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Introduction

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 [California Environmental Quality Act Compliance

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA, California Public Resources Code, Sections
21000, et seq.) and the Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act (State
CEQA Guidelines, California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Sections 15000 et seq.), this Initial
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) has been prepared in order to determine whether
implementation of the proposed Niblick Road Complete and Sustainable Bike and Pedestrian
Enhancements Project (Project) could result in potentially significant environmental impacts that would
require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR). This IS/MND has evaluated each of the
issue areas contained in the CEQA Guidelines Appendix G Environmental Checklist, as provided in
Section 3.0 of this document. The objective of this IS/MND is to inform City of El Paso de Robles (City)
decision makers, representatives of other affected/responsible agencies, and other interested parties of
the potential environmental effects that may be associated with the proposed Project.

If an IS/MND prepared for a proposed project determines that no significant effects on the environment
would occur or that potentially significant impacts can be reduced to less than significant levels with
implementation of specified mitigation measures or uniformly applicable development policies, the Lead
Agency can prepare a Negative Declaration (ND) or a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) pursuant to
Section 15070 of the State CEQA Guidelines. An ND or MND is a statement by the Lead Agency
attesting that a project would produce less than significant environmental impacts or that all potentially
significant environmental impacts can be reduced to less than significant levels with mitigation. If an
IS/IMND prepared for a proposed project determines that the project may produce significant effects on
the environment and no mitigation measures are identified to reduce the impacts to less than significant
levels, an EIR shall be prepared. This further environmental review is required to address the potentially
significant environmental effects of the project and to provide mitigation where necessary and feasible.

1.2 Regulatory Framework
1.2.1 Caltrans Active Transportation Program

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Active Transportation Program (ATP) is a state
initiative aimed at promoting and enhancing active modes of transportation, such as walking and biking,
throughout California. Launched in 2013, the program is designed to improve safety, connectivity, and
accessibility for pedestrians and cyclists, as well as encourage healthier and more sustainable forms of
transportation. Through the ATP, funding is allocated to various projects, including infrastructure
enhancements like sidewalks, bike lanes, and crosswalks, as well as educational programs and initiatives
to increase active transportation awareness and participation. The ATP plays a crucial role in advancing
California's transportation system towards a more inclusive, environmentally-friendly, and people-centric
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approach, ultimately contributing to healthier communities and reduced congestion on roadways. The
ATP operates within the framework of the CEQA, which mandates that all transportation projects must
undergo environmental review to assess potential impacts on the surrounding ecosystem. Therefore,
projects funded through the ATP are subject to CEQA requirements, ensuring that environmental
considerations are carefully evaluated and mitigated where necessary.

1.2.2 Circulation Element

In 2019, the City updated its Circulation Element to align more closely with current City objectives,
recognizing the necessity of establishing a comprehensive transportation network to ensure safe and
efficient movement within and around the City. Updated policies shift the focus away from a solely
automobile-centric evaluation of road and intersection functionality, as measured by Level of Service,
towards Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT), which promotes a more resource-efficient approach and better
supports the mobility, quality of life, and community atmosphere desired by residents (City of Paso
Robles, 2019a). Goals and policies that would be met by the Project include:

Goal CE-1: Establish a safe, balanced, efficient, and multimodal circulation system, focusing on the
mobility of people, and preserving the City’s small-town character and quality of life.

Policy CE-1A: Circulation Master Plan. Revise/update the City’s Circulation Master Plan to address the
mobility needs of all users of the streets, roads and highways including motorists, movers of commercial
goods, seniors, children, pedestrians, disabled persons, users of public transportation, and bicyclists as
follows:

a) Improve the circulation network on a prioritized basis;
b) Provide adequate access for emergency vehicles and evacuation;

¢) Improve mobility through and access to Downtown Paso Robles by implementing the City Council
adopted Uptown/Town Centre Specific Plan;

d) Establish safe pedestrian and bicycle paths for children and their parents to schools and other
major destinations such as Downtown, retail, and job centers;

e) Maintain mobility for all modes by encouraging flexible and off-set working hours; car and
vanpooling; transit improvements; pedestrian and bikeway improvements; and public outreach as
to the availability and benefit of alternative modes of travel;

f) Require new development to mitigate its impact on the transportation network.

Policy CE-1B: Reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). The City shall strive to reduce VMT generated per
household per weekday by making efficient use of existing transportation facilities and by providing direct
routes for pedestrians and bicyclists through the implementation of sustainable planning principles.
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1.2.3 Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan

In 2018, the City adopted its Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan (BPMP) to become a bike and walk-
friendly City. The comprehensive plan addresses the needs of both recreational and commuter bicyclists
and walkers of all ages and abilities and includes goals that establish what the City would like to achieve,
policies to provide the guidance on how to achieve the goals, and actions to direct the City’s efforts.
Goals that would be met by the Project include:

Goal 1: Develop a comprehensive system of bicycle and pedestrian facilities to provide a safe, fun,
convenient, healthy and environmentally-friendly mode of travel throughout the City for all ages and
abilities.

Goal 2: Develop bicycle and pedestrian facilities that are accessible to commercial and employment
centers, neighborhoods, parks and schools to provide a viable alternative for transportation to reduce
vehicle miles traveled and traffic congestion.

Goal 4: Develop bicycle and pedestrian facilities that will meet both commuter and recreation needs,
including bicycle support facilities once they meet their destinations.

Goal 6: Coordinate City bicycle and pedestrian improvement plans with interagency transportation plans
and funding programs.

1.3 Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Contents

This IS/MND utilizes the Environmental Checklist provided in Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines
to assess potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed Project. The Checklist is found in
Section 3.0 of this IS/MND. The Checklist is used to evaluate whether there are any significant
environmental effects associated with implementation of the Project. This report has been prepared to
comply with Section 15063 of the State CEQA Guidelines, which sets forth the required contents of an
IS/MND as follow:

e A description of the Project, including the location of the Project;
¢ Identification of the environmental setting;

¢ Identification of environmental effects by use of a checklist, matrix, or other methods, provided
that entries on the checklist or other form are briefly explained to indicate that there is some
evidence to support the entries;

e Discussion of ways to mitigate significant effects identified, if any;

o Examination of whether the Project is compatible with existing zoning, plans, and other
applicable land use controls; and

e The name(s) of the person(s) who prepared or participated in the preparation of the IS/MND.
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1.4 Public Comments

The City invites written comments from all agencies and individuals regarding the information contained in
this IS/IMND. Such comments should explain any perceived deficiencies in the assessment of impacts,
identify the information that is purportedly lacking in the IS/MND or indicate where the information may be
found. Comments on the IS/MND must be submitted within the 30-day review period to:

Warren Frace, Community Development Director
City of Paso Robles Community Development
1000 Spring Street
Paso Robles, CA 93446
(805) 237-3970
Wfrace@prcity.com

Following a 30-day period of circulation and public review of the IS/MND, all comments will be considered
by the City prior to adoption. All materials related to the preparation of this IS/MND are available for public
review. To request an appointment to review these materials please contact the City using the information
listed above. The IS/IMND is also available online at the following City of Paso Robles website:
https://www.prcity.com/357/CEQA-Documents.
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2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION AND DESCRIPTION

2.1 Project Information
1. Project Title: Niblick Road Complete and Sustainable Bike and Pedestrian Enhancements Project
2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of El Paso de Robles

Community Development Department
1000 Spring Street
Paso Robles, CA 93446

3. Lead Agency Contact Person: Warren Frace

Wfrace@prcity.com
(805) 237-3970

4. Project Location: The Project is located within Niblick Road between Spring Street and Creston
Road in the City of Paso Robles (Figure 1 — Project Vicinity Map and Figure 2 — Project Location
Map). Niblick Road is 1.7 miles long. It starts at Spring Street, crosses over U.S. Highway 101 (US
101), Union Pacific Railroad, and the Salinas River, providing east-west connectivity for the City.
Niblick Road is connected to the following streets (from west to east): Spring Street, River Road
(north and south), Nicklaus Street, Appaloosa Drive, Bearcat Lane (serves Paso Robles High
School), Rambouillet Road, Country Club Drive, and Creston Road.

5. Project Sponsor/Applicant Name and Address: City of El Paso de Robles

Public Works Department
1000 Spring Street
Paso Robles, CA 93446

Contact: Ditas Esperanza
DEsperanza@prcity.com
(805) 237-3861

6. General Plan Designation: Niblick Road itself is designated by the Circulation Element as Arterial —
4 Lane Existing. Niblick Road is surrounded by land designated as Community Commercial (CC),
Regional Commercial (RC), Public Facilities (PF), Residential Multi Family (RMF8), Residential
Single-Family (RSF-4), and Parks/Open Space (POS), (Figure 3 — Land Use Designations).

7. Zoning: Niblick Road is surrounded by land zoned Open Space (OS), Commercial-General Retail
(C1), Regional Commercial (RC), Planned Industrial (PM), Residential Multifamily (R3 and R5),
Residential Single Family (R1) (Figure 4 — Zoning Designations).

8. Surrounding Land Uses and Setting: Niblick Road is an east-west four-lane roadway with
additional turn lanes. Niblick Road is arterial as it is one of three routes that connects downtown Paso
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10.

Robles with the east side of the City across US 101, the Salinas River, and Union Pacific Railroad
tracks. Niblick Road serves access to three shopping centers, three schools serving over 2,700
students, several residential neighborhoods, and a golf course. Parcels surrounding Niblick Road are
designated with the following General Plan land uses: CC, RC, PF, RMF, RSF, and POS. Properties
immediately adjacent to Niblick Road include ownerships by the City and private landowners.
Surrounding land uses include commercial shopping centers to the north and south; open space next
to the Salinas River to the west; a Paso Robles Fire Station to the east; and residential uses to the
north and south. Surrounding residences include single-family homes directly along the arterial, as
well as five multi-family apartment complexes with a combined total of 275 units.

