

and Wildlife Agencies will meet to determine the best course of action to avoid nest abandonment 
or take of individuals. The approved biologist will also train construction personnel on the 

required avoidance procedures, buffer zones, and protocols in the event that a covered raptor 

species flies into an active construction zone (i.e., outside the buffer zone).  
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BIO-3:  Provide Pre-Construction Migratory Bird Survey 
 

 If construction activities, including vegetation removal and ground disturbance, cannot be 

avoided during the migratory bird nesting season (February 1 – August 31), a pre-construction 

nesting bird survey must be conducted by a qualified biologist within 3 days prior to vegetation 
removal.  

 

 If an active nest is observed, a protective buffer will be fenced off, and no work will be allowed 
within the buffer until the nest is no longer active (e.g., all nestlings have successfully fledged). 

The buffer width will be determined by a qualified biologist, in coordination with the city and 

the appropriate wildlife agencies and based on species biology and site conditions. 

FINDINGS 
 

Considering the information obtained for literature search, biological surveys, and analysis of potential 
impacts from project design, and in conjunction with the implementation of project-specific avoidance, 

minimization and compensatory mitigation measures, project effects relating to biological impacts would 

be considered Less Than Significant with Mitigation.   
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2.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical 

resource as defined in §15064.5?  
    

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an 

archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?      

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of 

dedicated cemeteries?      

 

A Cultural Resources Inventory Report (CRIR) was prepared for the project by PAR Environmental 

Services (PAR 2023). The study assessed the potential for surficial and/or buried archaeological and 
historical resources in the proposed improvement area through the completion of the following:  

 

• Records and literature search at the North Central Information Center (NCIC) of the California 

Historical Resources Information Center (CHRIS); 

• Further literature review of publications, files, and maps for ethnographic, historic-era, and 
prehistoric resources and background information; 

• Communication with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to request a review of 

the Sacred Lands File and contact information for the appropriate tribal communities; 

• Contact with the appropriate local Native American Tribes; and 

• Pedestrian archaeological survey of the project area.  

 
Study results were used as a technical basis for evaluating potential impacts to historic and cultural 

resources under CEQA. 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource 

as defined in §15064.5? 

No Impact. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b) establishes the criteria for assessing a significant 

environmental impact on historic resources. That section states, “[a] project with an effect that may cause 
a substantial adverse change in the significance of an historical resource is a project that may have a 

significant effect on the environment.” The CEQA Guidelines define substantial adverse change in the 

significance of an historical resource as a “physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the 

resource or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of an historical resource would be 
materially impaired” (Section 15064.5(b)(1)). The significance of an historic architectural resource is 

considered to be “materially impaired” when a project demolishes or materially alters the physical 

characteristics that justify the inclusion of the resource in the California Register of Historic Resources 
(CRHR), or that justify the inclusion of the resource in a local register, or that justify its eligibility for 

inclusion in the CRHR as determined by the lead agency for the purposes of CEQA (Section 15064.5(b)(2)).  

 
The CRIR identified two resources within the project’s area of potential effects (APE). According to the 

NCIC record search, the APE is within the defined boundaries of the American River Placer Mining 

District, which was defined in 1992 as a conceptualized area identified through historical documents. The 

District encompasses the region mined using water taken from the South Fork of the American River by 
the Natoma Company, and by the extent of the Natoma Company dredge fields.  It is over 15 miles long 
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and includes nearly 13,000 acres of land. Additionally, during the pedestrian survey, one concrete pad from 
the 1950s was recorded as MC-1. 

 

P-34-00335 - American River Placer Mining District 

Historical USGS maps depicting the project area indicate that it was dredged by 1950. The 1950 
topographic quadrangle shows dredge tailings across the entire project APE. These tailings are still depicted 

on the 1983 topo quad map. By the 1990s, Monier Circle is in place and the tailings are no longer included 

in this area. The entire parcel contains deposits of river rock, remnants of the dredging activities that took 
place in the 20th century. The rocks are dispersed and no longer retain the typical herringbone pattern found 

in dredge deposits. They do not have integrity because they have been graded, leveled and scattered across 

the parcel and do not contribute to the American River Placer Mining District.  
 

The APE has been disced, bulldozed, graded with heavy equipment, and is greatly disturbed. The river 

cobbles and rocks discarded by the dredge machines cover the entire APE, but the typical dredge tailing 

patterns of linear rows (evident on early aerial photos) are not intact. As such, the dredge tailings found in 
the APE no longer retain their defining characteristic patterns and do not have integrity of design, 

workmanship, feeling or association. The location remains intact, but the setting has been significantly 

compromised. 
 

There are many acres of dredge fields associated with the Natoma Company within the American River 

Placer Mining District that retain a high degree of integrity and contribute to the overall feel of a mining 
landscape. These fields are apparent on Aerojet land. The dredge tailings found within the APE have been 

leveled, pushed, and scattered across the landscape and no longer retain the patterning found in intact dredge 

fields and do not contribute to the American River Placer Mining District. 

 
MC-1 

MC-1 consists of a small concrete slab located along the south fence line adjacent to the bank of the channel. 

This slab is intact and has rebar protruding, suggesting the slab was a support for equipment or something 
weighty. The area around the intact slab contained pieces of concrete rubble, a small intact footing, and a 

flattened pad covered with gravel. Reviews of historic USGS maps, aerial photographs, and county 

assessment records do not indicate a building or structure at this location; instead the maps and photographs 

into the 1980s depict a dredge field only. While the concrete slab and footings appear 50 years old, an exact 
date is unknown and there is no known context. 

 

The age, context, function, and use of this site cannot be determined through archival sources or research. 
Therefore, it does not appear important in local history and is not associated with a known person or 

company. It does not meet Criterion A or B. The construction method and design are commonplace and 

found frequently in equipment supports or industry. This slab does not represent a unique type and is not 
the work on a master engineer. Therefore, it does not meet Criterion C. The archaeological information was 

gathered at the inventory level and captured in a DPR 523 form. This site does not have the potential to 

contribute to ongoing historical archaeology studies and it does not meet Criterion D. 

 
While the site retains integrity of location, its setting has been altered by grading and leveling of the dredge 

fields. The integrity of design and workmanship has been compromised by the grading as well, as evidenced 

in the concrete rubble and remnants that surround the intact small slab. Materials integrity is intact, as the 
concrete and rebar are preserved. There is no integrity of feeling and association. Given the lack of 

significance under any criteria and the compromised integrity, this site is recommended as not eligible for 

inclusion in the NRHP. It is not considered an historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. 
 

The site and remnant disturbed dredge tailings do not qualify for inclusion in the National Register of 

Historic Place or the California Register of Historical Resources and are not considered historic properties 
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under Section 106 or historical resources under CEQA. Therefore, the project would not cause a substantial 
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5. 

No impact would occur.  

 

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of an archaeological 
resource pursuant to §15064.5? 

