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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

ES.1  INTRODUCTION

This summary is provided in accordance with California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines (State CEQA Guidelines)
Section 15123. As stated in Section 15123(a), “[a]n EIR [environmental impact report] shall contain a brief summary of
the proposed action and its consequences. The language of the summary should be as clear and simple as
reasonably practical.” As required by the guidelines, this chapter includes (1) a summary description of the project, (2)
a synopsis of environmental impacts and recommended mitigation measures (Table ES-1), (3) identification of the
alternatives evaluated and of the environmentally superior alternative, and (4) a discussion of the areas of controversy
associated with the project.

ES.2  SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT

ES.2.1 Project Location

The project site is located in an unincorporated area of El Dorado County, in the eastern portion of the El Dorado
Hills Community Region. It encompasses 280 acres on five parcels: Assessor’'s Parcel Numbers (APNs) 126-020-001,
126-020-002, 126-020-003, 126-020-004, and 126-150-023. Most of the site is located south of Green Valley Road. The
northern tip of the site (portion of APN 126-150-023) is located north of the road. This portion of the project site is
being removed as part of a boundary line adjustment being processed under a separate application to the County.
The project also includes two proposed access roadway connections to Green Valley Road (C-Drive and A-Drive) that
would use existing easements to access Green Valley Road. Existing land uses in the project area consist of single-
family residences and rural residential areas.

ES.2.2 Project Background

The project site was previously proposed for development with an application that was submitted in 2011. The
previous project was named “Dixon Ranch” and proposed a General Plan amendment, rezone, planned development,
and a tentative subdivision map that would allow for the development of 605 residential lots (including 160 age-
restricted units) that would have ranged from 4,724 square-feet to over 5 acres in size. Dixon Ranch also proposed
two park sites, a clubhouse, and designated open space. Proposed circulation and infrastructure improvements
included off-site improvements to access Green Valley Road, wastewater conveyance improvements, and electrical
service improvements. Dixon Ranch was denied by the Board of Supervisors on February 14, 2017.

The proposed project is brought by a different applicant and is independent of Dixon Ranch. While a new project, the
applicant has considered concerns expressed by the public and Board of Supervisors during hearings for Dixon
Ranch. Most notably, the proposed project has substantially reduced the number of proposed residential lots from
605 to 379 (approximately 37 percent reduction in residential lots).

ES.2.3 Project Objectives

The applicant has identified the following objectives of the Generations at Green Valley Project:

» Implement the County’s General Plan by directing urban/suburban growth within the El Dorado Hills Community
Region located adjacent to existing residential development in order to ensure the preservation of large
expanses of open space and agricultural lands within the County.

» Establish a land use pattern that maintains and enhances the character of existing rural and urban communities,
emphasizing both the natural setting and built design elements.

El Dorado County
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» Develop a thoughtful design that focuses higher density residential lots toward the center of the parcel and
includes large residential lots, open space, and parks throughout the project as an amenity but especially the
exterior to provide significant buffers between existing residential communities.

» Provide a range of residential densities and product type to meet the needs of the changing demographics of
the County, including families, empty nesters, and active adults.

» Create a residential community containing open space and a range of passive and active recreational amenities
for its residents and the community.

» Establish an economically viable project that provides a fair-share contribution of infrastructure to the community
through the payment of fees and/or construction of off-site transportation improvements in accordance with the
County’s General Plan.

» Improve emergency access and evacuation routes in the project area.

» Provide a comprehensively planned project that is sensitive to environmental issues including wetland and tree
preservation.

ES.2.4 Characteristics of the Project

The Generations at Green Valley Project proposes to amend the General Plan land use designations to High Density
Residential (HDR), Low Density Residential (LDR), and Public Facilities (PF). The project would rezone the site to Residential,
Single-Unit (R1 [6,000-square foot minimum]), Open Space (OS), Recreational Facilities, High Intensity (RF-H), and
Residential Estate, Five-Acre (RE-5). The project also proposes a tentative subdivision map. The proposed development
area of the project would be within the General Plan designated EI Dorado Hills Community Region boundary.

Table ES-2 provides an overview of the proposed land uses of the project. Each of the project components is
described in detail below.