Other Public Agency Approval Required:

e Central Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB), National Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges Associated with
Construction and Land Disturbing Activities.

California Native American Tribal Consultation: In accordance with Assembly Bill (AB) 52, the City
provided formal notification on December 22, 2023, to the designated contact or tribal representative
of traditionally and culturally affiliated California Native American tribes that have requested notice. At
the time of publishing this report, no consultation request has been received.
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2.2

Project Synopsis

The proposed Project would utilize an ATP Cycle 6 Grant for the replacement of the existing westbound
Class Il bike lane and north side sidewalk with a raised 10-foot-wide multi-use path along the Niblick
Road Corridor (Niblick Road between Spring Street and Creston Road). The Project would incorporate
sustainable bicycle and pedestrian components to encourage multimodal transportation. No land use and
zoning changes would be required for Project implementation.

2.3

Existing Corridor Conditions

The Niblick Road Corridor (Corridor) is divided into five main segments, starting at the western edge of
Niblick Road (Figure 5 — Site Plan).

1.

Segment 1 starts at the four-way signalized intersection of Niblick Road and Spring Street. The
southern extension of this intersection is the US 101 southbound on-ramp and the northbound
off-ramp. The north and west roads have marked crosswalks. The first segment ends halfway
along the Niblick Bridge which crosses over US 101 and the Salinas River. There is a pedestrian
sidewalk on the north side of the segment and Class Il bike lanes on both sides. The surrounding
land use includes open space, residences, and commercial areas.

Segment 2 starts at the eastern half of Niblick Bridge and extends to the western side of the four-
way signalized intersection of Niblick Road and South River Road. All sides of the intersection
have marked crosswalks. Both the west and eastbound lanes have driveways to access/exit the
adjacent shopping centers. There is a pedestrian sidewalk and bike lanes on both sides (the
northern side is continuous, and the south side is not). The surrounding land use includes
commercial areas.

Segment 3 starts at the eastern side of the four-way signalized intersection of Niblick Road and
South River Road and extends to Bearcat Lane, which is the entrance to Paso Robles High
School. The portion of this segment between South River Road and Nicklaus Street is curved in
horizontal and vertical manners that realign the Corridor 200 feet north of its prior position. This
segment includes a four-lane road, a raised median island, pedestrian sidewalks, and Class |l
bike lanes. There are intersections marked with South River Road, Quarterhorse Lane, Nicklaus
Street, Appaloosa Drive and Bearcat Lane. Existing sidewalks are available on either side of the
Corridor with an additional eastbound transit stop 120 feet east of Nicklaus Street. The
surrounding land use is commercial, public facilities, and residential.

Segment 4 starts at Bearcat Lane and extends to Creston Road. Paso Robles High School and
Almond Acres Charter Academy are on the north side of the Corridor and the Paso Robles Joint
Unified School District and Liberty Continuation High School is on the south side of the Corridor.
There are also numerous residences that are accessible directly from Niblick Road to the east of
Melody Drive. The roadway in this segment includes a four-lane road, a raised median island in
segmented locations, and a center two-way left-turn lane to the east of Melody Drive. There are

11



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Project Information and Description

Class Il bike lanes in both directions and a connected sidewalk network on the Corridor's north
side. The south side has a missing segment of this sidewalk approximately 250 feet east of
Rambouillet Road to Creston Road. The land uses include schools, single family residences, and
the recreational Paso Robles Golf Course. This segment is the final segment of this Project.

Segment 5 is an intended future phase of the Niblick Road Corridor Project and is not considered
part of this Project. The fifth and final segment of the Corridor is east of the intersection with
Creston Road where Niblick Road turns into Sherwood Road, which reaches from Creston Road
to Fontana Road. There are two travel lanes in each direction and a center two-way left-turn lane
that stretches along most of the segment. Connected sidewalks and Class Il bike lanes are
present, and each direction is highlighted by green bike lane striping. An eastbound transit stop is
just east of Creston Road and a westbound stop is west of Quail Run neighborhood. The area
surrounding this segment is zoned Commercial, Planned Industrial, and Residential.
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2.4

Project Objectives

The purpose and goal of the proposed Project is to accomplish the enhancement of the Niblick Road
Corridor with sustainable bicycle and pedestrian components to encourage active modes of
transportation, improve mobility, and promote safety. The following objectives are intended to achieve
these underlying purposes:

2.5

Construct a Class IV bikeway from Spring Street to Creston Road.

Provide connections to existing bikeways along the Corridor.

Identify needs, gaps, opportunities, and community values to help inform decision-makers on
feasible future enhancements, including those that impact businesses and development along the
Corridor.

Improve safety, access, and mobility for pedestrians and bicyclists of all ages and abilities, transit
riders, and motorists and enhance their experience.

Complete sidewalk improvements along the Corridor with fully accessible curb ramps at
intersections.

Install street trees and maintain the preservation and health of existing trees.

Implement standard and protected bike lanes, bicycle racks, and bicycle parking corrals.
Implement green street concepts, such as storm water planters, swales and other bio-retention
areas, drought-tolerant landscaping, and permeable pavement where possible.

Project Characteristics

The Corridor would be modified to enable the construction of a raised multi-use path for bicyclists and
pedestrians within the existing City right-of-way. The existing curbs and gutters would be removed and
reconstructed to City design standards. The multi-use path would be installed with raised path separators
and Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA)-compliant ramps between multi-use path sections interrupted
by driveways and streets. Raised path separators would provide pedestrians and cyclists separation from
vehicular traffic. Additional sidewalk would be constructed on the south side of the Corridor between
Rambouillet Road and Creston Road to create a more consistent sidewalk. Class Il bike lane striping and
green paint would also be added to the existing eastbound Class Il bike lane per City and Caltrans
standards. After Project completion, the Corridor would remain a four-lane roadway (with additional turn
lanes) between Spring Street and Creston Road. Project improvement details include (refer to Appendix
A — Preliminary Design Plans):

Adjustment of Existing Vehicle Lanes. The minimum lane width standards would be
designations of 10-foot center turn lanes, 11-foot inner through lanes, and 12-foot outer through
lanes for truck traffic. Additionally, the Corridor would be repaved, and re-striping would follow.
High visibility signs and pavement markings would be included, as necessary.

Adjustment of Sidewalks. The sidewalks would be adjusted to accommodate the 10-foot-wide
raised multi-use path; the existing five-foot sidewalk on the north side of the Corridor would be
demolished and integrated with the adjacent two- to four-foot planter strips.
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e Reconstruction of Bike Lanes. The existing westbound five-foot bike lane would be
reconstructed to accommodate the 10-foot raised multi-use path. A three-foot buffer would be
installed within the path and be comprised of either vegetation, rough pavers, or other features to
discourage eastbound bicyclists which are adjacent and contraflow to westbound vehicles. Striped
indicators would be omitted from the path due to minimal concerns about congestion. Pedestrians
and bicyclists would yield to one another in a manner like Class | trails.

e Modifications to South Side of Corridor. The existing south side of the Corridor would maintain
its eastbound bike lane. The bike lane is adjacent to the outer through lane and would either
include a striped three-foot buffer to separate from the vehicle lane (Class Il), or a raised physical
buffer device for further separation (Class 1V). Bike lanes would be coated in a green thermoplastic
or paint in front of strategic areas along the route such as schools, bus stops, conflict zones and
other high-profile areas. Additional markings would be implemented at intersections. “Bike cross”
markings or a bend-out design would create protected intersections. To complete the continuous
sidewalk along the south side of the Corridor, a new five-foot-wide pedestrian sidewalk would be
constructed between Rambouillet Road and Country Club Drive.

Appendix B includes a package of conceptual design features for the Project. The package includes an
experience map that highlights the project corridors, detailed design and placemaking strategies, and
visuals of the landscaping and concept designs (Appendix B — Concept Design Package).

2.6 Project Construction and Schedule

Project construction schedule would be determined upon selection of a construction contractor but is
envisioned to take place over a period of approximately 24 months. It is anticipated that construction work
would take place during regular working days (Monday through Friday) of each week, resulting in
approximately 22 working days per month. Construction phasing would be conducted so that the existing
Niblick Road remains open during construction except for potentially limited traffic handling periods.
During construction, there would be short detours and the City would work with local emergency
responders to provide advance notification of such detours. If overnight work is utilized during
construction of the Project, traffic management would be implemented. Construction phases are likely to
overlap and are not limited to sequential phasing.

Construction would generally occur in the following sequence:

e Demolition of the existing northside sidewalk and bike lanes of the Corridor.

e Construction of new multi-use path on the north side and the completion of the pedestrian sidewalk
on the south side.