 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation.  The CRIR conducted for the project found no previously recorded 
cultural resources located within the project APE. The results of the record search and field survey were 

negative for the presence of archaeological resources in the project site. The NAHC responded on May 4, 

2023, stating that the search of the sacred lands file was positive for resources in the project APE, and 
recommended that tribes be contacted. To facilitate consultation efforts, the NAHC provided a list of seven 

Native American tribes and 11 contacts that might have information or concerns regarding sacred sites 

and/or cultural resources in the APE. Native American Tribes that had previously requested that the City 

of Rancho Cordova notify them of proposed projects were contacted via email on July 12, 2023.  No 
requests for consultation have been received under Assembly Bill 52 and there is no further data to indicate 

any archaeological resources would be located on-site.  

 
To avoid or minimize impacts to previously unidentified archaeological resources that may be determined 

significant per CEQA, measure CR-1 would be implemented. Implementation of measure CR-1 would 

reduce the potential impact to previously undiscovered archaeological or cultural resources to a less-than-
significant level by requiring procedures to be taken in the event of inadvertent discovery of resources 

consistent with appropriate laws and requirements. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant 

impact with mitigation incorporated.  

 
c) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated 

cemeteries? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact. No evidence for prehistoric or early historic interments has been found in 

the project area based on archival research, consultation efforts with Native American Tribes, and the 

pedestrian surface survey. This does not preclude the possibility of the existence ‘of buried human remains. 

California law recognizes the need to protect historic-era and Native American human burials, skeletal 
remains, and items associated with Native American interments from vandalism and inadvertent 

destruction. 

 

Damage to or destruction of human remains during project construction or other project-related activities 

would be considered a significant impact. However, in accordance with the California Health and Safety 

Code Sections 7050.5 and 7052, Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, and CEQA Section 15064.5, if 
human remains are uncovered during ground-disturbing activities, all such activities in the vicinity of the 

find would be halted immediately and the City’s designated representative would be notified. The City’s 

representative would immediately notify the Sacramento County Coroner and a qualified professional 

archaeologist. The County Coroner is required to examine all discoveries of human remains within 48 hours 
of receiving notice of a discovery on private or State lands (Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5[b]). If 

the Coroner determines that the remains are those of a Native American, he or she must contact the NAHC 

by phone within 24 hours of making that determination (Health and Safety Code Section 7050[c]).  
 

The City’s responsibilities for acting upon notification of a discovery of Native American Human remains 

are identified in detail in the California Public Resources Code Section 5097.9. The City or its appointed 
representative and the professional archaeologist would contact the Most Likely Descendent (MLD), as 

determined by the NAHC, regarding the remains. The MLD, in cooperation with the City, would determine 

the ultimate disposition of the remains. Since the proposed project would be in compliance with the existing 
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regulations of the California Health and Safety Code, the Public Resources Code, and CEQA, impacts to 
human remains would be less than significant and no mitigation is required.  

MITIGATION MEASURES 

CR-1: If an inadvertent discovery of cultural materials (e.g., unusual amounts of shell, animal bone, 
bottle glass, ceramics, structure/building remains) is made during project-related 

construction activities, ground disturbances in the area of the find will be halted, and a 

qualified professional archaeologist will be notified regarding the discovery. The 
archaeologist will determine whether the resource is potentially significant per the CRHR 

and develop appropriate mitigation, such as avoidance or data recovery. If the find is 

determined to be an important cultural resource, the City will make available contingency 

funding and a time allotment sufficient to allow recovery of an archaeological sample or to 
implement avoidance measures. Construction work can continue on other parts of the project 

while archaeological mitigation takes place. 

FINDINGS 
 

The project would have a Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation relating to cultural resources. 
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2.6 ENERGY  

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) Result in 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?     

DISCUSSION 
 

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

 

Less than Significant Impact. Project construction-related energy demand includes energy and fuel used 

by construction equipment, construction worker vehicles, and construction vendor/hauling vehicles. The 
construction equipment, use of electricity, and fuel for the project would be typical for grading, landscaping, 

and project improvements. The project would comply with standard construction BMPs, such as CARB 

emission standards for construction equipment, and provisions of the California Code of Regulations Title 
13 Section 2485, which prohibit diesel fueled commercial motor vehicles and off-road diesel vehicles from 

idling for more than five minutes and would minimize unnecessary fuel consumption. Therefore, the project 

would not result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy resources during project construction of the project and impacts would be 

considered less than significant related to construction-related energy demand.  

 

Energy-consuming equipment anticipated to be used during operation of the project includes mechanical 
and electrical equipment associated with the new pumping station and minor lighting infrastructure.  In 

addition, motor vehicle trips associated with maintenance employees would utilize energy in the form of 

petroleum products and electricity. It is noted that the project’s operational trips are a necessary component 
of the project and, therefore, would not constitute wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of 

energy resources. The increase in energy demand resulting from the project would not be expected to 

require or result in the construction of new sources of energy supplies or additional energy infrastructure 
capacity, and the project would not conflict with applicable energy policies or standards. Therefore, 

operation of the project would not use large amounts of energy or use it in a wasteful manner. The 

operational impact would be less than significant. 

 
b) Would the project conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy 

efficiency? 
 

No Impact. The project would not conflict with or obstruct any state or local plans for renewable energy 

or energy efficiency. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

FINDINGS 
 

The project would have a Less than Significant Impact relating to energy or energy resources.  
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2.7 GEOLOGY AND SOILS 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) 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? 

    

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking?     

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?      

iv) Landslides?     

b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?     

c) 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?  
    

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-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 waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for 

the disposal of waste water?  
    

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or 

unique geologic feature?     

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT  

The project is located in the Sacramento Valley portion of the Great Valley Geomorphic Province, which 

is characterized by a thick sequence of sedimentary rock units overlain by alluvial sediments derived 

primarily from erosion of the Sierra Nevada Mountains to the east. Overlying the bedrock units in the mid-
basin areas of the Sacramento Valley are Late Pleistocene Age and Holocene Age alluvial deposits. Natural 

soils within the project area consist exclusively of Xerorthents, dredge tailings-Urban land complex, 0 to 2 

percent slopes. 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project expose people or structures to 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? 

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? 

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?  

iv) Landslides? 