Table ES-2 Generation at Green Valley Land Use Summary
Proposed General Plan Land Use . Number
Psiare Proposed Zoning Summary of Proposed Land Use of Lots
Residential
Low Density Residential Residential Estate -5 acre |Residential estate lots generally located along the perimeter of the 18
site
High Density Residential Residential, Single-Unit | Single-family residential lots generally located in the central and 361
southern portion of the site, with 214 residential lots age restricted

Total Number of Residential Lots| 379
Parks and Recreation Facilities
High Density Residential Recreational Facilities, Clubhouse site on a 3.3-acre lot (proposed as lot B) 1

High Intensity
Public Facilities Recreational Facilities, Park site on a 4.0-acre lot (proposed as lot A) 1
High Intensity

Landscaping and Open Space
Low Density Residential Estate Residential -5 acre |Landscape lot L1 1
High Density Residential Residential, Single-Unit | Landscape lots L2-L13 12
Low Density Residential Open Space Open space lots C, D, and | and a portion of F 4
Low Density Residential and High ~ |Open Space Open space lots C, D, E, F, G, H, |, J, and K.
Density Residential

T Lot 1 would retain the existing residence on the site. Thus, total new residential development would consist of 378 residential lots.

Sources: Generations at Green Valley Tentative Map dated December 2021 (CTA 2021a) and Generations at Green Valley Zoning and General Plan

Map (CTA 2021b).

ES-2
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CIRCULATION IMPROVEMENTS

The project roadway system would consist of a “loop” private roadway system. Access to the project site would
consist of two new roadway connections to Green Valley Road associated with proposed C-Drive and A-Drive would
include dedicated deceleration lanes and turn lanes separated from the travel lanes of Green Valley Road. The C-
Drive intersection with Green Valley Road would be limited to a right-turn in and left turn out access from C-Drive,
while A-Drive intersection with Green Valley Road would be a signalized full access intersection. Proposed Lot 1
would continue to obtain roadway access from Verde Valley Lane for the existing on-site residence.

The project roadways would include sidewalks as well as a pedestrian trail that would connect the park site to a trail
along the eastern side of C-Drive.

The project would include an emergency access/egress (EAE) at Lima Way to serve as a secondary means of
emergency access and evacuation that would be gated but designed to be accessible by project residents during an
evacuation order. There would also be two emergency vehicle access (EVA) road connections at Marden Drive and at
East Green Springs Road (to the south) that would be stubbed to the property line for emergency vehicle use. These
accesses would meet the design standards for gated developments as described in Section 130.30.090(D) of the El
Dorado County Code of Ordinances and the El Dorado Hills Fire Department Ordinance 2022-01. The gates would
also comply with all design and operation criteria included in Section D103.5 of El Dorado Hills Fire Department
Ordinance 2022-01.

Based on the results of the 2022 Generations at Green Valley Transportation Impact Study prepared by Kimley-Horn
(Kimley-Horn 2022), the project is proposing the following traffic signal operational improvements to address
compliance with the El Dorado County Transportation and Circulation Element policies TC-Xd, TC-Xe, and TC-Xf.
These improvements would not involve physical alteration of these intersections.

» Optimize traffic signal coordination on El Dorado Hills Boulevard/Latrobe Road from White Rock Road to
Saratoga Way (North).

» Modify traffic signal phasing and hardware for the Silva Valley Parkway and Harvard Way intersection to provide
a southbound right-turn overlap.

DRAINAGE IMPROVEMENTS

The project would include several drainage improvements in order to maintain or reduce peak flows leaving the site as
well as flows and flood elevations in Green Springs Creek. Drainage improvements are shown in Figure 2-9a and 2-9b:

» Removal of the existing ponds within the Green Spring Creek corridor in the northern portion of the site through
replacement of the existing upstream culvert crossing with a new Conspan crossing at the proposed C-Drive
crossing, removal of the downstream embankment (downstream of C-Drive), and restoration of the creek
channel to its approximate natural state near proposed A-Drive crossing. This would include the installation of
rock slope protection and check dams within the channel. These improvements would require permitting under
the federal Clean Water Act (Section 404) from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and approval of a streambed
alteration agreement (1602 Permit) from California Department of Fish and Wildlife Service.

» Construction of eight on-site detention/water quality basins.

