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Plate IS-4: Equipment Area Plan



 PLNP2024-00082 - 7908 Hazel Ave WCF 
Initial Study 

 IS-8  

ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS 

Appendix G of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) provides guidance for 
assessing the significance of potential environmental impacts.  Based on this guidance, 
Sacramento County has developed an Initial Study Checklist (located at the end of this 
report).  The Checklist identifies a range of potential significant effects by topical area.  
The topical discussions that follow are provided only when additional analysis beyond 
the Checklist is warranted. 

AESTHETICS 
This section supplements the Initial Study Checklist by analyzing if the proposed project 
would: 

• If the project is in an urbanized area, would the project conflict with applicable 
zoning and other regulations governing scenic quality. 

REGULATORY SETTING 

SACRAMENTO COUNTY ZONING CODE 
Pursuant to Zoning Code Section 3.2.5, Table 3.1, a Wireless Communications Facility, 
in the AR-2 zoning district is permitted subject to issuance of a Use Permit from the 
Planning Commission.  Zoning Code Section 3.6.7, outlines WCF uses standards and 
establishes the appropriate authority for approval.  For the purposes of regulating 
WCFs, zoning districts are organized into three groups.  The AR-2 zoning district is 
categorized as Group 1.  A WCF in the AR-2 zoning district or Group 1 is subject to 
issuance of a Use Permit from the Planning Commission.  Additionally, Zoning Code 
Section 3.6.7.A., Table 3.6.2 establishes WCF development standards adopted primary 
to address aesthetics.  Pursuant to Zoning Code Section 6.4.6.A, deviations from 
development standards may be permitted with a Special Development Permit. 

PROJECT IMPACTS 
The degree of impact of a project, either negative or beneficial, to the visual character of 
an area is largely subjective.  Few objective or quantitative standards are available to 
analyze visual quality, and individual viewers respond differently to changes in the 
physical environment. Under CEQA, an evaluation of a project’s potential visual change 
as viewed from private property is not required (Mira Mar Mobile Community v. City of 
Oceanside, 119 Cal.App.4th 477 [Cal. Ct. App. 2004]).  Therefore, the analysis focuses 
on the potential of the project to substantially degrade visual character from public 
viewpoints, as a result of the request for deviations from the adopted standards outlined 
above. 

The project has been cited towards the back of the 4.11 acre subject parcel.  See Plate 
IS-5 for photos of the rear of the property where the proposed WCF will be located.  The 
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110-foot-tall WCF would be visible from the nearby agricultural-residential properties, 
which include adjacent single-family residential homes, accessory dwelling units 
(ADUs), and institutional church uses.  Photo simulations of the proposed WCF can be 
found in Plate IS-6 through Plate IS-12.  Photo simulation views include looking east 
from Hazel Avenue, looking northeast from Creek Oaks Lane, looking south and 
southwest from Cherry Avenue, looking west from Excelsior Avenue, and looking 
northwest from Golden Gate Avenue. 

The project complies with WCF development standards for separation setbacks from 
interior property boundaries and public right of way, and setbacks and screening for 
WCF ancillary equipment and enclosures.  The project is requesting deviations through 
a Special Development Permit for the Group 1 maximum tower height and the minimum 
separation setback from Group 1 (AR-2) zoned property.  The Group 1 maximum height 
tower requirement is 55 feet; the project request is 110± feet, a difference of 55± feet.  
The separation setback from Group 1 zoned property is three times the height of the 
tower.  With the project height request at 110± feet, the required Group 1 separation 
distance would be 330± feet.  As proposed, the WCF would be 125± feet from a 
residential zoned property (AR-2) to the south and east, and 204± feet from residential 
zoned property to the north.  This is a difference of 205± feet and 126± feet, 
respectively.  Due to the large scale and size of the property (4.11± acres), the WCF 
structure height and separation setback deviations can be accommodated. 

The nearest publicly visible location would be from motorists traveling along Hazel 
Avenue.  Hazel Avenue is a heavily traveled 4-lane throughfare at this location.  Other 
nearby roadways where the WCF would be visible include Creek Oaks Lane (private 
road), Golden Gate Avenue, Excelsior Avenue, and Cherry Avenue.  The broadleaf tree 
stealth design tower has life-like branches for the concealment of the antennas.  The 
lower portion of the WCF and equipment area will be obstructed from view by tall, 
mature trees surrounding the rear of the property.  The equipment shelter will be located 
within the lease area, behind a 6-foot-high chain link fence with brown colored privacy 
slats.   