2.0 CEQA Initial Study 

Monier Circle Stormwater Detention Basin Project 
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration 39 

No Impact. According to the CDC Fault Activity Map of California (CDC 2015), there are no known active 
faults within the project area or directly adjacent to the project area. Additionally, the project site is on 

generally flat land in a developed area. There are minor slopes relating to the Morrison Flood Control 

Channel, but no major slopes or hills are present that could result in landslides on or off-site. Project 

construction and operation would not substantially change the existing conditions in such a way that it 
would result in new risks for exposing people or structures to potential, substantial adverse effects 

(including risk of loss, injury, or death involving rupture of a known fault; strong seismic ground shaking; 

seismic-related ground failure; or landslides). Therefore, no impact would occur.  
 

b) Would the project result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project would have a disturbed soil area greater than one acre; thus, 

requiring the project to prepare a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) under the National 

Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Stormwater Discharges Associated 

with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities (Construction General Permit) to address storm water 
runoff, including minimizing soil erosion. The permit will address clearing, grading, grubbing, and 

disturbances to the ground such as stockpiling or excavation. The SWPPP includes BMPs to prevent 

construction pollutants from entering stormwater runoff. With implementation of SWPPP construction 
BMPs and compliance with the Construction General Permit requirements, impacts associated with erosion 

and loss of topsoil would be considered less than significant, and no mitigation is required.  

 
c) Would the project 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? 

 

No Impact. The project area is not located on a geologic unit or soil that is known for unstable conditions. 

During construction, soils may become unstable during de-grading activities; however, the area of ground 

disturbance and construction activities necessary for the construction of the project would not occur on 
unstable soils, and would not result or potentially result in on- or off-site landslides, lateral spreading, 

subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. Therefore, no impact would occur. 
 

d) Would the project be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform Building 
Code (1994), creating substantial risks to life or property? 

 

No Impact. Natural soils within the Project area consist exclusively of Xerorthents, dredge tailings-Urban 

land complex, 0 to 2 percent slopes. These soil types are not known as expansive soils, as defined in Table 
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code, and construction within these soil types would not create substantial 

risks to life or property. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

 
e) Would the project have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use of septic tanks or 

alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste 

water? 
 

No Impact. The project would not install nor require the installation of septic tanks or alternative 

wastewater disposal systems where soil infiltration would be required. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

 
f) Would the project directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique 

geologic feature? 
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Less than Significant with Mitigation. A search of the California Museum of Paleontology online 
database (UCMP 2023), which includes institutional records and published references, indicates the project 

area sites within the Modesto Formation, known for late Pleistocene granitic alluvium. Though no fossil 

remains have been found within 1-mile of the project site, with any project that requires ground disturbance 

there may be a possibility of discovery of unknown paleontological resources. To avoid and minimize any 
potential effects to unknown paleontological resources, measure GEO-1 would be implemented as part of 

the project. With the incorporation of GEO-1, the project would have a less than significant impact with 

mitigation related to paleontological resources.  

MITIGATION MEASURES 

GEO-1  In the event that potential paleontological resources are discovered during ground-

disturbing activities, work shall stop in that area and within 50 feet of the find until a 
qualified paleontologist can assess the significance of the find and, if necessary, develop 

appropriate treatment measures. Based on the scientific value or uniqueness of the find, the 

paleontologist may record the find and allow work to continue or recommend salvage and 
recovery of the material if it is determined that the find cannot be avoided. The 

paleontologist shall make recommendations for any necessary treatment that is consistent 

with currently accepted scientific practices. Any fossils collected from the area shall then 
be deposited in an accredited and permeant scientific institution where they will be properly 

curated and preserved. 

FINDINGS 
 

The project would have a Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation relating to geology and soils.   
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2.8 GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 
 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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?     

 

The greenhouse gas analysis utilizes the screening criteria, thresholds of significance, and impact 

assessment methodologies presented in the SMAQMD’s Guide to Air Quality Assessment in Sacramento 
County (SMAQMD 2021). As provided by the SMAQMD’s guidance, if a project meets the screening 

criteria for an impact category, and is consistent with the methodology used to develop the screening 

criteria, then its greenhouse gas impact for that category may be considered less than significant. 
 

DISCUSSION 
 

a) Would the project generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have 

a significant impact on the environment? 

 
Less Than Significant Impact. The project would not generate GHG emissions through operation of the 

completed project. Short-term GHG emissions would occur during construction through the use of gas-

powered construction vehicles. GHG emissions generated from temporary construction activities would not 

exceed the SMAQMD CEQA thresholds of significance for criteria pollutants.  
 

However, SMAQMD recommends the use of a construction threshold of 1,100 metric tons (MT) CO2e per 

year to determine whether construction would result in the generation of GHG emissions sufficient to result 
in a significant impact on the environment (SMAQMD 2021). Construction greenhouse gas emissions were 

calculated by using CalEEMod 2020.4.0. Details regarding the source equipment inventory, assumptions, 

and all data used to calculate construction-related greenhouse gas emissions are available in Appendix A, 
Emissions Modeling Output. According to the CalEEMod results, the project would produce 656.77 

MTCO2e for the full project construction and would not result in emissions of pollutants exceeding the 

SMAQMD’s threshold of significance for construction-generated greenhouse gases. Therefore, the impact 

from construction-related emissions would be less than significant. 
 

b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of 

reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 
 

No Impact. The City’s Climate Action and Adaptation Plan (CAAP) is currently under development and 

is not an adopted GHG reduction strategy.  The project would generate short-term GHG emissions during 
construction. As indicated under section (a) above, the short-term construction GHG emissions would not 

exceed SMAQMD’s significance thresholds which are based on Senate Bill 32 GHG reduction targets. The 

project is not a transportation project and would not increase vehicle miles traveled. Therefore, the project 

would not conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG 
emissions. No impact would occur, and no mitigation would be required. 

 

FINDINGS 
 

The project would have a Less Than Significant Impact relating to GHG emissions.  
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2.9 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the 

routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?      

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?  
    

c) 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?     

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 
 

The project area is zoned “Heavy Industrial”. No sensitive receptors are within approximately 0.25-mile. 
A review of the California Department of Toxic Substances (DTSC) EnviroStor database (DTSC 2023) and 

the SWRCB GeoTracker database (SWRCB 2023) found no known cleanup sites within 0.75-mile of the 

project area. The nearest cleanup site returned from the database search is a “Case Closed” Leaking 
Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Site, approximately 1,250 feet northeast of the project area 

DISCUSSION 
 

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine 

transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project would involve the use of heavy equipment for the grading, 

filling, and hauling of materials. Such equipment may require the use of common materials that have 

hazardous properties, e.g., petroleum-based fuels. These materials would be used in accordance with all 
applicable laws and regulations and, if used properly, would not pose a significant hazard to the public or 

the environment. Additionally, compliance with the Construction General Permit and the SWPPP would 

require the use of standard conservation measures and BMPs to avoid or minimize the potential for 
accidental release of hazardous materials from spills or fuel leaks during project construction. With the 

incorporation of construction BMPs and compliance with the Construction General Permit, the project 

would have a less than significant impact, and no mitigation is required.  
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b) Would the project 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? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project would involve ground disturbance and excavation within the 
project area. With any project conducting ground disturbance, there is a potential for unknown contaminates 

or accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment, as well as upset 

or accident related to machinery. A review of the SWRCB GeoTracker database and the DTSC EnviroStor 
database found no known hazardous materials sites or hazardous materials cleanup sites within 0.75-mile 

of the project area. Therefore, it is unlikely for the project to have the potential of unknown contaminants 

or accidents due to excavation.  
 