¢ Modifications to the eastbound bike lane on the south side of the Corridor.

e Resurfacing of pavement.

e Vehicle and bike lane striping, high visibility signs, and pavement markings.
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3.0 Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation
Measures

This Project is evaluated based upon its effect on twenty (20) major categories of environmental factors
and mandatory findings of significance as outlined in Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines. The
environmental factors checked below would potentially be significantly affected by the proposed Project,
as indicated by the resource checklists in this IS/MND. However, as described in the following
subsections, would be reduced to less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

Aesthetics Greenhouse Gases Public Services
Agricultural and Forestry Hazards and Hazardous Recreation
Resources Materials

Air Quality Hydrology and Water Transportation

Quality

Biological Resources Land Use and Planning Tribal Cultural Resources

Cultural Resources Mineral Resources Utilities and Service Systems

Energy Resources Noise Wildfire

XOXKX X OO
OXOO X XU
MXUOOX X OO

Geology and Soils Population and Housing Mandatory Findings of

Significance

A detailed analysis of environmental impacts is presented for each resource area (listed above) utilizing
the model Environmental Checklist Form found in Appendix G of the CEQA Guidelines Section 15063(f).
Impacts to the environment for construction and operation of the Project were assessed and described,
and the level of significance of impacts measured against criteria established by regulation, accepted
standards, or other definable criteria. The use of a MND is only permissible if all potentially significant
environmental impacts assessed in the IS/MND are rendered less than significant with Incorporated of
mitigation measures.

Each environmental resource area was reviewed by analyzing a series of questions (i.e., IS/MND
Checklist) regarding level of impact posed by the Project. Substantiation is provided to justify each
determination. One of four following conclusions was then provided as a determination of the analysis for
each of the major environmental factors.

No Impact. A finding of no impact was made when it is clear from the analysis that the Project would not
affect the environment.

Less than Significant Impact. A finding of a less than significant impact is made when it was clear from
the analysis that the Project would cause no substantial adverse change in the environment and no
mitigation is required.

Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. A finding of a less than significant impact
with mitigation incorporated was made when it was clear from the analysis that the Project would cause
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no substantial adverse change in the environment when mitigation measures are successfully
implemented pursuant with a Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program.

Potentially Significant Impact. A finding of a potentially significant impact would have been made when
the analysis concluded that the Project could have a substantially adverse change in the environment for
one or more of the environmental resources assessed in the checklist. In this case, typically preparation
of an EIR would be required.
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3.1 Aesthetics

Less than

AESTHETICS Potentially | g0 hificant with | L€SSthan | 4
. Significant Mitigation Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact | g Impact p
ncorporated
Except as provided in Public Resources Code Section 20199:
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 non-urbanized areas, would the project
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 a publicly accessible vantage |:| |:| |X| |:|
point). If the Project is in an urbanized area, the
potential of the project to 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 |:| |:| |X| |:|
in the area?

3.1.1 Environmental Setting

The Niblick Road Corridor (Corridor) runs west to east from Spring Street to Creston Road for
approximately 1.7 miles. Both Spring Street and Creston Road are identified as Gateways to the City and
Visual Corridors in the City’s General Plan Conservation Element (City of Paso Robles, 2014a). The
Salinas River and oak-covered hillsides are identified as Natural Landmark and Open Space Viewsheds.
Although the Corridor does not have oak-covered hillsides, there are oaks present adjacent to the
Corridor and oak trees are identified as part of the heritage and character of the City. Gateways to the
City and Visual Corridors are designed to make a “positive visual impression” and “incorporate/ preserve
natural features.” Gateways to the City also may be limited in land uses.

The Conservation Element of the City General Plan outlines goals, policies, and action items aimed at
rehabilitation and enhancing the quality of the local environment within the City (City of Paso Robles,
2014a). The Project would be supporting Policies C-5A and C-5B to support Goal C-5: enhancing visual
resources to enhance and upgrade the City’s appearance.

GOAL C-5: Visual Resources. Enhance/upgrade the City’s appearance.

POLICY C-5A: Visual Gateways and Landmarks. Identify important visual resources: gateways, corridors,
major arterials, natural/open space areas, as shown on Table C-1 and Figure C-3.
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Action Item 1. Investigate and implement, as feasible, a variety of alternative funding sources to
enhance important visual resources, including but not limited to:

e Mello-Roos and similar infrastructure financing for improvement and potential
maintenance of public landscaping, particularly along streets and other visible public
travel routes;

e Bond programs such as property acquisition, improvement, and maintenance for corridor
visual improvements; and/or

¢ Encourage Caltrans to preserve or enhance existing trees and landscaping along the
Highway 101 corridor.

Action Item 2. Coordinated/Complementary Design Standards: Establish and implement site
design, landscaping, architecture, and sign design standards in order to ensure that gateways,
corridors, major arterials, and natural areas are identifiable.

POLICY C-5B: Hillsides: Protect hillsides as a visual amenity, by implementing design standards that call

for:
a)
b)
c)

d)

e)

f)

9)

Decreasing density as slope increases;
Limiting the amount of grading;
Providing substantial amounts of landscaping;

Incorporating architectural treatment that enhances the form of the hillside rather than conflicting
with it;

Limiting the number of building sites that may be placed on prominent ridgelines;

Preventing development of new buildings that project above the ridgeline unless adequately
mitigated with landscaping;

Ensuring sensitive design of development on steep slopes, and on the crest of major ridgelines,
shown on Figure C-4.

Considerations for development on steep slopes shall include the following:

Avoid slope stability hazards by restricting development on slopes of 35 percent or greater.

Site-specific visual assessments (with and without the project) to thoroughly evaluate the visual
effects of development proposals on slopes of 30 percent or greater.

For new development located on ridges and hills consider providing a substantial building setback
from the edge of the downhill slope and/or screening landscaping, where the slope exceeds 15
percent.
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In addition, the City enacted the Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance in 2002. The ordinance was written to
support the “preservation of oak trees in order to maintain the heritage and character of the City of Paso
Robles, as well as “preserve the beauty and identity of the community” (City of Paso Robles, 2002). This
ordinance applies to discretionary projects that may affect existing oak trees or their critical root zones
(CR2), such as this Project. Additional details regarding the oak trees located within the Project corridor
can be found in Section 3.4 Biological Resources.

3.1.2 Environmental Impact Analysis
a) Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project encompasses the development of the Niblick Road Complete and Sustainable Streets
Corridor Plan, including improvements on the road of Niblick Bridge spanning the Salinas River (a Natural
Landmark and Open Space Viewshed). For CEQA purposes, a scenic vista is generally defined as a
viewpoint that provides expansive views of a highly valued landscape for the benefit of the general public.
The northern and southern views from Niblick Bridge present a scenic vista, characterized by the Salinas
River. The western and eastern views transition from natural hillsides to urban landscapes featuring
commercial, light industrial, and residential developments. Construction would be temporary and not
block the views of the Salinas River to those utilizing Niblick Bridge during construction. Construction may
temporarily block public pedestrian and cyclist access to Niblick Bridge and thus, the scenic vista of the
Salinas River. Once the Project is operational, the scenic vista of the Salinas River would not change and
would be similar to the previous view. Therefore, impacts to scenic vistas would be less than significant,
and no mitigation is warranted.

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project is not located within a state scenic highway according to the Caltrans State Scenic Highway
Program. However, US 101 is in the Project vicinity and is designated as “Eligible State Scenic Highway —
Not Officially Listed”. The visual quality of the Corridor is predominantly composed of urban development
and road infrastructure. There are no scenic rock outcroppings or historic buildings in the Corridor that
would be damaged by Project implementation. Oak trees surrounding the Corridor also do not fall within a
State Scenic Highway. The proposed Project would have a beneficial impact on the streetscape and have
no impact on the US 101. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
warranted.

¢) Innon-urbanized areas, would the project substantially degrade the existing visual character or
qguality of public views of the site and its surroundings. (Public Views are those that are
experienced from a publicly accessible vantage point). If the Project is in an urbanized area, the
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potential of the project to conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic
quality?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Salinas River is visible from Niblick Bridge. As a Natural Landmark and Open Space Viewshed, the
Salinas River adds to the existing visual character of the Project. Construction of the Project has the
potential to temporarily impact the visual character of the Corridor with construction equipment and
activities. Construction activities for the proposed improvements would entail grading, as well as the
placement of fill material, aggregate base, hot mix asphalt pavement, concrete bridge abutments,
guardrails, and streetlights. However, these effects are limited to the construction period. Once the
Project is operational, the existing visual character and public views of the Salinas River would not
change and would be similar to the previous visual character.

The proposed Project exists within an urbanized area and is bordered by residential and commercial uses
on both sides. The intended use of the Project would not conflict with applicable zoning and would be
implemented in accordance with regulations governing scenic quality. The Project would implement a
variety of landscaping treatments as presented in the Preliminary Design Plans (Appendix A). These
improvements are consistent with existing adjacent land uses and would not substantially or adversely
affect the visual character of the Corridor, but rather improve these characteristics by incorporating
enhanced landscape design features, cohesive wayfinding signage, gateway features at major
intersections, and opportunities for public art displays. Therefore, the impact would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the area?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project would involve the relocation of light poles and new, decorative lighting sources would be
installed as part of the proposed Project. The Project would require the relocation in various locations
between Bearcat Lane and Creston Road and the Niblick Road/Nicklaus Street intersection. No new
material would be installed that would increase glare above and beyond what is generated under existing
conditions. According to the Niblick Road Complete and Sustainable Streets Corridor Plan, the design
includes enhanced lighting along the Corridor, especially at the school crosswalks. According to Chapter
22.24 of the Paso Robles Code of Ordinances, street lighting layout and placement shall be approved by
the city engineer. Lighting would be designed in accordance with local regulatory requirements, including
City Municipal Code.