The existing viewshed is a built environment consisting of large mature trees, utility 
power lines and poles, streetlights, home buildings, and sheds.  The WCF will be 
concealed with a broadleaf tree stealth design to blend in with the mature large trees 
surrounding the project site, especially from distances further away from the property 
illustrated in the photo simulations.  Lower portions of the WCF and the equipment area 
will not be visible to surrounding properties or along Hazel Avenue and other 
surrounding roadways.  The photo-simulations referenced above illustrate the before 
and after scenarios that would result from the project including the requested deviations.  
The simulations show that while the WCF is visible in some locations, it does not 
significantly detract from the visual viewshed of the area.  An abundance of mature 
trees softens the scale of the tower, and the existing above ground infrastructure 
(including telephone and electric lines) is indicative of the urban environment.  The 
reduced setbacks from neighboring properties still provide sufficient distance in the 
unlikely event of tower failure (see the Hazards section below), and the nature of the 
large subject lot (and surrounding lots) and existing vegetation provide additional visual 



 PLNP2024-00082 - 7908 Hazel Ave WCF 
Initial Study 

 IS-10  

screening in addition to the established setback.  The Design Review Advisory Council 
(DRAC) also found the project to be in substantial compliance with the Countywide 
Design Guidelines on August 8, 2024 and also noted that the stealthing was appropriate 
for the project and that the project blended well with the surrounding environment.   

Therefore, the request for the special development permit to exceed the allowed height 
and deviate from the required zoning code setbacks would not conflict with regulations 
governing scenic quality.  Impacts associated with aesthetics are less than significant.  
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Plate IS-5:  Photos of Rear of Property with Mature Trees Looking Southwest and 
East; Location of the Proposed WCF 
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Plate IS-6:  Photo Simulation – View from Hazel Avenue looking east 
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Plate IS-7:  Photo Simulation – View from Creek Oaks Lane looking northeast 
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Plate IS-8:  Photo Simulation – View from Cherry Avenue looking south 
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Plate IS-9:  Photo Simulation – View from Excelsior Avenue looking west 
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Plate IS-10:  Photo Simulation – View from Cherry Avenue looking southwest 
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Plate IS-11:  Photo Simulation – View from Golden Gate Avenue looking 
northwest 
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Plate IS-12:  Photo Simulation – View from Golden Gate Avenue looking 
northwest 
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 
This section supplements the Initial Study Checklist by analyzing if the proposed project 
would: 

• Contribute runoff that would exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater infrastructure; 

• Expose people or structures to substantial loss of life, health, or property as a 
result of flooding. 

The project site is located within an area identified on the FEMA FIRM Panel Number 
06067C0103J as “Zone X,” No Show.  Flood Zone X, No Show, is defined as an area 
determined to be outside the 100-year and 500-year floodplain.  The project site is also 
located within the Linda Creek watershed.  The project site and surrounding project 
area are not located in the local flood hazard zone.  The County Department of Water 
Resources (DWR) staff (Rodriguez) reviewed the project and had no concerns or 
standard conditions for the project. 

The property is developed with a single-family residence, ADU, access gravel driveway, 
pool, and accessory shed structures.  The project is not expected to cause a significant 
impact on the existing storm drain facilities.  No significant environmental impacts 
related to drainage are expected as a result of the project.  Impacts are less than 
significant. 

WATER QUALITY 

CONSTRUCTION WATER QUALITY: EROSION AND GRADING 
Construction on undeveloped land exposes bare soil, which can be mobilized by rain or 
wind and displaced into waterways or become an air pollutant.  Construction equipment 
can also track mud and dirt onto roadways, where rains will wash the sediment into 
storm drains and thence into surface waters.  After construction is complete, various 
other pollutants generated by site use can also be washed into local waterways.  These 
pollutants include, but are not limited to, vehicle fluids, heavy metals deposited by 
vehicles, and pesticides or fertilizers used in landscaping. 