PUBLIC SERVICE PROVISION AND INFRASTRUCTURE IMPROVEMENTS

The project proposes to obtain public and utility services from the following agencies:

» El Dorado Hills Fire Department (also known as the El Dorado Hills County Water District/Fire Protection District)
for fire protection services;

» El Dorado Hills CSD for parks, recreation, and other community services; and

» El Dorado Irrigation District (EID) for water and wastewater services.

El Dorado County
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Obtaining services from these agencies would require the El Dorado Local Agency Formation Commission to approve
the annexations of the site into the service boundaries of these agencies.

Off-Site Water Distribution Improvements

As noted above, EID is proposed to provide public water service to the project site, with the exception of proposed

Lot 1 that would continue to use its existing on-site well for water supply. There are also two additional wells on-site
that would be abandoned consistent with County regulations. On-site water supply would be distributed through a

network of pipelines within the project’'s roadway right-of-way. The project would require the off-site improvements
for water supply service identified below.

» Connection to an existing 8-inch water distribution pipeline within Lima Way on the project’s western boundary.

» Construction of a new water distribution pipeline from the project’s southern boundary to an existing 10-inch
pipeline located in Greenview Drive. This distribution pipeline would be approximately one mile in length.

» Construction of a new water distribution pipeline from the project’s eastern boundary along Green Valley Road
to an existing 12-inch pipeline west of Pleasant Grove Middle School. This distribution pipeline would be
approximately one mile in length.

Off-Site Wastewater Conveyance Improvements

EID is also proposed to provide wastewater conveyance and treatment services to the project, with the exception of
proposed Lot 1 that would continue to use its existing on-site wastewater treatment system and lots 2 through 8 that
would construct new on-site wastewater disposal systems. The proposed park site would use a restroom vault that
would store wastewater until emptied by a wastewater disposal truck. On-site wastewater would be conveyed
through a network of pipelines within the project’s roadway right-of-way. The project would require the off-site
improvements for wastewater conveyance listed below.

» Connection to an existing 8-inch gravity wastewater conveyance pipeline within Lima Way on the project’s
western boundary.

» Upsizing of approximately 1,600 linear feet of existing gravity wastewater pipeline upstream of the Highland Hills
Lift Station that is currently located within a private open space corridor. The Highland Hills Lift Station is located
along Loch Way and would be upgraded or expanded.

» Construction of approximately 8,500-linear foot force main from the Highland Hills Lift Station to an existing 15-
inch gravity wastewater pipeline that flows to the St. Andrews Lift Station along Glenmore Way, Highland Drive,
West Glenmore Way, Silva Valley Parkway, and a SMUD utility easement.

= The St. Andrews Lift Station where the proposed new force main would discharge has limited capacity. Thus,
the project identifies an alternative wastewater alignment where the proposed new force main would be
extended further south along Silva Valley Parkway where it would connect to a 24-inch gravity flow pipeline
south of Harvard Way should adequate capacity not be available at the time of project development.

ELECTRICAL SERVICE AND IMPROVEMENTS

Electrical service and natural gas would be provided by Pacific Gas and Electric (PG&E). Off-site improvements include
installation of a new electrical cable through the existing conduit on Sangiovese Drive; new trenching for installation
of a 6-inch conduit and cable on a portion of Appian Way; and removal and replacement of cable in an existing
conduit along portions of Lima Way, Aberdeen Lane, and Appian Way for a length of approximately 1.4 miles.
Additionally, improvements to electrical distribution facilities along Green Valley Road to the western edge of the
Travois Subdivision in Cameron Park for a length of approximately 2 miles. Natural gas service would consist of a
connection to the existing natural gas pipeline in Lima Way along the western boundary of the site.

El Dorado County
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ES.3  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS AND RECOMMENDED MITIGATION
MEASURES

ES.3.1 Project-Specific Impacts

This EIR has been prepared pursuant to CEQA (Public Resources Code Section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA
Guidelines (California Code of Regulations Section 15000 et seq.) to evaluate the physical environmental effects of the
proposed project. El Dorado County is the lead agency for the project. The County has the principal responsibility for
approving and carrying out the project and for ensuring that the requirements of CEQA have been met.

Table ES-1, presented at the end of this chapter, provides a summary of the environmental impacts for the project.
The table identifies the level of significance of the impact before mitigation, recommended mitigation measures, and
the level of significance of the impact after implementation of the mitigation measures.