Project construction may require the use of additional temporary lighting during construction activities.
Temporary lighting related to construction activities would adhere to local policies and regulations,
including limiting work to daylight hours between 7:00 am and 7:00 pm. The proposed Project would not
create a new source of substantial light or glare that would adversely affect daytime or nighttime views in
the area and no mitigation is warranted. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is warranted.
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3.1.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.1.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to aesthetics would occur.
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3.2 Agricultural and Forestry Resources

Potentiall Less than L th
AGRICULTURAL AND FORESTRY RESOURCES | JCeNMalY | o0 hiticant with €ss than No
. Significant L Significant
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated

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 D D D IZI
the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or a Williamson Act contract? |:| |:| D Iz

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 [] [] [] X
4526), or timberland zoned Timberland
Production (as defined by Government Code
section 51104(qg))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of
forest land to non-forest use? |:| |:| D Iz

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

3.2.1 Environmental Setting

The California Department of Conservation (CDC) Division of Land Resource Protection implements the
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring program, which recognizes the suitability of land for agricultural
production through an evaluation of physical and chemical characteristics of the soil. The Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring program designates Important Farmland, including Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, and Farmland of Statewide Importance (CDC, 2024a). Limited areas of Prime Farmland,
Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Statewide Importance are identified within the Salinas River area in
the City’s Open Space Element (City of Paso Robles, 2003a). The City, maintaining a compact, urban
form, contains limited areas zoned for agriculture, all of which are located outside of the Corridor. The City
supports a “Purple Belt” of agricultural, open space and conservation areas surrounding the City in order
to maintain the agricultural character of the City. These agricultural Purple Belt areas are located outside
of the Corridor.
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3.2.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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?

Finding: No Impact

The Farmland Mapping and Monitoring categorizes the Corridor as Urban and Built-Up Land. This
category includes land used for residential, industrial, commercial, construction, institutional, public
administration, railroad and other transportation yards, cemeteries, airports, golf courses, sanitary
landfills, sewage treatment, water control structures, and other developed purposes. The Corridor is not
designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance on the maps
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Division of Land Resource
Protection. Therefore, the proposed Project would not result in conversion of these agricultural resources
to nonagricultural use, and no impact would occur.

e) Would the project conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
contract?

Finding: No Impact

The Corridor is not located on agriculturally zoned land, nor is it under a Williamson Act contract. The
Corridor is an arterial corridor that is surrounded by public streets and developed properties. These
properties are mostly designated as R1 (Residential Single Family), RC (Regional Commercial), C1
(Commercial General Retail), and small portions of POS (Parks & Open Space). The proposed Project
would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or a 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(q))~?

Finding: No Impact

The Project does not include rezoning any land. The Corridor does not include forest land, timberland, or
timberland zoned Timberland Production. Therefore, there would be no conflict with or rezoning of these
designations, and no impact would occur.

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

Finding: No Impact

The Corridor is in an urban corridor and not on or near forest land. The proposed Project would not result
in the loss or conversion of forest land, and no impact would occur.
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3.2.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.2.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to agricultural and forestry
resources would occur.



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation Measures

3.3 Air Quality

Potentially L_ess_ f[han Less than
AIR QUALITY o Significant P, No
— Significant with Mitioation Significant Impact
Would the Project: Impact Incorpo?ated Impact p

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the

applicable air quality plan? D D Izl D
b) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of

any criteria pollutant for which the Project region is

non-attainment under an applicable federal or state |:| |X| |:| |:|

ambient air quality standard?
c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant

concentrations? D |X| D D
d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to

odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of |:| |:| |E |:|

people?

3.3.1 Environmental Setting

The Corridor is located within San Luis Obispo County (County) and under the jurisdiction of the San Luis
Obispo County Air Pollution Control District (SLOAPCD). The County is bordered by Monterey County to
the north, Santa Barbara County to the south, Kern County to the east, and the Pacific Ocean to the west.
The County covers approximately 3,316 square miles and features varied vegetation, topography, and
climate. From a geographical and meteorological standpoint, the County can be divided into three general
regions: the Coastal Plateau, the Upper Salinas River Valley, and the East County Plain. Air quality in
each of these regions is characteristically different, although the physical features which divide them
provide only limited barriers to the transport of pollutants between regions (SLOAPCD, 2001). The climate
of the County can be generally characterized as Mediterranean, with warm, dry summers and cool,
relatively damp winters. Along the coast, mild temperatures exist throughout the year due to the
moderating influence of the Pacific Ocean. The moderating effect is diminished inland in proportion to
distance from the ocean or by major intervening terrain features, such as the coastal mountain ranges. As
a result, inland areas are characterized by a considerably wider range of temperature conditions.
Maximum summer temperatures average approximately 70 degrees Fahrenheit near the coast, while
inland valleys often reach the high 90s. Minimum winter temperatures average from the low 30s along the
coast to the low 20s inland (Appendix C—Air Quality Technical Memorandum).

Regulatory oversight authority regarding air quality rests at the local, state, and federal levels with the
SLOAPCD, California Air Resources Board (CARB), and U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA), respectively. Ambient air quality standards, established by USEPA and CARB, specify
allowable pollutant concentrations in ambient air over defined durations. The National Air Ambient Air
Quality Standards (NAAQS) establish standards for six criteria pollutants: ozone (Os), carbon monoxide
(CO), nitrogen oxide (NO3), fine particular matter with an aerodynamic diameter of less than 2.5 microns
(PMzs), airborne respirable particulate matter with an aerodynamic diameter of less than 10 microns
(PM1o), sulfur dioxide (SOz), and lead (Pb). Under the California Clean Air Act, CARB established the
California Ambient Air Quality Standards (CAAQS). The CAAQS are equal to or more stringent than the
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NAAQS and include pollutants for which national standards do not exist. Appendix C includes the
applicable CAAQS and NAAQS. The USEPA and CARB designate air basins where ambient air quality
standards are exceeded as “nonattainment” areas. If standards are met, the area is designated as an
“attainment” area. The western portion of the County, in which the Corridor is located, is designated as
nonattainment for the state ozone standards as well as the state PM1o standards.

3.3.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

Air districts are required to prepare air quality plans to identify strategies to bring regional emissions into
compliance with the CAAQS and NAAQS. Air districts establish emissions thresholds for individual
projects to demonstrate the point at which a project would be considered to increase the air quality
violations. A project would conflict with the applicable air quality plan if they exceeded any emissions
threshold for which the region is in nonattainment for.

The western portion of the County, in which the Corridor is located, is designated as nonattainment for
the state ozone standards as well as the state PM1o standards. Accordingly, SLOAPCD has prepared air
quality plans, including the 2001 Clean Air Plan and the 2005 Particulate Matter Report, to achieve
attainment of the applicable ozone and particulate matter standards. The SLOAPCD’s adopted thresholds
of significance indicate the levels of emissions that projects may emit while the region still moves towards
attainment of the CAAQS and NAAQS. Projects that exceed the thresholds would be considered to
potentially conflict with the Clean Air Plan.

The Project consists of roadway, sidewalk, and bike lane improvements along the Niblick Road Corridor.
Project emissions would be generated during construction from off-road equipment as well as fugitive
dust from earth-moving activities. As a roadway improvement project, the Project would not increase
population, housing, employment, or vehicle trips in the region and would not affect the emissions
projections included in the Clean Air Plan. Consequently, the Project would not conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air quality plan, the potential impact would be less than significant, and
no mitigation is warranted.

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
guality standard?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

The Project would not result in an operational phase that would generate emissions that significantly differ
from existing conditions. Implementation of the Project would not increase population, housing,
employment, or vehicle trips in the region, and roadway maintenance activities are expected to be similar
to what already occurs. It is noted that volatile organic compounds off-gassing emissions would occur
following re-paving of the Corridor. However, the difference in off-gassing emissions compared to what
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already occurs under existing conditions would be negligible. Therefore, no air quality impact would occur
related to Project operations, and the following discussion focuses on construction emissions of criteria

pollutants.

Construction activities associated with completing the Project would result in emissions of criteria

pollutants due to the use of off-road equipment, heavy-duty haul trucks, and employee commutes to and
from the Project site. In addition, fugitive dust would be generated from earth-moving activities. Emissions
from construction-related activities are generally short-term in duration but may still cause adverse air
quality impacts if left unmitigated. The estimated criteria pollutant emissions associated with Project
construction are presented in Table 1 — Maximum Daily Project Construction Criteria Pollutant Emissions
and Table 2 — Maximum Quarterly Project Construction Criteria Pollutant Emissions.

Table 1. Maximum Daily Project Construction Criteria Pollutant Emissions

Emissions (Ibs/day)

N o
o | noc | Foot | e | Somst | T
Project Construction 4.24 37.50 41.74 4.21 1.72 5.93
Threshold of Significance - - 137 - 7 -
Exceed Threshold? - - No - No -

! All exhaust PM+, generated by Project construction is conservatively assumed to be diesel particulate matter (DPM)
and, therefore, is compared to the SLOAPCD threshold of significance for DPM. This approach is consistent with other
CEQA documents recently prepared within San Luis Obispo County.

Source: Appendix C

Table 2. Maximum Quarterly Project Construction Criteria Pollutant Emissions

Emissions (tons/quarter)

Roe | Mo | o | e | Pt | P
Quarter 1 (2024) 0.07 0.57 0.64 0.07 0.03 0.10
Quarter 2 (2024) 0.26 2.29 2.55 0.27 0.10 0.38
Quarter 3 (2024-2025) 0.26 2.29 2.55 0.27 0.10 0.38
Quarter 4 (2025) 0.26 2.29 2.55 0.27 0.10 0.38
Quarter 5 (2025) 0.15 1.26 1.41 0.15 0.06 0.20
Quarter 6 (2025) 0.11 0.90 1.01 0.10 0.04 0.13
Quarter 7 (2025-2026) 0.11 0.93 1.04 0.09 0.04 0.13
Quarter 8 (2026) 0.03 0.25 0.28 0.00 0.01 0.01
Quarter 9 (2026) 0.00 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00
Maximum Quarter 0.26 2.29 2.55 0.27 0.10 0.38
Threshold of Significance for Tier 1 - - 25 - 0.13 25

10
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Emissions (tons/quarter)
s | no | oot | Fuame Bt | o
Exceed Tier 1 Threshold? - - Yes - No No
Threshold of Significance for Tier 2 - - 6.3 - 0.32 -
Exceed Tier 2 Threshold? - - No - No -

! All exhaust PM,, generated by Project construction is conservatively assumed to be DPM and, therefore, is compared

to the SLOAPCD threshold of significance for DPM. This approach is consistent with other CEQA documents recently
prepared within San Luis Obispo County.