In addition, the use, storage, and transport of hazardous materials is required to be in compliance with local, 

state, and federal regulations during both project construction and operation. The project would be required 

to comply with federal, state and local regulations regarding the handling, transportation, disposal, and 
clean-up of hazardous materials. With required adherence to applicable regulatory requirements, the 

impacts related to reasonably foreseeable and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous 

materials would be less than significant. 
 

c) Would the project emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 

substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? 
 

No Impact. There are no schools located within one-quarter mile of the project site. Therefore, no impact 

would occur.  

 
d) Would the project 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? 
 

No Impact. A review of the SWRCB GeoTracker and DTSC EnviroStor databases found no known 

hazardous materials sites or hazardous materials cleanup sites within 0.75-mile of the project area. 

Therefore, the project would not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment by being 
located on a known hazardous waste site, and no impact would occur. 

 

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? 

 
No Impact. The project is located within Review Area 1 of the Mather Airport Land Use Compatibility 

Plan (SACOG 2022). However, the project site is located approximately one mile from the airport boundary 

and over 1.5-miles from the where airport work activities would occur. The project would construct a 

stormwater detention basin and would not result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing 
near or working in the project area. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

 

f) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

 

No Impact. Rancho Cordova participates in the Standardized Emergency Management System and the 
National Incident Management System and complies with the State of California Emergency Services Act. 

The Safety Element of the Rancho Cordova General Plan includes goals, policies, and actions to minimize 

the potential risk of death, injuries, property damage, and economic hardship and social displacement 
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resulting from fires, floods, earthquakes, landslides, and other hazards. The Safety Element also addresses 
safety and hazards related to airport land use, groundwater contamination, traffic and pedestrian accidents 

at interfaces with rail lines, the potential release of hazardous materials into the community, and general 

issues related to police and fire protection services.  

 
The Sacramento Emergency Operations Plan (EOP) addresses planned methods for managing information, 

resources, and priorities during a multi-jurisdiction response to extraordinary emergency situations 

associated with natural and human caused disasters. The EOP encompasses the boundaries of Sacramento 
County and includes the City of Rancho Cordova. The Sacramento County Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 

was updated in 2021 and addresses long-term risk to people and their property from hazards.   

 
The project would not change existing circulation patterns along local roadways or generate substantial new 

traffic. The project would not affect local roadways that could be used as emergency response routes. The 

project would not physically interfere with emergency response or evacuation elements associated with 

local and regional plans. Therefore, no impact would result. 
 

g) Would the project expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving 

wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands? 

 

No Impact. The project would not occur within a designated wildland area, or where wildlands are adjacent 
to urbanized areas or where residences are intermixed with wildlands. Therefore, the project would not 

expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires. No impact 

would occur.  

 

FINDINGS 
 
The project would have a Less Than Significant Impact relating to hazards and hazardous materials.  
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2.10 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements 

or otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? 
    

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially 

with groundwater recharge such the project may impede sustainable 

groundwater management of the basin? 
    

c) 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 substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site;     

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 

manner which would result in flooding on- or offsite;     

(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?     

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants 

due to project inundation? 
    

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control 

plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?     

 

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 

Hydrology 

The project area occurs within a single distinct topographic region of valley floor. The topography of the 

valley floor consists of low-elevation fluvial plains formed on nonmarine sedimentary rock with gently 

rolling terrain located on the Sacramento Valley floor. The project site is at an elevation of approximately 
115 to 119 feet above mean sea level within the Valley-America hydrologic unit, Sherman Lake-

Sacramento River watershed, Lake Greenhaven-Sacramento River subwatershed (HUC 180201630701). 

 
The project area includes one surface water feature: Morrison Flood Control Channel. The portion of the 

Morrison Flood Control Channel within the project area is an unconsolidated bottom channel with a low 

flow channel ranging in width approximately two to ten feet in width. Width from top of bank to top of 
bank ranges from approximately 22 to 25 feet. The channel is ephemeral according to local records and 

historic aerials. The channel typically carries nuisance sporadic urban runoff during the summer and fall 

months (if present), and stormwater flows during the winter and spring. 

 
Groundwater 

During preliminary geotechnical explorations, groundwater was discovered at the Monier detention basin 

site at a depth of 10 feet. This finding was surprising as it is more than 100 feet higher than published 
sources of historic groundwater elevations in the area. While this may introduce additional challenges to 

the flood control design, it is anticipated that this is a disconnected, perched aquifer that will be dewatered 

over time allowing the detention basin to remain dry with capacity available for flood control.  
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Flooding  

According to the FEMA FIRM, the entire proposed project site falls within FEMA Zone X, designated as 

an “Area of Minimal Flood Hazard.” This portion of the Morrison Flood Control Channel is not a regulated 

stream under jurisdiction of the Central Valley Flood Protection Board, and therefore no encroachment 

permit would be required. 
 

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or 

otherwise substantially degrade surface or ground water quality? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project would have a disturbed soil area greater than one acre; thus, 
requiring the project to prepare a SWPPP under the NPDES Construction General Permit to address storm 

water runoff, including minimizing soil erosion. The permit will address clearing, grading, grubbing, and 

disturbances to the ground such as stockpiling or excavation. The SWPPP includes BMPs to prevent 
construction pollutants from entering stormwater runoff. With implementation of SWPPP construction 

BMPs and compliance with the Construction General Permit requirements, project construction is not 

anticipated to violate any water quality standards.  
 

Following construction, the project would include operation and maintenance of the detention basin. 

Operation of the completed project would include a pump station to drain a majority of volume in the 

detention basin. The pump station has been designed with a six (6) cubic feet per second (cfs) pump, which 
was selected as it is capable of completely draining the full storage capacity of the detention basin within 

72 hours. The downstream channel and downstream drainage structures have adequate capacity to convey 

the proposed six (6) cfs pumped flow. The project site is located within the Central Valley RWQCB 
jurisdiction. The Water Quality Control Plan for the Sacramento River Basin and the San Joaquin River 

Basin (Basin Plan) addresses surface and groundwater quality within the Central Valley RWQCB. Any 

discharges from the detention basin would be required to be consistent with applicable regulatory 
requirements including the state mandated Region-wide Municipal Stormwater Permit (MS4). Further, the 

City’s Stormwater Quality Program provides guidelines for development and post-construction stormwater 

quality measures. The project would be designed consistent with these quality control measures and MS4 

permit guidelines.  
 

With adherence to applicable regulatory requirements, the operational impacts related to water quality 

standards or waste discharge requirements for the project would not substantially degrade surface or ground 
water quality. Therefore, the project would be considered to have a less than significant impact, and no 

mitigation is required.  

 

b) Would the project substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of 

the basin? 