Sacramento County has a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
Municipal Stormwater Permit issued by the Regional Water Board.  The Municipal 
Stormwater Permit requires the County to reduce pollutants in stormwater discharges to 
the maximum extent practicable and to effectively prohibit non-stormwater discharges.  
The County complies with this permit in part by developing and enforcing ordinances 
and requirements to reduce the discharge of sediments and other pollutants in runoff 
from newly developing and redeveloping areas of the County. 

The County has established a Stormwater Ordinance (Sacramento County Code 
15.12).  The Stormwater Ordinance prohibits the discharge of unauthorized non-
stormwater to the County’s stormwater conveyance system and local creeks.  It applies 
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to all private and public projects in the County, regardless of size or land use type.  In 
addition, Sacramento County Code 16.44 (Land Grading and Erosion Control) requires 
private construction sites disturbing one or more acres or moving 350 cubic yards or 
more of earthen material to obtain a grading permit.  To obtain a grading permit, project 
proponents must prepare and submit for approval an Erosion and Sediment Control 
(ESC) Plan describing erosion and sediment control best management practices 
(BMPs) that will be implemented during construction to prevent sediment from leaving 
the site and entering the County’s storm drain system or local receiving waters.  
Construction projects not subject to SCC 16.44 are subject to the Stormwater 
Ordinance (SCC 15.12) described above. 

In addition to complying with the County’s ordinances and requirements, construction 
sites disturbing one or more acres are required to comply with the State’s General 
Stormwater Permit for Construction Activities (CGP).  CGP coverage is issued by the 
State Water Resources Control Board (State Board) 
http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/construction.shtml 
and enforced by the Regional Water Board.  Coverage is obtained by submitting a 
Notice of Intent (NOI) to the State Board prior to construction and verified by receiving a 
WDID#.  The CGP requires preparation and implementation of a site-specific 
Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that must be kept on-site at all times for 
review by the State inspector. 

Applicable projects applying for a County grading permit must show proof that a WDID# 
has been obtained and must submit a copy of the SWPPP.  Although the County has no 
enforcement authority related to the CGP, the County does have the authority to ensure 
sediment/pollutants are not discharged and is required by its Municipal Stormwater 
Permit to verify that SWPPPs include the minimum components.  The project must 
include an effective combination of erosion, sediment and other pollution control BMPs 
in compliance with the County ordinances and the State’s CGP. 

Erosion controls should always be the first line of defense, to keep soil from being 
mobilized in wind and water.  Examples include stabilized construction entrances, 
tackified mulch, 3-step hydroseeding, spray-on soil stabilizers and anchored blankets.  
Sediment controls are the second line of defense; they help to filter sediment out of 
runoff before it reaches the storm drains and local waterways.  Examples include rock 
bags to protect storm drain inlets, staked or weighted straw wattles/fiber rolls, and silt 
fences. 

In addition to erosion and sediment controls, the project must have BMPs in place to 
keep other construction-related wastes and pollutants out of the storm drains.  Such 
practices include, but are not limited to: filtering water from dewatering operations, 
providing proper washout areas for concrete trucks and stucco/paint contractors, 
containing wastes, managing portable toilets properly, and dry sweeping instead of 
washing down dirty pavement. 

It is the responsibility of the project proponent to verify that the proposed BMPs for the 
project are appropriate for the unique site conditions, including topography, soil type 

http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/stormwater/construction.shtml




https://waterresources.saccounty.gov/stormwater/Pages/default.aspx
https://www.beriverfriendly.net/new-development/
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that park along the gravel access driveways.  Off-site, monopole failure has the 
potential to impact the backyard of the adjacent residence along the eastern property 
line.  An ADU is located within this backyard but is outside the 110± foot radius of the 
tower by approximately 15 feet.  However, as the monopole is an engineer-designed 
structure that will comply with the safety factors specified in the Uniform Building Code, 
monopole failure is considered extremely unlikely.  Potential impacts as a result of 
monopole collapse are therefore considered less than significant. 

ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation Measures are critical to ensure that identified significant impacts of the project 
are reduced to a level of less than significant.  Pursuant to Section 15074.1(b) of the 
CEQA Guidelines, each of these measures must be adopted exactly as written unless 
both of the following occur:  (1) A public hearing is held on the proposed changes; (2) 
The hearing body adopts a written finding that the new measure is equivalent or more 
effective in mitigating or avoiding potential significant effects and that it in itself will not 
cause any potentially significant effect on the environment. 