The sum of fugitive and exhaust PM,, is compared to the SLOAPCD’s threshold of significance for PMy.

Source: Appendix C

2

As shown in Table 1, daily construction emissions would not exceed either of the applicable thresholds of
significance. However, as presented in Table 2, maximum quarterly construction emissions of the ozone
precursors, reactive organic gases (ROG) + nitrogen oxides (NOx), would exceed SLOAPCD’s Tier 1
significance threshold; as a result, the Project must implement SLOACPD’s Standard Mitigation Measures
and Best Available Control Technology for construction equipment, as required by mitigation measure
AQ-1. With the implementation of AQ-1, the proposed Project would not 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. Thus, the potential impact would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

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

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

Sensitive receptors are defined as populations that are more susceptible to the effects of pollution than
the population at large. Sensitive receptors are facilities that house or attract children, the elderly, and
people with ilinesses or others who are especially sensitive to the effects of air pollutant. Land uses
identified to be sensitive receptors include residences, schools, playgrounds, childcare centers, athletic
facilities, long-term health care facilities, rehabilitation centers, convalescent centers, and retirement
homes. The nearest sensitive receptors, residential houses and schools, are located approximately 20
feet from the Corridor boundary.

Fugitive dust would be generated during Project construction, specifically during earth-moving activities.
Most of this fugitive dust would remain localized and would be deposited near the Corridor. However, the
potential for impacts from fugitive dust exists unless control measures are implemented to reduce the
emissions from the Corridor. However, SLOAPCD Rule 403, Particulate Matter Emissions Standards,
limits the discharge of particulate matter emissions. In addition, as demonstrated in Table 1 and Table 2,
PMi1o emissions from construction would not exceed the applicable thresholds of significance. Fugitive
dust control shall be implemented as mitigation measure AQ-2 and follow SCAQMD Rule 402, 403 and
1186, and California Vehicle Code Section 23114, and Building & Safety requirements.

Valley fever is an infection caused by inhalation of the spores of a fungus, C. immitis, that lives in soil.
Activities or conditions that increase the amount of fugitive dust contribute to greater exposure, and they

11
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include dust storms, grading, and recreational off-road activities. Construction activities would generate
fugitive dust that could contain C. immitis spores. As noted above, the Project would minimize the
generation of fugitive dust during construction activities by complying with SLOAPCD Rule 403. In
addition, the Corridor is located in an urban area where conditions are generally not as dry, dusty, or
windy. Following construction, the Corridor would be entirely paved and/or landscaped, and exposure to
dust that could contain C. immitis spores would not occur. Overall, implementation of the Project would
not expose nearby sensitive receptors to Valley fever.

Exposure to diesel particulate matter (DPM) from diesel vehicles and off-road construction equipment can
result in health risks to nearby sensitive receptors. While the Project would involve the use of diesel
fueled vehicles and off-road equipment, construction would be temporary. Furthermore, the Project would
be subject to the SLOACPD’s Diesel Idling Restrictions for Construction Phases and the Standard
Mitigation Measures and Best Available Control Technology for construction equipment, as required by
AQ-1. Implementation of the foregoing measures would limit DPM emissions, and construction of the
Project would not result in an increase in health risks due to exposure to DPM.

Finally, the Corridor is not located near any known serpentine rock formations, and receptor exposure to
naturally occurring asbestos would not occur. Therefore, the Project would not expose sensitive receptors
to substantial pollutant concentrations, and the potential impact would be less than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

Construction activities associated with the Project could result in short-term odorous emissions from
diesel exhaust associated with diesel-fueled equipment. However, these emissions would be intermittent
and would dissipate rapidly from the source. Furthermore, SLOAPCD regulates objectionable odors
through Rule 402, Nuisance. Thus, although not anticipated, if odor complaints are made during
implementation of the Project, the SLOAPCD would ensure that such odors are addressed, and any
potential odor effects are minimized or eliminated.

Land uses typically considered as associated with the production of odors during operations include
wastewater treatment facilities, waste disposal facilities, and agricultural operations. The Project entails
roadway improvements that would not involve any of the land uses identified to result in odor complaints
nor involve any components with the potential to create objectionable odors affecting a substantial
number of people. Based on the above, the Project would not result in other emissions, such as those
leading to odors, adversely affecting a substantial number of people, and the potential impact would be
less than significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

12
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3.3.3 Mitigation Measures

AQ-1: Standard Mitigation Measures and Best Available Control Technology for Construction
Equipment. The following measures shall be implemented during Project construction. Proof of
compliance with this measure shall be submitted to the Lead Agency for review and approval.

e All construction equipment shall be maintained in proper tune according to manufacturer's

specifications;

o All off-road and portable diesel-powered equipment shall be fueled with CARB certified motor

vehicle diesel fuel (non-taxed version suitable for use off-road);

o Diesel construction equipment meeting CARB's Tier 2 certified engines or cleaner off road heavy-

duty diesel engines, and comply with the State Off-Road Regulation shall be used;

e On-road heavy-duty trucks that meet CARB’s 2007 or cleaner certification standard for on-road

heavy-duty diesel engines, and comply with the State On-Road Regulation shall be used;

e Construction or trucking companies with fleets that that do not have engines in their fleet that meet
the engine standards identified in the above two measures (e.g. captive or NOx exempt area fleets)

may be eligible by proving alternative compliance;

¢ All on and off-road diesel equipment shall not idle for more than 5 minutes. Signs shall be posted
in the designated queuing areas and or job sites to remind drivers and operators of the 5-minute

idling limit;
o Diesel idling shall not be located within 1,000 feet of sensitive receptors;
e Staging and queuing areas shall not be located within 1,000 feet of sensitive receptors;
e Equipment shall be electrified when feasible;

e Gasoline-powered equipment shall be substituted in place of diesel-powered equipment, where

feasible;

e Alternatively fueled construction equipment shall be used on-site where feasible, such as

compressed natural gas (CNG), liquefied natural gas (LNG), propane or biodiesel;

e The use of Tier 3 and Tier 4 off-road and 2010 on road compliant engines shall be expanded to

further reduce emissions;
e Equipment shall be repowered with the cleanest engines available; and

e California Verified Diesel Emission Control Strategies shall be installed. These strategies are listed

at: http://www.arb.ca.gov/diesel/verdev/vt/cvt.htm

AQ-2: Fugitive Dust Control. Fugitive dust control shall be implemented according to SCAQMD Rule
402, 403 and 1186, and California Vehicle Code Section 23114, and Building & Safety requirements.

Dust control mitigation measures include:

e Soil stabilizers and dust suppressants to control fugitive dust levels from exposed soils.
¢ On-site water trucks to provide control of fugitive dust while soil is moved or disturbed.
¢ Vacuum and broom sweepers to remove any fugitive materials from the public roadways.
e Track-out control to prevent dirt and mud from being spread to public roadways:
0 Sweeping or spray cleaning trucks prior to leaving project site.
0 Adequate truck load covering.
o Limit on-site vehicle speeds to 15 mph.
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3.3.4 Conclusion

With the implementation of mitigation measures AQ-1 and AQ-2, the impacts to air quality from the
Project would be less than significant.
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3.4 Biological Resources
Less than
BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES Potentially |  Significant | Less than |\,
o Significant with Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
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 regulated by the California Department
of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

[

X

[

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?

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?

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?

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?

3.4.1 Environmental Setting

The Conservation Element of the City’s General Plan outlines goals, policies, and action items aimed at
rehabilitation and enhancing the quality of the local environment within the City (City of Paso Robles,
2014a). The Project would be supporting Policies C-3A and C-3B to support Goal C-3.

GOAL C-3: Biological Resources. As feasible, preserve native vegetation and protected wildlife, habitat
areas, and vegetation, through avoidance, impact mitigation, and habitat enhancement.

POLICY C-3A: Oak Trees. Preserve existing oak trees and oak woodlands. Promote the planting of new
oak trees.

Action Item 1. Implement the Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance (summarized in the following

section).
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Action Item 2. Plant oaks in parks and on other City-owned properties. Care shall be taken to
plant new and replacement oak trees in locations and settings that will be appropriate to their
species (e.g., avoiding mitigation that would not be suitable).

Action Item 3. Encourage and/or require new development to include the planting of new oaks
where feasible and appropriate.

POLICY C-3B: Sensitive Habitat. Incorporate habitats into project design, as feasible, including oak
woodlands, native grasslands, wetlands, and riparian areas.

Action Item 1. As part of the environmental review of new development projects:
¢ Biological studies/surveys will be prepared when appropriate to assess habitat value.
o Alternatives to habitat removal will be explored; and
¢ Input will be sought from other public agencies with expertise in biological resources.