 

No Impact. Relative to groundwater, the project site is located within the South American Subbasin, which 

was designated as a high priority groundwater basin by the California Department of Water Resources 

(DWR). The project would not directly or indirectly result in the construction of uses that would utilize 
groundwater supplies. The project design will include a minor increase in impervious surface but would 

not be anticipated to alter the area in such a way that would interfere with groundwater recharge. 

Additionally, the project would not be constructed immediately above a pre-existing well, nor would areas 

known to contain wells be disturbed by construction of the proposed project. No groundwater supplies 
would be needed to support the project, nor would construction or operation of the project interfere with 
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groundwater recharge in a manner that would impact groundwater resources. Therefore, no impact would 
occur.  

 

c) Would the project 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 substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; 

(ii) substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result 

in flooding on- or offsite; 

(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? 

 
(i) Less Than Significant Impact. The project would construct a detention basin, weir, and pump station 

to divert flows from the Morrison Flood Control Channel during large storm events, to eliminate flooding 

along Sunrise Boulevard. The drainage pattern at the project site would remain essentially the same as 
currently exists; conversely, when flood flows are high enough to crest the weir and enter the detention 

basin, this would relieve the current downstream flooding conditions. The project would require adherence 

to the requirements set forth in the General Construction Permit, which would include a construction 

SWPPP that includes BMPs to prevent erosion and siltation. Operation and maintenance activities would 
also require adherence to the requirements set forth in the Region-wide MS4 Permit and the City’s 

Stormwater Quality Program guidelines. As a result, the impacts relative to erosion or siltation would be 

considered less than significant, and no mitigation is required.  
 

(ii,) Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is not within a FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area and 

not located within a 100-year flood hazard zone. The project would construct a detention basin, weir, and 

pump station along with recreational features for public access and use. Minor impervious surfaces less 
than one acre would be included as part of the project for the multi-use path, the pump station, and outfall. 

The amount of new impervious surfaces within the project area would be considered nominal and would 

not contribute to flooding on- or off-site. Further, the construction of the detention basin would itself 
eliminate downstream flooding at Sunrise Boulevard and provide a benefit to the Morrison Flood Control 

Channel flood conditions. The project would not substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff 

in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site. Project impacts relative to additional surface 
runoff would be considered less than significant, and no mitigation is required.  

 

(iii) Less Than Significant Impact. A Hydraulic Analysis Technical Memorandum (Wood Rodgers 

2023c) was prepared for the project to determine adequacy of the project design and understanding the 
current and post-construction conditions. According to the memorandum, the required basin storage volume 

to eliminate flooding at Sunrise Boulevard necessitated excavation below the elevation of the Morrison 

Flood Control Channel and construction of a pump station to drain a majority of volume in detention basin. 
The pump station has been designed with a 6 cfs pump, which was selected as it is capable of completely 

draining the full storage capacity of the detention basin within 72 hours. The downstream channel and 

downstream drainage structures have adequate capacity to convey the proposed 6 cfs pumped flow. Due to 

the fact the proposed weir is shallow relative to the Morrison Flood Control Channel, a separate gravity 
outfall was not considered beneficial.  For emergency purposes, a secondary 6 cfs duty backup pump will 

be included in the design should the primary pump fail.  The pump control system will be established to 

alternate which pump is considered primary and which pump is considered backup. Therefore, the project 
would not create or contribute to runoff water which would exceed the capacity of the Morrison Flood 
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Control Channel, and would not provide additional sources of polluted runoff. Project impacts relative to 
additional runoff would be considered less than significant, and no mitigation is required.  

 

(iv) Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is not within a FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area and 
not located within a 100-year flood hazard zone. However, City and the County of Sacramento have been 

aware of the flooding risks at Sunrise Boulevard dating back to the late 1990s. The purpose of the project 

is to construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate the 100-year, 24-hour event flooding along 

Sunrise Boulevard. Therefore, the project would divert flood flows during high flow events into the 
detention basin. The diversion of flood flows would provide a benefit to the current stormwater facility and 

would alleviate the flooding of Sunrise Boulevard during high flow events. Therefore, though the project 

would divert flows, the project would provide a value for the City’s stormwater infrastructure and prevent 
future flooding in the project vicinity. Impact would be considered less than significant, and no mitigation 

is required.   

 
d) Would the project, in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to 

project inundation? 

 

No Impact. The project site is not within a FEMA Special Flood Hazard Area, is not located within a 100-
year flood hazard zone, tsunami zone or seiche zone, and would not risk the release of pollutants due to 

project inundation. No impact would occur.   

 
e) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or 

sustainable groundwater management plan? 

 

No Impact. As described within discussion a) above, the project would conform to and comply with all 
local and state laws and regulations regarding water quality, and municipal stormwater guidelines. 

Therefore, the project would not conflict with or obstruct the Central Valley RWQCB Water Quality 

Control Plan for the Sacramento River Basin and the San Joaquin River Basin or the DWR Sustainable 
Groundwater Management Act. No impact would occur.  

 

FINDINGS 

The project will have a Less Than Significant Impact relating to hydrology and water quality.    
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2.11 LAND USE AND PLANNING 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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?  
    

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project physically divide an established community? 

 

No Impact. The project would construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate 100-year, 24-hour 
event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. The project would not physically divide an established community. 

No impact would occur.  

 

b) Would the project 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. The project would not involve a change of land use on the City-owned parcel and would be 

consistent with the City’s General Plan. Therefore, the project would not cause a significant environmental 

impact due to conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of 

avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. No impact would occur.  

FINDINGS 

The project would not physically divide an established community or conflict with any land plan, policy or 
regulation. Therefore, the project would have No Impact relating to land use and planning.  
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2.12 MINERAL RESOURCES 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that 

would be of value to the region and the residents of the state?  
    

b) Result in 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?  
    

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of 

value to the region and the residents of the state? 

 

No Impact. According to the Sacramento County 2030 General Plan (2011), the project area is within a 

Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ)-2 or “Areas where adequate information indicates that significant mineral 

deposits are present, or where it is judged that a high likelihood for their presence exists”. However, the 

site is currently developed, urbanized and has the current land use zoning designation of “Heavy 
Industrial/Manufacturing”. Additionally, the site is within the Sunrise Boulevard South Planning Area, 

which does not include mining as an allowable use. The project would not result in the loss of availability 

of known mineral resources within the project area. No impact would occur.  
 

b) Would the project result in 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. The project area is not located within an identified locally-important mineral resource recovery 

site delineated within the Sacramento County 2030 General Plan, or City General Plan, specific plan or 

other land use plan. Therefore, the project would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 
resource recovery site, and no impact would occur.  

FINDINGS 

The project would have No Impact relating to mineral resources.  
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2.13 NOISE 

Would the project result in: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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 groundborne vibration or groundborne 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? 