MITIGATION MEASURE A: NATIVE TREE CONSTRUCTION PROTECTION 
For the purpose of this mitigation measure, a native tree is defined as a valley oak 
(Quercus lobata), interior live oak (Quercus wislizenii), or blue oak (Quercus douglasii) 
having a diameter at breast height (dbh) of at least 6 inches, or if it has multiple trunks 
of less than 6 inches each, a combined dbh of at least 10 inches. 

All on-site native oak trees as identified in the Tree Exhibit (Plate IS-13), all portions of 
adjacent off-site native oak trees which have driplines that extend onto the project site, 
and all off-site native oak trees which may be impacted by utility installation and/or 
improvements associated with this project, shall be preserved and protected as follows: 

1. A circle with a radius measurement from the trunk of the tree to the tip of its 
longest limb shall constitute the dripline protection area of the tree.  Limbs must 
not be cut back in order to change the dripline.  The area beneath the dripline is 
a critical portion of the root zone and defines the minimum protected area of the 
tree.  Removing limbs which make up the dripline does not change the protected 
area. 

2. Chain link fencing or a similar protective barrier shall be installed one foot outside 
the driplines of the native trees prior to initiating project construction, in order to 
avoid damage to the trees and their root system.  This measure only applies to 
dripline areas that are not already impacted by existing pavement. 

3. No signs, ropes, cables (except cables which may be installed by a certified 
arborist to provide limb support) or any other items shall be attached to the native 
trees. 
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4. No vehicles, construction equipment, mobile home/office, supplies, materials or 
facilities shall be driven, parked, stockpiled or located within the driplines of the 
native trees. 

5. Any soil disturbance (scraping, grading, trenching, and excavation) is to be 
avoided within the driplines of the native trees.  Where this is necessary, an ISA 
Certified Arborist will provide specifications for this work, including methods for 
root pruning, backfill specifications and irrigation management guidelines. 

6. All underground utilities and drain or irrigation lines shall be routed outside the 
driplines of native trees.  Trenching within protected tree driplines is not 
permitted.  If utility or irrigation lines, including the proposed fiber feed line, must 
encroach upon the dripline, they should be tunneled or bored under the tree 
under the supervision of an ISA Certified Arborist. 

7. If temporary haul or access roads must pass within the driplines of oak trees, a 
roadbed of six inches of mulch or gravel shall be created to protect the root zone.  
The roadbed shall be installed from outside of the dripline and while the soil is in 
a dry condition, if possible.  The roadbed material shall be replenished as 
necessary to maintain a six-inch depth. 

8. Drainage patterns on the site shall not be modified so that water collects or 
stands within, or is diverted across, the dripline of oak trees. 

9. No sprinkler or irrigation system shall be installed in such a manner that it sprays 
water within the driplines of the oak trees. 

10. Tree pruning that may be required for clearance during construction must be 
performed by an ISA Certified Arborist or Tree Worker and in accordance with 
the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) A300 pruning standards and 
the International Society of Arboriculture (ISA) “Tree Pruning Guidelines”. 

11. Landscaping beneath the oak trees may include non-plant materials such as 
boulders, decorative rock, wood chips, organic mulch, non-compacted 
decomposed granite, etc.  Landscape materials shall be kept two (2) feet away 
from the base of the trunk.  The only plant species which shall be planted within 
the driplines of the oak trees are those which are tolerant of the natural semi-arid 
environs of the trees.  Limited drip irrigation approximately twice per summer is 
recommended for the understory plants. 

12. For a project constructing during the months of June, July, August, and 
September, deep water trees by using a soaker hose (or a garden hose set to a 
trickle) that slowly applies water to the soil until water has penetrated at least one 
foot in depth.  Sprinklers may be used to water deeply by watering until water 
begins to run off, then waiting at least an hour or two to resume watering 
(provided that the sprinkler is not wetting the tree’s trunk.  Deep water every 2 
weeks and suspend watering 2 weeks between rain events of 1 inch or more. 
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MITIGATION MEASURE B: MIGRATORY BIRD NEST PROTECTION 
To avoid impacts to nesting migratory birds the following shall apply: 

1. If construction activity (which includes clearing, grubbing, or grading) is to 
commence within 50 feet of nesting habitat between February 1 and September 
15, a survey for active migratory bird nests shall be conducted no more than 14 
day prior to construction by a qualified biologist. 