Action Item 2. As part of the environmental review of new development projects, the City will
require that mitigation for potential impacts to the San Joaquin kit fox and its habitat be provided
in consultation with the CDFW [California Department of Fish and Wildlife] and the USFWS [U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service].

Action Item 3. Encourage use of native plants.

The City also has an Oak Tree Preservation Ordinance to regulate the maintenance, pruning, and
removal of oak trees. This ordinance applies to discretionary project that may affect existing oak trees or
their critical root zones (City of Paso Robles, 2002). Oak trees are present adjacent to the Corridor.

The Corridor is located within the U.S. Geologic Survey Templeton NE, California, 7.5-minute topographic
quadrangle. The Corridor occurs at an elevation of approximately 800 feet above mean sea level in a
mostly urban area surrounded by open space. Average annual temperatures range from a minimum of 44
degrees Fahrenheit (°F) to a high of 76°F. Annual precipitation averages approximately 12.78 inches
(Appendix D—Biological Resources Technical Report).

The Corridor is located within a developed area bordered by numerous businesses and residences.
Vegetation present is limited to the vegetation surrounding the Salinas River, small pockets of open
space habitat on either side of the Corridor, disturbed habitat along the road shoulder, and landscaped
areas that consist of ornamental groundcover and planted trees. The Project Corridor is not within any
federally designated critical habitat, habitat conservation plan, nor natural community conservation plan
boundaries.

Although the majority of the Corridor is predominantly a developed road, vegetation communities within
and surrounding the Corridor include Fremont Cottonwood Forest, Coast Live Oak Woodland, Valley Oak
Woodland, and Herbaceous Semi-Natural Alliance—Wild Oats and Annual Brome Grassland.
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A California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) record search within a 10-mile radius of the Corridor
revealed 15 plant species were determined to have a low potential to occur within and immediately
surrounding the Corridor. A query of the California Native Plant Society Rare Plant Inventory was
conducted and only one species has a potential for occurrence: Santa Lucia horkelia (Horkelia yadonii). A
desktop survey also resulted in the documentation of 26 non-native species, of which 13 are considered
invasive under the California Invasive Plant Council (Appendix D). No federal or state listed plants were
observed onsite during appropriately timed surveys (Appendix D).

The Oak Tree Inventory Report (within Appendix D) presents the results of a tree assessment completed
on August 15 and 16, 2023, by Keven Ann Colgate (ISA-Certified Arborist, WE-11384A). The Oak Tree
Inventory Report provides an inventory of oak trees within the Project area and vicinity, to inform the final
planning and design process, and to recommend measures for continued tree protection. Three species
of oak tree (genus Quercus), endemic to the Paso Robles area were identified within the Project’s survey
area — coast live oak (Quercus agrifolia), blue oak (Quercus douglasii), and valley oak (Quercus lobata).
Field surveys inventoried a total of 31 trees greater than 6 inches in diameter, including 22 coast live oak,
8 valley oak, and 1 blue oak. Two additional oak species, not native to California or the Paso Robles area
were also observed: pin oak (Quercus palustris, 3 trees) and holly oak (Quercus ilex, 10 trees). These
non-native oak species were located within the public right-of-way and appeared planted as street trees;
these two species are not afforded protection under the Paso Robles Municipal Code.

A CNDDB record search within a 10-mile radius of the Corridor revealed occurrences for 42 special status
wildlife species (Appendix D). Based on an analysis of the CNDDB results, 12 wildlife species were
determined to have a low or moderate potential to occur within and immediately surrounding the Corridor.
No species were determined to have a high potential to occur, nor were any observed during the field
surveys. Wildlife that was observed during the field survey included 11 bird species, 3 of which are non-
native species and not protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (Appendix D).

All of these species were taken into consideration within this impact analysis; however, it was determined
that the entire Corridor does not provide suitable habitat for any sensitive plant or wildlife species, nor
does the Corridor provide a suitable wildlife corridor.

17



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation Measures

3.4.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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 regulated by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

The Corridor is almost entirely developed and those areas with any vegetation are limited to open space,
disturbed, and landscaped habitats. Disturbed and landscaped habitats provide no value for sensitive
species that occur in the region.

None of the species that were populated from the CNDDB search have a high or moderate potential for
occurrence. However, there are 15 species with a low potential to occur within the biological survey area
[Salinas milk-vetch (Astragalus macrodon), San Luis mariposa-lily (Calochortus obispoensis), San Luis
Obispo owl's-clover (Castilleja densiflora var. obispoensis), Lemmon’s jewelflower (Caulanthus lemmonii),
Palmer's spineflower (Chorizanthe palmeri), Chorro Creek bog thistle (Cirsium fontinale var. obispoense),
Small-flowered gypsum-loving larkspur (Delphinium gypsophilum ssp. parviflorum), San Benito poppy
(Eschscholzia hypecoides), Salinas Valley goldfields (Lasthenia leptalea), Jones’ layia (Layia jonesii),
woodland woollythreads (Monolopia gracilens), shining navarretia (Navarretia nigelliformis ssp. radians),
hooked popcornflower (Plagiobothrys uncinatus), chaparral ragwort (Senecio aphanactis), and most
beautiful jewelflower (Streptanthus albidus ssp. peramoenus)]. A query of the CNPS Rare Plant Inventory
was conducted and an additional 22 rare plant species were populated. Of these species, only one has a
potential for occurrence, Santa Lucia horkelia (Horkelia yadonii). A complete list of the CNDDB plant
species and the CNPS query are included in Appendix D. None of these species were observed during
the field surveys.

Thirteen special status wildlife species have potential to occur within the survey area. Of those, four have
a moderate potential to occur [vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynchi), western spadefoot (Spea
hammondii), western pond turtle (Emys marmorata), and foraging least Bell’s vireo (Vireo bellii pusillus)],
and nine have a low potential to occur [California linderiella (Linderiella occidentalis), Atascadero June
beetle (Polyphylla nubile), Lompoc grasshopper (Trimerotropis occulens), lesser slender salamander
(Batrachoseps minor), Northern California legless lizard (Anniella pulchra), tricolored blackbird (Agelaius
tricolor), foraging purple martin (Progne subis), Monterey dusky-footed woodrat (Neotoma macrotis
luciana), and San Joaquin kit fox (Vulpes macrotis mutica) .

Two special-status mammal species— Monterey dusky-footed woodrat and San Joaquin kit fox—were
determined to have a low potential to occur within the survey area. Monterey dusky footed woodrat is
state listed as vulnerable and a species of special concern and the San Joaquin kit fox is federally
endangered, state threatened, state listed as vulnerable. Monterey dusky-footed woodrat habitat is
abundant in areas densely populated with trees, specifically coast live oaks, but also California foothill
pines. Although they are more common in wooded areas, they are also found along rivers in their native
range. The most recent recorded occurrence of Monterey dusky-footed woodrat is approximately 9.5
miles northwest of the Project and was recorded in 2000. The Project is also located within the San Luis
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Obispo County San Joaquin kit fox habitat area, and specifically within the 2:1 mitigation ratio area. The
nearest recorded occurrence is approximately 0.78 miles northeast of the Project and the occurrence was
recorded in 1990. The most recent recorded occurrence is approximately 9.72 miles northwest of the
Project and the occurrence was recorded in 2017. The San Joaquin kit fox habitat includes alkali sink,
valley grassland, and woodland, in valleys and adjacent gentle foothills. San Joaquin kit foxes hunt in
areas with low sparse vegetation that allows good visibility and mobility. None of the species mentioned
above were observed during the field surveys (Appendix D). However, the Corridor does provide some
limited habitat for nesting migratory bird species within any vegetation occurring within the Corridor.
Potential impacts to nesting migratory birds include direct impacts (injury or mortality) associated with the
use and movement of construction equipment, construction materials and debris, and vegetation and/or
tree or vegetation removal within the Corridor, if these species are nesting within proposed impact areas.

In general, direct impacts to special-status plants and terrestrial wildlife include ground-disturbing
activities associated with construction of the Project (e.g., grading) and increased human presence (e.g.,
crushing, trampling, trapping). Potential indirect impacts include increased noise levels from heavy
equipment (wildlife only), increased human disturbance, exposure to fugitive dust, the spread of noxious
weeds, and disruption of breeding or foraging activity due to routine maintenance activities (wildlife only).
Project related activities include grading and excavation work that could potentially result in direct injury or
mortality or indirect take by disturbance of dens leading to abandonment. Mitigation measures BIO-1
through B10-3, and B10-6 through B10-9 would serve to minimize and/or avoid impacts to both common
and special-status plants and wildlife. Therefore, potential impacts to sensitive species would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

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

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

Niblick Road intersects the Salinas River in the form of an existing bridge crossing. The Project would not
require work to be performed directly within or adjacent to the Salinas River and the surrounding riparian
habitat. To avoid direct and indirect impacts to riparian or aquatic features within the Corridor, including
any species that inhabit or occupy the area, mitigation measure BIO-4 is recommended as a precaution.
No construction work for the Project would take place within a 25-foot buffer surrounding the Salinas
River and riparian habitat. Therefore, impacts to riparian or sensitive habitat areas, jurisdictional waters,
or wetlands would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

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?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