    

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT 
 

Noise-sensitive land uses generally include those uses where exposure to noise would result in adverse 
effects, as well as uses where quiet is an essential element of their intended purpose. The project area is 

located in a Heavy Industrial/Manufacturing zone and is approximately 0.75-mile from the nearest “noise-

sensitive” receptor (single-family residences).  

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project result in 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?  

 

Less Than Significant Impact. According to the City’s General Plan, during construction and demolition 

associated with projects within the Plan Area, noise from construction activities would add to the noise 
environment in the immediate project vicinity. Activities involved in construction would generate 

maximum noise levels typically ranging from 85 to 90 decibels (dB) at a distance of 50 feet. 

 
During construction, noise from equipment would cause short-term localized increases in ambient noise 

levels. The actual noise levels at any particular location would depend on a variety of factors, including the 

type of construction equipment or activity involved, the distance to the source of the noise, the obstacles to 
noise that exist between the receptor and the source, the time of day, and similar factors. Construction of 

the proposed project would result in a temporary, periodic increase in ambient noise levels. However, this 

increase would be temporary, intermittent, and limited to the daytime hours specified by the City’s Noise 

Ordinance (Municipal Code 6.68.090). The project is not anticipated to have any operational noise effects. 
Therefore, the project would not be considered to generate a substantial temporary or permanent increase 

in ambient noise levels in relation to noise-sensitive receptors. The project would have a less than significant 

impact, and no mitigation is required.  
 

b) Would the project result in generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise 

levels? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact. The City does not specify a construction vibration limit. According to the 

FTA Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment (FTA 2006) vibration source levels for construction 

equipment (such as a large bulldozer) at 25 feet from the sensitive receptor result in vibrations of 87 



2.0 CEQA Initial Study 

Monier Circle Stormwater Detention Basin Project 
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration 52 

vibration decibels. The construction of the project may generate perceptible vibration when heavy 
equipment or impact tools (e.g., jackhammers, hoe rams) are used. Construction activities include clearing 

and grubbing, grading, paving, tank installation, trenching/piping, and rail installation phases. Pile driving 

is not anticipated for the proposed project. Vibration levels would vary depending on soil conditions, 

construction methods, and equipment used. Vibration levels are highest close to the source, and then 
attenuate with increasing distance. The nearest sensitive receptors (single-family residences) are 

approximately 0.75-mile from the project area, and any temporary construction vibratory effects would not 

be noticeable or perceivable at this distance. Construction groundborne vibration would be temporary and 
intermittent and localized within the heavy industrial area, and would not generate or expose persons to 

excessive groundborne vibrations or groundborne noise levels. Therefore, the project would have a less 

than significant impact, and no mitigation is required.  
 

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? 
 

No Impact. The project is located within Review Area 1 of the Mather Airport Land Use Compatibility 

Plan (SACOG 2022). However, the project site is located approximately one mile from the airport boundary 
and over 1.5-miles from where airport work activities would occur. Therefore, the project would not expose 

people residing or working in these areas to excessive noise levels. No impact would occur.   

 

FINDINGS 
 

The project would have a Less Than Significant Impact relating to Noise.   
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2.14 POPULATION AND HOUSING 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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? 

    

REGULATORY SETTING  

CEQA also requires the analysis of a project’s potential to induce growth. CEQA guidelines, Section 

15126.2(d), require that environmental documents “…discuss the ways in which the project could foster 

economic or population growth, or the construction of additional housing, either directly or indirectly, in 
the surrounding environment…”  

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project 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)? 

No Impact. The project would construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate 100-year, 24-hour 

event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. The project would not induce population growth, directly or 

indirectly. No impact would occur.  
 

b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the 

construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

No Impact. The project would construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate 100-year, 24-hour 
event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. Construction of the project would occur within a City-owned 

parcel and would not require permanent right-of-way acquisition. The project would not displace any 

existing housing or necessitate the construction of replacement housing elsewhere. No impact would occur.  

FINDINGS 

The project would have No Impact relating to population or housing.  
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2.15 PUBLIC SERVICES 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) Would the project 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: 

 

Fire protection?     

Police protection?     

Schools?     

Parks?     

Other public facilities?     

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project 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: fire protection, police protection, schools, parks, and/or other public facilities? 
 

No Impact. The project would construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate 100-year, 24-hour 

event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. The project would not directly or indirectly induce population 
growth nor create substantial new demand for services. Therefore, the project would have no impact on the 

service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives of fire protection services, police service 

levels, schools or parks. The project would not result in substantial adverse physical impacts with the 

provision of new or physically altered government. No impact would occur.  
 

FINDINGS 

The project would have No Impact relating to public services.  
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2.16 RECREATION 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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? 
    

DISCUSSION 

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? 
 

No Impact. The project would construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate 100-year, 24-hour 

event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. The project would not directly or indirectly induce substantial 

population growth nor create substantial new demand for existing neighborhood or regional parks. The 
construction and/or operation of the completed project would not increase the use of existing parks or other 

recreational facilities due to the location and nature of the project, and no impact would occur.  

 
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? 

 

Less than Significant Impact. A multi-use trail has been incorporated into the design of the project to 

allow the public walking access to observe wildlife that may use the detention basin. The recreational 

features would not require expansion of the City-owned parcel and would not cause adverse physical effects 

on the environment. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact, and no mitigation is 
required. 

FINDINGS 

The project would have a Less than Significant Impact relating to recreation.   
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2.17 TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the 

circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian 

facilities? 
    

b) 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) Result in inadequate emergency access?     

DISCUSSION 

a) Would the project conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation 

system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 
 

No Impact. The project would construct a stormwater detention basin that would be consistent with the 

land use within the project area. The project is not a transportation project and would not alter the roadway 

or include transit or roadway elements that would conflict with the City’s General Plan Circulation Element, 
or other applicable plans, ordinances, or policies that address the circulation system. The project would 

include a multi-use path surrounding the new detention basin, that has been designed to local and state 

guidelines regarding bicycle and pedestrian facilities. No road closures are anticipated to occur and access 
to and along Monier Circle would be maintained throughout construction. If necessary, traffic control 

measures would be implemented to maintain and control traffic throughout construction zones. Therefore, 

the project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation system, 
and no impact would occur.  

 

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

(b)? 
 

No Impact. The project is not a transportation project that would increase or alter vehicle miles traveled 

within the circulation system and would not conflict with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3. No impact 
would occur.    

 

c) Would the project substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp 

curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 
 

No Impact. The purpose of the project is to construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate 100-

year, 24-hour event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. The project would not involve transportation 
features and would not increase hazards due to a geometric design feature. No impact would occur.   

 

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access? 
 

No Impact. The purpose of the project is to construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate 100-

year, 24-hour event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. Construction of the project would occur entirely 

within the City-owned parcel, and construction access via Monier Circle is not anticipated to cause any 
disruption to emergency access within the Cordova Industrial Park. No impact would occur.   
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FINDINGS 

The project would have No Impact relating to transportation/traffic. 
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2.18 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES 

 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 

tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 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: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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 
    

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 Section 5024.1. In applying the 

criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, 

the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California 

Native American tribe. 