2. Trees slated for removal shall be removed during the period of September 
through January, in order to avoid the nesting season.  Any trees that are to be 
removed during the nesting season, which is February through August, shall be 
surveyed by a qualified biologist and will only be removed if no nesting migratory 
birds are found. 

3. If active nest(s) are found in the survey area, a non-disturbance buffer, the size 
of which has been determined by a qualified biologist, shall be established and 
maintained around the nest to prevent nest failure.  All construction activities 
shall be avoided within this buffer area until a qualified biologist determines that 
nestlings have fledged, or until September 1. 

MITIGATION MEASURE C: INADVERTENT DISCOVERY OF CULTURAL/TRIBAL 

CULTURAL RESOURCES 
In the event that human remains are discovered in any location other than a dedicated 
cemetery, work shall be halted and the County Coroner contacted.  For all other 
potential tribal cultural resources [TCRs], archaeological, or cultural resources 
discovered during project’s ground disturbing activities, work shall be halted until a 
qualified archaeologist and/or tribal representative may evaluate the resource. 

1. Unanticipated human remains. Pursuant to Sections 5097.97 and 5097.98 of 
the State Public Resources Code, and Section 7050.5 of the State Health and 
Safety Code, if a human bone or bone of unknown origin is found during 
construction, all work is to stop and the County Coroner and the Planning and 
Environmental Review shall be immediately notified.  If the remains are 
determined to be Native American, the coroner shall notify the Native American 
Heritage Commission within 24 hours, and the Native American Heritage 
Commission shall identify the person or persons it believes to be the most likely 
descendent from the deceased Native American.  The most likely descendent 
may make recommendations to the landowner or the person responsible for the 
excavation work, for means of treating or disposition of, with appropriate dignity, 
the human remains and any associated grave goods. 

2. Unanticipated cultural resources. In the event of an inadvertent discovery of 
cultural resources (excluding human remains) during construction, all work must 
halt within a 100-foot radius of the discovery.  A qualified professional 
archaeologist, meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification 
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Standards for prehistoric and historic archaeology, shall be retained at the 
Applicant’s expense to evaluate the significance of the find.  If it is determined 
due to the types of deposits discovered that a Native American monitor is 
required, the Guidelines for Monitors/Consultants of Native American Cultural, 
Religious, and Burial Sites as established by the Native American Heritage 
Commission shall be followed, and the monitor shall be retained at the 
Applicant’s expense. 

a. Work cannot continue within the 100-foot radius of the discovery site until 
the archaeologist and/or tribal monitor conducts sufficient research and 
data collection to make a determination that the resource is either 1) not 
cultural in origin; or 2) not potentially eligible for listing on the National 
Register of Historic Places or California Register of Historical Resources. 

b. If a potentially-eligible resource is encountered, then the archaeologist 
and/or tribal monitor, Planning and Environmental Review staff, and 
project proponent shall arrange for either 1) total avoidance of the 
resource, if possible; or 2) test excavations or total data recovery as 
mitigation.  The determination shall be formally documented in writing and 
submitted to the County Environmental Coordinator as verification that the 
provisions of CEQA for managing unanticipated discoveries have been 
met. 

MITIGATION MEASURE COMPLIANCE 
Comply with the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) for this project 
as follows: 

1. The proponent shall comply with the MMRP for this project, including the 
payment of a fee to cover Planning and Environmental Review staff costs 
incurred during implementation of the MMRP.  The MMRP fee for this project is 
$3,700.00.  This fee includes administrative costs of $1,097.00. 

2. Until the MMRP has been recorded and the administrative portion of the MMRP 
fee has been paid, no final parcel map or final subdivision map for the subject 
property shall be approved. Until the balance of the MMRP fee has been paid, no 
encroachment, grading, building, sewer connection, water connection or 
occupancy permit from Sacramento County shall be approved. 
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INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

Appendix G of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) provides guidance for assessing the significance of 
potential environmental impacts.  Based on this guidance, Sacramento County has developed the following Initial Study 
Checklist.  The Checklist identifies a range of potential significant effects by topical area.  The words "significant" and 
"significance" used throughout the following checklist are related to impacts as defined by the California Environmental 
Quality Act as follows: 

1 Potentially Significant indicates there is substantial evidence that an effect MAY be significant.  If there are one or more 
“Potentially Significant” entries an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is required.  Further research of a potentially 
significant impact may reveal that the impact is actually less than significant or less than significant with mitigation. 