Niblick Road intersects the Salinas River in the form of an existing bridge crossing. The Project would not
require work to be performed within the Salinas River or the surrounding riparian habitat. Therefore, there
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would be no direct impacts to riparian or aquatic features within the Corridor, including any species that
inhabit or occupy the area. Mitigation measure BIO-4 is recommended to avoid potential indirect impacts
to aquatic resources within the Salinas River. Impacts to potentially jurisdictional aquatic features, without
the required permits, could lead to violations and fines from regulatory agencies. If potentially
jurisdictional aquatic features need to be impacted by the Project, and as required by law, the Project
would need to comply with state and federal regulations regarding conducting proposed Project activities
in water courses and habitats under the jurisdiction of the CDFW, Central Coast RWQCB, and U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers. In compliance with state and federal regulations, the Project would obtain permits
pursuant to Sections 401 and 404 of the Clean Water Act, California Porter-Cologne Water Quality
Control Act, and Fish and Game Code Section 1600 et seq., if needed. Therefore, impacts to riparian or
sensitive habitat areas, jurisdictional waters, or wetlands would be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

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?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

The Project Corridor does not contain wildlife corridors due to the extent of urban development. Nearby,
the Salinas River provides a corridor for wildlife movement up and down below Niblick Road; however, no
changes would occur within the Salinas River. Proposed improvements would modify or replace similar
existing infrastructure and would not interfere with the movement of species. However, impacts to, or take
of nesting (native resident or migratory) birds could potentially occur if nests are destroyed by
construction activities or if nests are abandoned due to disruption from construction related noise or
increased human activity. To reduce potential adverse effects of the proposed Project on nesting birds
(and the sensitive bird species with potential to occur), mitigation measure BIO-7 would be incorporated.
Therefore, impacts to the movement of species would be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

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

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

Coast live oaks, valley oaks, and blue oaks are protected by the City through the 2002 Oak Tree
Preservation Ordinance. The location of each tree relative to the Project area and survey area is depicted
on Figure 3 within the Oak Tree Inventory. The protected oak trees are located in clusters just east of
Niblick Bridge and along the Corridor. Field surveys inventoried a total of 31 trees greater than 6 inches in
diameter, including 22 coast live oak, 8 valley oak, and 1 blue oak. Five valley oak trees and one coast
live oak are identified as mature heritage trees. Following the Overall Condition Rating (5=Excellent,
4=Good, 3=Fair, 2=Poor, 1=Very poor, and 0=dead), all protected oaks were determined to be in good to
fair condition. The City’s Oak Tree Preservation Regulations designates the "Critical Root Zone" (CRZ) as
the area in which care should be taken to avoid damage to the root system of oak trees. The CRZ is an
area that is measured in relation to size of the tree trunk and is generally larger than the drip line (the drip
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line was the previously protected area). The CRZ cannot be manipulated by trimming the canopy of the
tree. The Project does not require removal of any protected oak trees within the Project; however, there is
potential for impacts within the dripline or CRZ. The Oak Tree Inventory and Report (within Appendix D)
includes descriptions on canopy spread, CRZ radius, and the preferrable metrics for establishing tree
protection zones during construction. The largest CRZ would be 40 feet for a large (40-inch diameter at
breast height (DBH) valley oak. To reduce potential adverse effects of the proposed Project on oak trees,
mitigation measure BIO-5 would be incorporated. Therefore, impacts to oak trees would be less than
significant with mitigation incorporated.

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?

Finding: No Impact

The Project is not within an adopted habitat conservation plan, natural community conservation plan, or
other habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no impacts would occur.

3.4.3 Mitigation Measures

BIO-1: Best Management Practices. Best Management Practices (BMPs) shall be implemented as
standard operating procedures during all ground disturbance and construction-related activities to avoid
or minimize Project impacts on biological resources. BMPs shall include:

o Non-essential equipment shall be restricted to the existing roadways and/or ruderal areas to
avoid disturbance to native vegetation.

o All excavation, steep-walled holes or trenches in excess of 6 inches in depth shall be covered at
the close of each working day by plywood or similar materials or provided with one or more
escape ramps constructed of earthen fill or wooden planks with a 2:1 slope ratio. Trenches shall
also be inspected for entrapped wildlife each morning prior to onset of construction activities and
immediately prior to covering with plywood at the end of each working day. Before such holes or
trenches are filled, they shall be thoroughly inspected for entrapped wildlife. Any wildlife
discovered shall be allowed to escape before construction activities are allowed to resume or
removed from the trench or hole by a qualified biologist holding the appropriate permits (if
required).

e Appropriate wildlife exclusion fencing (i.e., San Joaquin kit fox fencing) shall be installed before
construction and grading activity begins and maintained the duration of the Project.

¢ Mechanical disturbance of soils shall be minimized to reduce impact of habitat manipulation on
small mammals, reptiles, and amphibians.

e If disturbed areas cannot be used for the Project, removal/disturbance of vegetation shall be
minimized to the greatest extent feasible.
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e Appropriate erosion/sediment control measures shall be installed and maintained as needed
throughout the duration of work activities. Materials used in implementing stormwater BMPs,
including straw wattles or soil fill, shall be certified weed-free to avoid introducing invasive plant
species into native habitat.

e Construction-related vehicles shall be clean and maintained free of weeds to avoid spreading
noxious weeds across the Project or transporting new weeds to the Corridor. Vehicles or
equipment brought from different areas of the country, state, or other weed zones shall be
cleaned, or documentation provided stating that they are weed free.

¢ No vehicles or equipment shall be refueled within 100 feet of an ephemeral drainage or wetland
unless a bermed and lined refueling area is constructed. Spill kits shall be maintained on the
Corridor in sufficient quantity to accommodate at least three complete vehicle tank failures of 50
gallons each. Any vehicles driven and/or operated within or adjacent to drainages or wetlands
shall be checked and maintained daily to prevent leaks of materials.

BIO-2: Worker Environmental Education Program. Prior to the start of any construction related
activities within the Corridor (i.e., mobilization, fencing, grading, or construction), a Worker Environmental
Education Program shall be implemented. Briefings for Project personnel shall include: a discussion of
the Federal Endangered Species Act, California Endangered Species Act, Bald and Golden Eagle
Protection Act, and the Migratory Bird Treaty Act; the consequences of non-compliance with these acts;
identification and values of plant and wildlife species and significant natural plant community habitats;
hazardous substance spill prevention and containment measures; a contact person and phone number in
the event wildlife needs to be relocated or dead or injured wildlife is discovered; and a review of mitigation
requirements.

BIO-3: Preconstruction Survey for Sensitive Plant and Wildlife Species. Prior to the commencement
of construction activities, a pre-activity biological survey shall be conducted, with a focus on special-status
plant species, nesting birds, Monterey dusky-footed woodrat and San Joaquin kit fox. If any special status
species are observed, the resource shall be flagged, and appropriate mitigation measures shall be
implemented.

BIO-4: Avoidance of Aquatic Features. In the absence of permits to impact potentially jurisdictional on-
site aquatic resources, avoidance of these features shall be required; it is recommended that a minimum
25-foot buffer from potentially jurisdictional aquatic features be set in place to avoid direct and minimize
indirect impacts.

BI1O-5: Oak Tree Protection Measures.

e Pre-Construction Worker Awareness Training. In conjunction with the Worker Environmental
Education Program (BIO-2), the Project Arborist shall complete a training session with all
construction personnel prior to initiation of work to discuss tree protection measures, including
general BMPs, designated work areas, maintaining protective fence, etc. The Project
Construction Manager/Foreman shall be responsible for ensuring any new construction personnel
complete the training prior to admission on to the site.
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o Establish Tree Protection Zones (TPZ). The Project Arborist, or their representative, shall
establish a TPZ around all trees to be protected. The TPZ is calculated by multiplying the DBH in
inches x 12, as determined by the Project Arborist. No grading, trenching, materials storage, or
other site disturbance shall be permitted within TPZ's without approval from the Project Arborist.

e Tree Protection Fencing. Protective fencing is required between all construction activities and
native (protected) trees. Fences shall be 4-foot orange plastic with steel t-posts sunk into the
ground approximately 8 feet apart. The fencing shall be installed prior to any site disturbance and
shall remain in place until all construction activities are complete. In areas where fencing is
inappropriate, TPZs shall be identified with flagging, paint, or other method deemed appropriate
by the Project Arborist.

e TPZ Signage. Weather-proof signs shall be permanently posted on tree protection fencing
approximately every 50 feet with the following information: Tree Protection Zone; No personnel,
equipment, materials, or vehicles are allowed; Do no remove or replace this fence; Name and
phone number of Project Manager.

e Operation and Staging of Materials and Equipment. All construction activities including staging
and operating equipment, spoils storage, materials staging, access routes, excavation, etc. shall
be excluded from TPZs, except where the Project Arborist has approved a modification.

¢ + Root Zone Soil Protection. Backfilled areas within the TPZ shall not be compacted. If temporary
staging, access routes or equipment use occurs within a TPZ, the soil shall be protected from
compaction by a 3-inch layer of mulch and/or %4-inch sheets of plywood.

e Trunk Protection. No materials shall be placed in the vicinity of the root crown or leaned against
the trunk. Do not attach signs, fencing, or other materials to trunks or branches; all temporary
flagging shall be removed as soon as possible. During the use of air tools, a stiff material such as
plywood, cardboard, heavy fabric, or similar material shall be temporarily erected to protect tree
trunks from soil mobilized by the air tools.

e General Pruning. All pruning cuts shall be made and/or supervised the Project Arborist or their
representative. Tree workers shall follow current industry standards for tree care including ANSI
A300 Tree, Shrub, and Other Woody Plant Maintenance—Standard Practices (Pruning). All
pruning cuts (canopy and roots) shall be made with sharp, clean pruning equipment. Any limbs
that will interfere with construction equipment or safe work practices (i.e., reduced visibility) shall
be cut to avoid breakage or other equipment damage.

e Arborist Monitoring Program. The Project Arborist shall develop a Monitoring Program in order to
implement any required mitigation measures. The program may include the requirement that the
Project Arborist, or their representative, shall be present at various times of development such as:

o Prior to the issuance of a Grading Permit to ensure proper installation of protective
fencing and signage.

o0 During any work within the TPZ of an oak tree.
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o Prior to certificate of occupancy.
o0 Any other time the Project Arborist deems necessary.

o Following each monitoring visits, a Field Report (format determined by the City) shall be
completed, and a copy provided to the Project Manager and City of Paso Robles
Planning Department.

e Project Changes. Any changes to the Project which may potentially affect (directly or indirectly)
the TPZ of a protected tree shall be reviewed by the Project Arborist.

o Post-Construction Tree Care. Follow up tree care such as supplemental irrigation, mulching, and
monitoring, aids in recovery from root loss, and can increase tree health and longevity. In natural
areas, a 4- to 6- inch layer of mulch should be applied immediately outside the root crown, out to
the dripline.

e Post-Construction Monitoring. Trees that have sustained significant root loss (i.e., the loss of one
or more roots greater than 2 inches in diameter) should be monitored on a quarterly basis for
stress, secondary pests, and pathogens.