    

DISCUSSION 

If a lead agency determines that a project may cause a substantial adverse change to a TCR, the lead agency 

must consider measures to mitigate that impact. Consultation concludes when either: 1) the parties agree to 

measures to mitigate or avoid a significant effect, if a significant effect exists, on a TCR; or 2) a party, 
acting in good faith, and after reasonable effort, concludes that mutual agreement cannot be reached (PRC 

§ 21080.3.2). Under existing law, environmental documents must not include information about the 

locations of an archaeological site or sacred lands or any other information that is exempt from public 

disclosure pursuant to the Public Records act. 
 

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a tribal cultural 

resource, 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) 

 

No Impact. A Cultural Resources Inventory Report was prepared for the project by PAR Environmental 
Services (PAR 2023). The study assessed the potential for surficial and/or buried archaeological and 

historical resources in the proposed improvement area through the completion of the following:  

 

• Records and literature search at the North Central Information Center (NCIC) of the California 

Historical Resources Information Center (CHRIS); 

• Further literature review of publications, files, and maps for ethnographic, historic-era, and 
prehistoric resources and background information; 

• Communication with the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) to request a review of 

the Sacred Lands File and contact information for the appropriate tribal communities; 

• Contact with the appropriate local Native American Tribes; and 

• Pedestrian archaeological survey of the project area.  

 
The NAHC responded on May 4, 2023, stating that the search of the sacred lands file was positive for 

resources in the APE and recommended that tribes be contacted.  To facilitate consultation efforts, the 

NAHC provided a list of seven Native American tribes and 11 contacts that might have information or 
concerns regarding sacred sites and/or cultural resources in the APE. Native American Tribes that had 

previously requested that the City of Rancho Cordova notify them of proposed projects were contacted via 

email on July 12, 2023.  No requests for consultation have been received under Assembly Bill 52 and there 

is no further data to indicate any TCRs would be located on-site. Implementation of measures CR-1 and 
CR-2 would require procedures to be taken in the event of inadvertent discovery of resources with 
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appropriate laws and requirements. The proposed project would not cause an adverse change in the 
significance of a known listed or eligible tribal cultural resource. No impact would occur.  

 

b) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of 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 Section 5024.1. In 

applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead 

agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native American tribe. 
 

No Impact. As described above, on behalf of the City, PAR Environmental Services, Inc. provided formal 

notification to tribal representatives who represent groups with traditional and cultural ties to the APE. To 
date, no requests for consultation have been received, and no information regarding potential tribal cultural 

resources in the APE have been received. The proposed project would not cause an adverse change in the 

significance of a known listed or eligible tribal cultural resource. No impact would occur.  

FINDINGS 

The project would have No Impact relating to tribal cultural resources. 
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2.19 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS 

Would the project: 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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?     

c) Result in 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 statutes and regulations related to 

solid waste?     

DISCUSSION 
 

a) Would the project 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? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact. The purpose of the project is to construct a stormwater detention basin that 

will alleviate 100-year, 24-hour event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. Construction would consist of 

clearing and grubbing the existing above ground features that are within the grading limits, and excavation 
of the basin. The project would not include construction or new or expanded wastewater treatment.  

 

Water 
The project would temporarily utilize water for dust suppression and other activities during construction. 

Construction-related water demands would be short-term and minimal in volume. Upon completion of all 

earthwork excavations, landscape and irrigation systems would be installed around the detention basin 
perimeter. Irrigation systems would be connected via Sacramento County Water Agency water lines 

currently existing within the parcel. The irrigation systems would be used temporarily to establish 

landscaping within the project area but would be disconnected or eliminated post-establishment. The project 

would have a less than significant impact related to the use or expansion of water infrastructure. 
 

Storm Water 

The project would construct a detention basin, weir, and pump station to divert flows from the Morrison 
Flood Control Channel during large storm events, to eliminate flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. The 

drainage pattern at the project site would remain essentially the same as currently exists; conversely, when 

flood flows are high enough to crest the weir and enter the detention basin, this would relieve the current 

downstream flooding conditions. The proposed pump station has been designed with a 6 cfs pump, which 
was selected as it is capable of completely draining the detention basin when full within 72 hours. The 

downstream channel and downstream drainage structures have adequate capacity to convey the proposed 6 

cfs pumped flow. Therefore, no additional off-site storm water improvements would be required due to 
implementation of the project. Operation and maintenance activities would require adherence to the 
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requirements set forth in the Region-wide MS4 Permit and the City’s Stormwater Quality Program 
guidelines. The project would have a less than significant impact related to expanded storm water 

infrastructure.  

 

Other Utilities 
 

Earthwork excavation would be completed to construct detention basin and weir spillway.  An existing City 

sewer main within an existing utility easement would be protected and remain.  Additionally, an existing 
36-inch drainpipe would remain and outfall into the basin. A portion of the drainpipe within the basin 

excavation area shall be removed and disposed. All other underground utilities (sewer, drain, water, 

electrical and gas) within the grading limits would be removed and disposed. Electrical supply for the pump 
station would be connected from existing Sacramento Municipal Utility District supply within the parcel.  

 

Project construction would require the removal of vegetation and impacts to sensitive natural communities. 

Project effects to biological resources are discussed in Section 2.4. With the incorporation measures BIO-
1 through BIO-10, potentially significant impacts would be mitigated to a less than significant level.   

 

Similarly, ground disturbance associated with construction activities could contact unknown cultural 
resources within the project area. Project effects to cultural and historic resources are discussed in Section 

2.5 and Section 2.18. With the incorporation of measures CUL-1 through CUL-2, potentially significant 

impacts related to inadvertent discovery during construction would be mitigated to a less-than-significant 
level.  

 

Therefore, the project would not cause significant environmental effects related to relocation, expansion, 

or removal of water, storm water, or other utility infrastructure. The project would have a less-than-
significant impact.   

 

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

 

Less than Significant Impact. As described in discussion a) above, the project would require minimal 

water to serve the proposed project. The impact on available water supplies during normal, dry, and multiple 
dry years would be less than significant. 

 

c) Would the project result in 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? 

 

No Impact. The project would not include the construction of any wastewater-generating uses. The project 

would not induce the growth of the regional or local population. Therefore, the project would not impact 

projected demand or capacity for wastewater treatment. No impact would occur.  

 

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

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

 

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activities are anticipated to generate typical amounts of solid 

waste; however, this amount would not be 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. Therefore, the 
project would have a less than significant impact.   
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e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste? 

 

No Impact. The construction contractor would be required to dispose of all solid waste at an appropriate 

waste disposal facility or landfill, and in compliance with all federal, state, and local statutes and regulations 
regarding solid waste, and no impact would occur. 