2 Less than Significant with Mitigation applies where an impact could be significant but specific mitigation has been 
identified that reduces the impact to a less than significant level. 

3 Less than Significant or No Impact indicates that either a project will have an impact but the impact is considered minor 
or that a project does not impact the particular resource. 
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation  

Less Than 
Significant  

No Impact Comments 

1. LAND USE - Would the project: 

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

  X  The project is consistent with environmental policies of the 
Sacramento County General Plan, Orangevale Community 
Plan, and Sacramento County Zoning Code. 

b. Physically disrupt or divide an established 
community? 

  X  The project will not create physical barriers that 
substantially limit movement within or through the 
community. 

2. POPULATION/HOUSING - Would the project: 

a. Induce substantial unplanned population growth 
in an area either directly (e.g., by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (e.g., 
through extension of infrastructure)? 

  X  The proposed infrastructure project is intended to service 
existing or planned development and will not induce 
substantial unplanned population growth.  A less than 
significant impact will result. 

b. Displace substantial amounts of existing people 
or housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

   X The project will not result in the removal of existing housing, 
and thus will not displace substantial amounts of existing 
housing.  No impact will occur. 

3. AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES - Would the project: 

a. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, 
Farmland of Statewide Importance or areas 
containing prime soils to uses not conducive to 
agricultural production?  

   X The project site is not designated as Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance on 
the current Sacramento County Important Farmland Map 
published by the California Department of Conservation.  
The site does not contain prime soils.  No impact will occur. 

b. Conflict with any existing Williamson Act 
contract? 

   X No Williamson Act contracts apply to the project site.  No 
impact will occur. 

c. Introduce incompatible uses in the vicinity of 
existing agricultural uses? 

   X The project does not occur in an area of agricultural 
production.  No impact will occur. 
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 Potentially 
Significant 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation  

Less Than 
Significant  

No Impact Comments 

4. AESTHETICS - Would the project: 

a. Substantially alter existing viewsheds such as 
scenic highways, corridors or vistas? 

  X  The project does not occur in the vicinity of any scenic 
highways, corridors, or vistas.  A less than significant impact 
will result. 

b. In non-urbanized area, substantially degrade the 
existing visual character or quality of public 
views of the site and its surroundings? 

   X The project is not located in a non-urbanized area.  No 
impact will occur. 

c. If the project is in an urbanized area, would the 
project conflict with applicable zoning and other 
regulations governing scenic quality? 

  X  It is acknowledged that aesthetic impacts are subjective and 
may be perceived differently by various affected individuals.  
Nonetheless, given the urbanized environment in which the 
project is proposed, it is concluded that the project would 
not substantially degrade the visual character or quality of 
the project site or vicinity.  A less than significant impact will 
result.  Refer to the Aesthetics discussion in the 
Environmental Effects section above. 

d. Create a new source of substantial light, glare, 
or shadow that would result in safety hazards or 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the 
area? 

  X  The project will not result in a new source of substantial 
light, glare or shadow that would result in safety hazards or 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area.  A less 
than significant impact will result. 

5. AIRPORTS - Would the project: 

a. Result in a safety hazard for people residing or 
working in the vicinity of an airport/airstrip? 

   X The project occurs outside of any identified public or private 
airport/airstrip safety zones.  No impact will occur. 

b. Expose people residing or working in the project 
area to aircraft noise levels in excess of 
applicable standards? 

   X The project occurs outside of any identified public or private 
airport/airstrip noise zones or contours.  No impact will 
occur. 

c. Result in a substantial adverse effect upon the 
safe and efficient use of navigable airspace by 
aircraft? 

  X  The project does not affect navigable airspace.  A less than 
significant impact will result. 
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d. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic levels or a 
change in location that results in substantial 
safety risks? 

  X  The project does not involve or affect air traffic movement.  
A less than significant impact will result. 

6. PUBLIC SERVICES - Would the project: 

a. Have an adequate water supply for full buildout 
of the project? 

  X  The project will not result in increased demand for water 
supply.  A less than significant impact will result. 

b. Have adequate wastewater treatment and 
disposal facilities for full buildout of the project? 