ES.3.2 Significant and Unavoidable Impacts and Cumulative Impacts

Implementing the project would result in the following significant and unavoidable impacts:

» Impact 3.7-1 and 4-11: The project would result in GHG emissions during both construction and operational
phases. While mitigation (Mitigation Measures 3.7-1a, 3.7-1b, and 3.14-2) has been identified to address this
impact, the project would result in a significant and unavoidable impact under project and cumulative conditions.

» Impact 3.11-1: Short-term construction-generated noise levels associated with the project would expose nearby
noise-sensitive receptors to excessive noise levels. While mitigation (Mitigation Measure 3.11-1) has been identified
to address this impact, the project would result in a significant and unavoidable impact under project conditions.

» Impact 3.14-2 and 4-24: Implementation of the project would exceed the significance threshold of 19.1 VMT per
capita for residential uses (i.e., 15 percent below the existing county VMT per capita) as identified in County
Resolution 141-2020. While mitigation (Mitigation Measure 3.14-2) has been identified to address this impact, the
project would result in a significant and unavoidable impact under project and cumulative conditions.

» Impact 3.15-1: The project would include the construction of on-site and off-site infrastructure improvements that
would result in significant environmental impacts related to construction noise. While mitigation (Mitigation
Measure 3.11-1), has been identified to address this impact, the project would result in a significant and
unavoidable impact under project conditions.

» Impact 4-8: The project would contribute to the cumulative loss of oak woodland habitat due to the anticipated
removal of approximately 56 acres of oak woodland habitat. Thus, the project’s contribution to cumulative oak
woodland loss identified in the Biological Resources Policy Update and ORMP Final EIR would be cumulatively
considerable and significant and unavoidable.

ES.4  ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

Chapter 5, “Alternatives,” provides an analysis of alternatives to the proposed project. Brief descriptions of the
alternatives evaluated in this Draft EIR provided below.

» Alternative 1: No Project-No Development Alternative - This alternative assumes no development of the site. The
project site would remain in its current condition.

» Alternative 2: No Project/Development Consistent with the General Plan Alternative - The project site would be
developed consistent with the site’s current General Plan land use designation of Low Density Residential. This
would result in on-site roadway improvements with three emergency vehicle access points and a 56 residential
lot subdivision (five acre lots). Water and wastewater would consist of on-site wastewater disposal systems and
wells. Off-site improvements would be limited to access improvements to Green Valley Road.

El Dorado County
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» Alternative 3: Mixed Use Development Alternative - This alternative would modify the proposed project site plan
to provide mixed land uses in the eastern portion of the project site that would consist of 350 multi-family
residential units for extremely low-, very low-, low-, and moderate-income households as defined by the 2021-
2029 Housing Element and 30,000 square feet of commercial uses. This alternative would also designate
proposed lots 2 through 4 as open space. All other aspects of the proposed project would be retained.

» Alternative 4: Reduced Build Alternative — This alternative would redesignate the project site as Medium Density
Residential and Open Space under the General Plan, but would retain the existing on-site residence on a five-
acre lot. This would allow the development of 155 residential lots (one-acre lots).

» Alternative 5: Dixon Ranch Alternative — This alternative would consist of the previously proposed Dixon Ranch
Residential Project (Dixon Ranch), which was denied by the Board of Supervisors on February 14, 2017. The Dixon
Ranch project proposed to subdivide the site to create 605 single-family residential lots (containing 604 new
single-family detached residential units and the retention of the existing Dixon residence). Approximately 160 of
these units would be age restricted. Dixon Ranch also proposed open space areas, including parks, trails,
landscaped lots, and native open spaces.

ES.5 AREAS OF CONTROVERSY

State CEQA Guidelines Section 15123 requires the summary section of a Draft EIR to identify the areas of controversy
known to the lead agency, including issues raised by agencies and the public. State CEQA Guidelines Section 15123
requires the summary section of a Draft EIR to identify issues to be resolved related to the proposed project.