FINDINGS 

The project would have a Less Than Significant Impact to utilities and service systems.  



2.0 CEQA Initial Study 

Monier Circle Stormwater Detention Basin Project 
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration 63 

2.20 WILDFIRE 

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high 

fire hazard severity zones, would the project: 

Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

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, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope 

instability, or drainage changes? 
    

DISCUSSION 

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

evacuation plan? 

No Impact. The City of Rancho Cordova does not have an adopted emergency evacuation plan or 

emergency response plan. The Sacramento County Evacuation Functional Annex (SacOES 2021) indicates 

primary evacuation routes in Sacramento County consist of the major interstates, highways, and prime 
arterials, such as Sunrise Boulevard. The construction and operation of the project would not change 

existing circulation patterns along Sunrise Boulevard or generate substantial new traffic along the 

evacuation route. Project construction or operation would substantially impair an adopted emergency 

response plan or emergency evacuation plan. No impact would result. 
 

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

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

spread of a wildfire? 

No Impact. The purpose of the project is to construct a stormwater detention basin that will alleviate 100-
year, 24-hour event flooding along Sunrise Boulevard. According to the Sacramento County CAL FIRE, 

Fire Hazard Severity Zone Map (CAL FIRE 2008), the project area is within a Local-Responsibility Area 

(LRA) that is not within a High or Very High Fire Severity Zone. Therefore, the project is not anticipated 

to exacerbate wildfire risks due to slope, prevailing winds, or other factors. No impact would occur.  
 

c) Would the project 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? 

No Impact. As described in discussion b) above, the project would not be located in a High or Very High 

Severity Zone according to CAL FIRE. Project construction would not include the installation or 
maintenance of associated infrastructure that would exacerbate fire risk. No impact would occur.  
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d) Would the project expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or 
downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 

changes? 

No Impact. As described in discussion b) above, the project would not be located in a High or Very High 

Severity Zone according to CAL FIRE. Project construction and operation would not expose people or 

structures to significant risks, as a result of runoff, post-fire instability or drainage changes. No impact 

would occur.  

FINDINGS 

The project would have No Impact relating to wildfire.    
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2.21 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

 
Potentially 

Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 

Significant with 

Mitigation 

Less Than 

Significant 

Impact 

No Impact 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the 

environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, 

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

threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 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 other current projects, and the 

effects of probable future projects)? 

    

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial 

adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? 
    

DISCUSSION 

a) Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce 

the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-

sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 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? 

 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation. Based upon the review and analysis of potential adverse effects 
to the environment provided in this Initial Study (including the project-specific mitigation measures) the 

proposed project would not substantially degrade the overall quality of the environment within the project 

area. Respectively, the analysis provided in Section 2.4 Biological Resources, Section 2.5 Cultural 
Resources, and Section 2.7 Geology and Soils, determined potentially significant impacts must be mitigated 

to a less-than-significant level with incorporation of project-specific mitigation measures.  

 
With the incorporation of mitigation measures BIO-1 through BIO-3 for potential impacts to biological 

resources, CUL-1, and GEO-1, the potential for project-related activities to degrade the quality of the 

environment, including wildlife species or their habitat, plant or animal communities, or important 

examples of California history or prehistory would be reduced to less than significant levels. Therefore, the 
project impacts would be considered less-than-significant with mitigation.   

 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable 

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

and the effects of probable future projects)? 
 

Less Than Significant Impact. Implementation of the project, in conjunction with other approved or 

pending projects within the City, would not have adverse environmental impacts at a significant level or 

result in cumulatively considered impacts to the environment. Project-specific, potentially significant 
impacts would be mitigated to a less than significant level and would not result in cumulatively considerable 

impacts. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact.  
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c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly? 

 

Less Than Significant Impact. Based upon the review and analysis of potential adverse effects on human 

beings, either directly or indirectly, provided in this Initial Study, the project would not have environmental 
effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human beings. Respectively, the analysis provided 

in Section 2.3 Air Quality, determined air quality effects would be considered less than significant and the 

incorporation of SMAQMD Construction BMPs would provide additional reduction in project-related 
emission. Therefore, the project would have a less than significant impact related to adverse effects on 

human beings.   

FINDINGS 

The project will not have a significant impact relating to degradation of the quality of the environment, nor 

have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable; nor have environmental effects 
which would cause substantial adverse effects, either directly or indirectly, on human beings. Therefore, 

there are no potentially significant determinations for mandatory findings of significance.  
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3.0 Comments and Coordination 

This chapter summarizes the City’s efforts to identify, address and resolve project-related issues through 

early and continuing coordination. 
 

3.1 CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION WITH PUBLIC AGENCIES 

 

Consultation and/or coordination with the following agencies was, or will be initiated for the project: 
 

• U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

• Central Valley – Regional Water Quality Control Board 

• California Department of Fish and Wildlife 

 

3.2 PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

 

CEQA Guidelines section 15105(b) The public review period for a proposed negative declaration or 

mitigated negative declaration shall be not less than 20 days. When a proposed negative declaration or 

mitigated negative declaration is submitted to the State Clearinghouse for review by state agencies, the 
public review period shall not be less than 30 days, unless a shorter period, not less than 20 days, is approved 

by the State Clearinghouse. 

 
The public comment period for the project will occur from October 20, 2023, to November 18, 2023. All 

written comments received by the City will be incorporated into the Final IS/MND and added as an 

appendix. Any additions or corrections to the IS/MND subsequent to public comments will be addressed 
within the final document. 
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4.0 Distribution List 

A Notice of Availability was prepared and posted with the Sacramento County Clerk-Recorder Office, the 

Grapevine Independent newspaper, and distributed to all individuals and/or agencies who have requested 
notice. Additionally, the Draft IS was distributed to the following agencies and interested parties (unless IS 

hardcopies specified). 

 

City of Rancho Cordova  
Public Works Department 

2729 Prospect Park Drive 

Rancho Cordova, California 95670  
(IS hardcopies) 

 

State Government 
 

Governor’s Office of Planning and Research – California State Clearinghouse 

CEQA Submit Online Database 

 

Local Agencies 

 

Sacramento County Clerk-Recorder 

600 8th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
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5.0 List of Preparers 

Wood Rodgers, Inc. 

Andrew Dellas, MS, PWS, Senior Biologist / Environmental Planner 
Tim Chamberlain, Senior Environmental Planner 

Jonathan Kors, PE, Principal Engineer 

Carlos Conteras, PE, Senior Engineer 

Cody Milligan, PE, CFM, Project Engineer 
 

PAR Environmental Services, Inc. 

Ellie Maniery, MA, RPA, Project Manager, Senior Archaeologist 
 

City of Rancho Cordova 

Margarita Dronov, PE, Associate Civil Engineer 
Kristine Courdy, PE, Senior Civil Engineer 

Dalia Fadl, PE, Principal Engineer 

Darcy Goulart, Planning Manager 
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