  X  The project will not require wastewater services.  A less than 
significant impact will result. 

c. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project’s solid 
waste disposal needs? 

  X  The Kiefer Landfill has capacity to accommodate solid 
waste until the year 2050.  A less than significant impact will 
result. 

d. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the construction of new water 
supply or wastewater treatment and disposal 
facilities or expansion of existing facilities? 

  X  The project will not require construction or expansion of new 
water supply, wastewater treatment, or wastewater disposal 
facilities.  A less than significant impact will result. 

e. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of storm water 
drainage facilities? 

  X  Project construction would not require the addition of new 
stormwater drainage facilities.  A less than significant 
impact will result. 

f. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of electric or 
natural gas service? 

  X  Minor extension of utility lines would be necessary to serve 
the proposed project.  Existing utility lines are located along 
existing roadways and other developed areas, and the 
extension of lines would take place within areas already 
proposed for development as part of the project.  No 
significant new impacts would result from utility extension. 

g. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of emergency 
services? 

  X  The project would incrementally increase demand for 
emergency services, but would not cause substantial 
adverse physical impacts as a result of providing adequate 
service.  A less than significant impact would result. 
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h. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of public school 
services? 

   X The project will not require the use of public school services.  
No impact will occur. 

i. Result in substantial adverse physical impacts 
associated with the provision of park and 
recreation services? 

   X The project will not require park and recreation services.  No 
impact will occur. 

7. TRANSPORTATION - Would the project: 

a. Conflict with or be inconsistent with CEQA 
Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b) – 
measuring transportation impacts individually or 
cumulatively, using a vehicles miles traveled 
standard established by the County? 

  X  The project will not increase vehicle trips.  A less than 
significant impact will result. 

b. Result in a substantial adverse impact to access 
and/or circulation? 

  X  No changes to existing access and/or circulation patterns 
would occur as a result of the project.  A less than significant 
impact will result. 

c. Result in a substantial adverse impact to public 
safety on area roadways? 

  X  No changes to existing access and/or circulation patterns 
would occur as a result of the project; therefore no impacts 
to public safety on area roadways will result.  A less than 
significant impact will result. 

d. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs supporting alternative transportation 
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

  X  The project does not conflict with alternative transportation 
policies of the Sacramento County General Plan, with the 
Sacramento Regional Transit Master Plan, or other adopted 
policies, plans or programs supporting alternative 
transportation.  A less than significant impact will result. 

8. AIR QUALITY - Would the project: 

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

  X  The project does not exceed the screening thresholds 
established by the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality 
Management District and will not result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which 
the project region is in non-attainment.  A less than 
significant impact will result. 
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b. Expose sensitive receptors to pollutant 
concentrations in excess of standards? 

  X  There are no sensitive receptors (i.e., schools, nursing 
homes, hospitals, daycare centers, etc.) adjacent to the 
project site. 
See Response 8.a. 

c. Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

  X  The project will not generate objectionable odors.  A less 
than significant impact will result. 

9. NOISE - Would the project: 

a. Result in generation of a temporary or 
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in 
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards 
established by the local general plan, noise 
ordinance or applicable standards of other 
agencies? 

  X  The project is not in the vicinity of any uses that generate 
substantial noise, nor will the completed project generate 
substantial noise.  The project will not result in exposure of 
persons to, or generation of, noise levels in excess of 
applicable standards.  
A backup generator is proposed as part of the accessory 
facilities to support the tower.  The backup generator is only 
used in emergency situations, and would be an infrequent 
occurrence.  As outlined in County Code Section 6.68.090, 
any mechanical device, apparatus or equipment related to 
or connected with emergency activities or emergency work 
is exempt from the County Noise Ordinance.   

b. Result in a substantial temporary increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity? 

  X  Project construction will result in a temporary increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity.  This impact is 
less than significant due to the temporary nature of these 
activities, limits on the duration of noise, and evening and 
nighttime restrictions imposed by the County Noise 
Ordinance (Chapter 6.68 of the County Code).  A less than 
significant impact will result. 

c. Generate excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels. 

   X The project will not involve the use of pile driving or other 
methods that would produce excessive groundborne 
vibration or noise levels at the property boundary.  No 
impact will occur. 
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10. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY - Would the project: 

a. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or 
substantially interfere with groundwater 
recharge?  