On February 26, 2024, a notice of preparation (NOP) was distributed for the project to responsible agencies,
interested parties, and organizations, as well as private organizations and individuals that may have an interest in the
project. A public scoping meeting was held on March 12, 2024. The purpose of the NOP and the scoping meeting
was to provide notification that an EIR was being prepared for the project and to solicit input on the scope and
content of the environmental document. The NOP and responses to the NOP are included in Appendix A of this Draft
EIR. The following key concerns and issues were expressed during the scoping process:

» proposed density and extent of residential development proposed,

» change in landscape and land use characteristics of the project area (especially along Green Valley Road),
» air quality impacts and exposure to naturally occurring asbestos,

» water supply,

» wastewater capacity,

» biological resources,

» traffic and traffic safety on the Green Valley Road and Highway 50 corridors, and

» wildfire and evacuation.

ES.6  ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED

Section 15123 of the State CEQA Guidelines requires the summary section of a Draft EIR to identify issues to be
resolved in the EIR, including the choice among alternatives and whether or how to mitigate the significant project
effects. The following issues, in addition to the areas of controversy, are identified to be resolved:

» whether the project should be approved, modified, or denied;
» whether the is consistent with the El Dorado County General Plan; and

» whether the mitigation measures identified in the Draft EIR should be applied to the project.

El Dorado County
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Table ES-1 Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures

Impacts

Significance
before
Mitigation

Mitigation Measures

Significance
after
Mitigation

Aesthetics

Impact 3.1-1; Substantially Degrade the Existing Visual Character or Quality of
Public Views of the Site and lts Surroundings

Development of the proposed project would result in 379 residential lots, a
clubhouse lot, a park site lot, 13 landscape lots, and nine open space lots on the
280-acre project site, as well as associated off-site roadway and utility
improvements, altering the nonurbanized, open space landscape of the site to a
suburban development. However, the project design includes open space and
rural residential lots that would buffer and transition to the development in a
manner that would be visually consistent with surrounding residential
development. Further, the project would be consistent with General Plan policies
that address visual resources. For these reasons, this impact would be less than
significant.

LTS

No mitigation is required for this impact.

LTS

Impact 3.1-2: Create a New Source of Substantial Light or Glare Which Would
Adversely Affect Day or Nighttime Views in the Area

Project implementation would result in an increase in the amount of light and glare
on the project site, which would affect nighttime views in the area. However, the
project would comply with General Plan policies and El Dorado County's Zoning
Ordinance and associated standards, which would require outdoor lighting to be
shielded and directed so as not to have direct light fall outside property lines or
public rights-of-way. Because the completed project would have similar
characteristics with existing development in the project area, causing the
completed project to coincide with the surrounding development, as well as
comply with the mentioned regulations, implementing the project would not
create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect day or
nighttime views in the area. This impact would be less than significant.

LTS

No mitigation is required for this impact.

LTS

Air Quality

Impact 3.2-1; Conflict with or Obstruct Implementation of an Applicable Air Quality
Plan

The applicable AQAP considered in this analysis is the 2023 Ozone Plan. Growth
induced by the project is accounted for in the Sacramento Area Council of
Government's (SACOG's) Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable
Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS), which informs the growth projections used in
the development of the 2023 Ozone Plan. The project would exceed applicable

Mitigation Measure 3.2-1a: Apply Tier-4 Emission Standards to All Diesel-Powered
Off-Road Equipment

Construction contractors for the project shall use only off-road construction
equipment that meets EPA’s Tier 4 emission standards, as defined in 40 CFR 1039, and
comply with the appropriate test procedures and provisions contained in 40 CFR Parts
1065 and 1068. This measure can also be achieved by using battery-electric off-road
equipment as it becomes available. Implementation of this measure shall be required

LTS

NI = No impact LTS = Less than significant
El Dorado County
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Significance Significance
Impacts before Mitigation Measures after
Mitigation Mitigation

project-level thresholds related to construction NOx and TAC emissions. The
project also would comply with all applicable EDCAQMD rules, including Rule 223-
1and Rule 223-2. However, the project includes a proposed General Plan
Amendment, would exceed short-term construction and operational thresholds,
and is not consistent with VMT-reduction objectives of the AQAP. This impact
would be significant.

in the contract the project applicant establishes with its construction contractors. The
project shall demonstrate its plan to fulfill the requirements of this measure in a report
or project improvement plan details submitted to the County before the use of any
off-road diesel-powered construction equipment on the site.