  X  The project will not substantially increase water demand 
over the existing use.  A less than significant impact will 
result. 

b. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
of the project area and/or increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner that would 
result in flooding on- or off-site? 

  X  The project does not involve any modifications that would 
substantially alter the existing drainage pattern and 
or/increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner 
that would lead to flooding.  A less than significant impact 
will result. 

c. Develop within a 100-year floodplain as mapped 
on a federal Flood Insurance Rate Map or within 
a local flood hazard area? 

   X The project is not within a 100-year floodplain as mapped 
on a federal Flood Insurance Rate Map, nor is the project 
within a local flood hazard area.  A less than significant 
impact will result. 

d. Place structures that would impede or redirect 
flood flows within a 100-year floodplain? 

   X The project site is not within a 100-year floodplain.  No 
impact will occur. 

e. Develop in an area that is subject to 200 year 
urban levels of flood protection (ULOP)? 

   X The project is not located in an area subject to 200-year 
urban levels of flood protection (ULOP).  No impact will 
occur. 

f. Expose people or structures to a substantial risk 
of loss, injury or death involving flooding, 
including flooding as a result of the failure of a 
levee or dam? 

  X  The project will not expose people or structures to a 
substantial risk of loss, injury, or death involving flooding, 
including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam.  
A less than significant impact will result. 

g. Create or contribute runoff that would exceed 
the capacity of existing or planned stormwater 
drainage systems? 

  X  The project does not propose any physical changes that 
would affect runoff from the site.  A less than significant 
impact will result. 

h. Create substantial sources of polluted runoff or 
otherwise substantially degrade ground or 
surface water quality? 

  X  Compliance with the Stormwater Ordinance and Land 
Grading and Erosion Control Ordinance (Chapters 15.12 
and 14.44 of the County Code respectively) will ensure that 
the project will not create substantial sources of polluted 
runoff or otherwise substantially degrade ground or surface 
water quality.  A less than significant impact will result. 
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11. GEOLOGY AND SOILS - Would the project: 

a. Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial 
adverse effects, including risk of loss, injury or 
death involving 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? 

  X  Sacramento County is not within an Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zone.  Although there are no known active 
earthquake faults in the project area, the site could be 
subject to some ground shaking from regional faults.  The 
Uniform Building Code contains applicable construction 
regulations for earthquake safety that will ensure less than 
significant impacts. 

b. Result in substantial soil erosion, siltation or loss 
of topsoil? 

  X  Compliance with the County’s Land Grading and Erosion 
Control Ordinance will reduce the amount of construction 
site erosion and minimize water quality degradation by 
providing stabilization and protection of disturbed areas, 
and by controlling the runoff of sediment and other 
pollutants during the course of construction.  A less than 
significant impact will result. 

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, soil expansion, liquefaction or 
collapse? 

  X  The project is not located on an unstable geologic or soil 
unit.  A less than significant impact will result. 

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

   X The project does not require sewage disposal.  No impact 
will occur. 

e. Result in a substantial loss of an important 
mineral resource? 

   X The project is not located within an Aggregate Resource 
Area as identified by the Sacramento County General Plan 
Land Use Diagram, nor are any important mineral resources 
known to be located on the project site.  No impact will 
occur. 
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APPENDICES 

Appendix A: Radio Frequency Emissions Compliance Report for AT&T Mobility 

Appendix B: Structural Letter for 110’ WCF 

REVIEW 

The Appendices as well as other project documents and details may be reviewed on the 
internet and/or physical address below:   

https://planningdocuments.saccounty.net/projectdetails.aspx?projectID=9712&communi
tyID=3  

Sacramento County   
Planning and Environmental Review 
827 7th Street, Room 225 
Sacramento, California 95814 
(916) 874-6141 

INITIAL STUDY PREPARERS 

Environmental Coordinator: Julie Newton 

Section Manager: Kevin Messerschmitt 

Associate Environmental Analyst: Carol Gregory 

Office Manager: Belinda Wekesa-Batts 

Administrative Support: Justin Maulit 

https://planningdocuments.saccounty.net/projectdetails.aspx?projectID=9712&communityID=3
https://planningdocuments.saccounty.net/projectdetails.aspx?projectID=9712&communityID=3
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