Mitigation Measure 3.2-1b: Implement Best Available Fugitive Dust Control Measures

In accordance with Section 4.2.3 of the EDCAQMD CEQA Guide, the applicant shall
ensure that construction and grading activities minimize short-term impacts on air
quality by employing the dust reduction measures of the South Coast Air Quality
Management District's (SCAQMD's) Rule 403, identified as mitigation in Section C.6
of the EDCAQMD CEQA Guide. Construction contractors shall implement the
following dust control measures:

» Earth-moving (except construction cutting and filling areas, and mining
operations)

= Control Action Ta. Maintain soil moisture content at a minimum of 12 percent,
as determined by ASTM method D-2216, or other equivalent method approved
by the District; two soil moisture evaluations must be conducted during the first
three hours of active operations during a calendar day, and two such
evaluations each subsequent four-hour period of active operations; OR

= Control Action Ta-1. For any earth-moving that is more than 100 feet from all
property lines, conduct watering as necessary to prevent visible dust
emissions from exceeding 100 feet in length in any direction.

» Earth-moving - construction fill areas

= Control Action Tb. Maintain soil moisture content at a minimum of 12
percent, as determined by ASTM method D-2216, or other equivalent
method approved by the District; for areas that have an optimum moisture
content for compaction of less than 12 percent, as determined by ASTM
method 1557 or other equivalent method approved by the District, complete
the compaction process as expeditiously as possible after achieving at least
70 percent of the optimum soil moisture content; two soil moisture
evaluations must be conducted during the first three hours of active
operations during a calendar day, and two such evaluations during each
subsequent four-hour period of active operations.

» Earth-moving — construction cut areas and mining operations

= Control Action Ic. Conduct watering as necessary to prevent visible emissions
from extending more than 100 feet beyond the active cut or mining areas

NI = No impact LTS = Less than significant

ES-8

PS = Potentially significant

S = Significant

SU = Significant and unavoidable
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Significance Significance
Impacts before Mitigation Measures after
Mitigation Mitigation

unless the area is inaccessible to watering vehicles due to slope conditions or
other safety factors.

» Disturbed surface areas (except completed grading areas)

= Control Action 2a/b. Apply dust suppression in a sufficient quantity and
frequency to maintain a stabilized surface; any areas that cannot be
stabilized, as evidenced by wind-driven dust, must have an application of
water at least twice per day to at least 80 percent of the unstabilized area.

» Disturbed surface areas -completed grading areas
= Control Action 2c. Apply chemical stabilizers' within 5 working days or
grading completion; OR
= Control Action 2d. Take action 3a or 3c specified for inactive disturbed
surface areas.
» Inactive disturbed surface areas

= Control Action 3a. Apply water to at least 80 percent of all inactive disturbed
surface areas daily when there is evidence of wind-driven fugitive dust,
excluding any areas that are inaccessible due to excessive slope or other
safety conditions; OR

= Control Action 3b. Apply dust suppressants in sufficient quantity and
frequency to maintain a stabilized surface; OR

= Control Action 3c. Establish a vegetative ground cover within 21 days after
active operations have ceased; ground cover must be of sufficient density to
expose less than 30 percent of unstabilized ground within 90 days of
planting, and at all times thereafter; OR

= Control Action 3d. Utilize any combination of control actions 3a, 3b, and 3c
such that, in total, they apply to all inactive disturbed surface areas.

» Unpaved roads
= Control Action 4a. Water all roads used for any vehicular traffic at least once
per every two hours of active operations; OR
= Control Action 4b. Water all roads used for any vehicular traffic once daily
and restrict vehicle speed to 15 mph; OR

T Chemical stabilizers are defined by EDCAQMD as a non-toxic chemical dust suppressant which must not be used if prohibited for use by the Regional Water Quality Control Boards, the California
Air Resources Board, the Environmental Protection Agency, or any applicable law, rule or regulation; and should meet any specifications, criteria, or tests required by any federal, state, or local water
agency. Unless otherwise indicated, the use of a non-toxic chemical stabilizer shall be of sufficient concentration and application frequency to maintain a stabilized surface (El Dorado County 2018).

NI = No impact LTS = Less than significant PS = Potentially significant S = Significant SU = Significant and unavoidable
El Dorado County
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Significance Significance
Impacts before Mitigation Measures after
Mitigation Mitigation

= Control Action 4c. Apply chemical stabilizer