BIO-6: Special Status Plant Avoidance. If special status plant species are identified during the pre-
construction survey, the locations of the special-status plant populations shall be clearly identified in the
field by staking, flagging, or fencing an appropriately sized buffer around them prior to the
commencement of activities that may cause disturbance. No activity shall occur within the buffer area. All
general conservation measures shall be developed on a case-by-case basis by a qualified biologist and
shall include strategies that are species and site-specific to avoid or minimize impacts to special-status
plants. Consultation with appropriate resources agencies may be required if impacts to special status
plant species are unavoidable.

BIO-7: Nesting Bird Surveys and Avoidance Measures. Where possible, vegetation removal activities
(e.g., tree trimming, if required) should occur after September 15 but prior to February 15 to avoid impacts
to nesting birds. Prior to initial site disturbance/issuance of grading permits, seasonally timed
presence/absence surveys for nesting birds shall be conducted by a qualified biologist. If construction
occurs outside of avian nesting season, only a single presence/absence survey for special status species
shall be conducted. If construction is scheduled to begin during the avian nesting season (February 15
through September 15; January 1 to August 15 for raptors), a minimum of three survey events, three days
apart, shall be conducted, with the last survey no more than three days prior to the start of site
disturbance. Surveys shall be conducted within 500 feet of all proposed Project activities.

If breeding birds with active nests are found prior to or during construction, a qualified biologist shall
establish a 300-foot buffer around the nest and no activities shall be allowed within the buffer(s) until the
young have fledged from the nest or the nest fails. The prescribed buffers may be adjusted by the
qualified biologist based on existing conditions around the nest, planned construction activities, tolerance
of the species, and other pertinent factors. The qualified biologist shall conduct regular monitoring of the
nest to determine success/failure and to ensure that Project activities are not conducted within the
buffer(s) until the nesting cycle is complete or the nest fails.
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BIO-8: Biological Monitoring. A qualified biologist shall be present during initial ground disturbance
within currently undeveloped areas of the Corridor and periodically during the bird nesting season (or
other times depending on non-avian species monitoring needs). If required, during pre-construction
surveys and/or monitoring efforts, the qualified biologist shall relocate common and special status species
that enter the Corridor. Some special status species may require specific permits prior to handling and/or
have established protocols for relocation. Records of all detections, captures, and releases shall be
reported to CDFW.

BIO-9: San Joaquin Kit Fox. The following mitigation measures are standard measures developed by
San Luis Obispo County that when implemented, will avoid take and reduce impacts to kit fox habitat to
an insignificant level:

A qualified biologist shall be retained to conduct a pre-construction survey of the Corridor and
conduct a pre-construction kit fox briefing for construction workers to minimize kit fox impacts.

Kit fox protection measures shall be included on Project plans.
The maximum speed limit in the Corridor shall be 25 miles per hour during construction.
All construction activities shall stop at dusk.

Excavations deeper than 2 feet shall be covered at the end of each working day or escape ramps
shall be provided for kit fox.

Pipes, culverts, or similar structures shall be inspected for kit fox before burying, capping, or
moving.

Food related trash shall be removed from the Project Corridor.

If pesticides or herbicides are used, they shall be used according to local, state, and federal
regulations to prevent secondary poisoning of kit foxes.

If a kit fox is discovered at any time in the Corridor, all construction shall stop and the CDFW and
USFWS contacted immediately. The appropriate federal and state permits shall be obtained
before the Project can proceed.

Permanent fencing installed as part of the Project shall allow passage of dispersing kit foxes.

3.4.4 Conclusion

With the implementation of mitigation measures B1O-1 through BIO-9, the impacts to biological resources
from the Project would be less than significant.
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3.5 Cultural Resources

Potentiall Less than L th
CULTURAL RESOURCES otentially | gignificant | coo0 @ | No
_— Significant with Mitigation Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact g Impact p
Incorporated
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of
a historical resource pursuant to Section 15064.5? D D |X| D
b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of D IZI D D
an archaeological resource pursuant to Section 15064.57
c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred
outside of formal cemeteries? D lzl D D

3.5.1 Environmental Setting

The following section was compiled based on information contained in Appendix E — Cultural Resources
Survey Report. CEQA requires California state and local public agencies to evaluate the impacts of their
project(s) on the environment, including, but not limited to, historical resources, archaeological resources,
and tribal cultural resources. Under CEQA, a project that results in a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource is a project that may have a significant adverse effect on the
environment (CEQA Guidelines 15064.5(b)). CEQA defines substantial adverse change in the
significance of a resource as the physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource
or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of the resource is materially altered (CEQA
Guidelines 15064.5(b)(2)). Additionally, no project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource is categorically exempt from CEQA. CEQA considers three types of
cultural resources: historical resources, archaeological resources, and tribal cultural resources.

California Public Resources Code (PRC) 21084.1 defines a “historical resource” as a resource that meets
one or more of the following criteria:

e Listed in, or eligible for listing in, the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR, as
defined under the PRC Section 5024.1; 14 CCR Section 4850, et seq.);

e Listed in a local register of historical resources (as defined at PRC Section 5020.1(k));

o |dentified as significant in a historical resource survey meeting the requirements of PRC Section
5024.1(g); or

e Determined to be a historical resource by a project's lead agency (14 CCR Section 15064.5(a)).

A “unique archaeological resource,” is a rarely used classification of cultural resource considered under
CEQA, established in 1981 by the Deddeh Act (Assembly Bill [AB] 952), representing Section 21083.2 of
the PRC, and prior to the establishment of the CRHR criteria (Appendix E). The CEQA Guidelines require
that lead agencies determine whether a site is a historical resource as defined above and in Title 14 CCR
§15064.5(a). Only if the site does not meet those definitions, then the lead agency must consider whether
it represents a unique archaeological resource, which is defined in Section 15064.5(g) of the CEQA
statute as: “an archaeological artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that,
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without merely adding to the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that it meets any of the
following criteria”;

Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and that there is a
demonstrable public interest in that information;

Has a special and particular quality, such as being the oldest of its type or the best available
example of its type; or

Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or
person.

In addition, the City’s Historic Preservation Ordinance states that a building, structure, object or site may
be designated as a Historic Landmark if it possesses sufficient character-defining features, integrity of
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling or association and meets at least of the
following criteria:

It reflects special elements of the City’s historical, archeological, cultural, social, economic,
aesthetic, engineering or architectural development;

It is identified with persons or events significant in local, state or national history;

It embodies distinctive characteristics of a style, type, period or method of construction, oritis a
valuable example of the use of indigenous materials or craftsmanship; or whether the building or
structure represents an established and familiar visual feature of a neighborhood or community of
the City; or

It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the history or prehistory of
Paso Robles, California or the nation.

The Conservation Element of the City General Plan outlines goals, policies, and action items aimed at
ensuring the preservation of cultural and archaeological resources within the City (City of Paso Robles,
2014a). The Project would be supporting Policy C-6B to support Goal C-6.

GOAL C-6: Cultural Resources. Strive to preserve/protect important historic and archeological resources.

POLICY C-6B: Archaeological Resources: Strive to preserve/protect “unique archaeological resources” as
defined by the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Action Item 1. Require the preparation of archaeological studies and/or preliminary evaluation
reports for new developments that are subject to CEQA, and the site could potentially contain a
“unique archaeological resource.” Incorporate mitigation measures identified by such studies into
the development.

A cultural resources study for the Project is attached in Appendix E. The study consisted of a California
Historical Records Information System records search at the Central Coast Information Center at the
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Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History; a review of historical maps and aerial imagery; and a cultural
resources field survey of the Corridor.

The precontact chronology for the Central Coast region is described in Jones et al. (2007), who identify
six cultural periods. This chronology—which relies heavily on Olivella shell bead horizon sequences—
consists of the Paleo-Indian (pre-8000 cal. B.C.), Millingstone (8000 to 3500 cal. B.C.), Early (3500 to 600
cal. B.C.), Middle (600 cal. B.C. to cal. A.D. 1000), Middle/Late Transition (cal. A.D. 1000 to 1250), and
Late (cal. A.D. 1250 to 1769) periods. Pre-European contact, the City of Paso Robles was near the
ethnographic boundary of the Salinan and Chumash Native American groups within the Central Coast
region. At the time of European contact, the Corridor was within the territory of the Obispefio and
Purisimefio Chumash, who occupied the area between the coastline and the Santa Lucia and San
Raphael ranges from Point Conception to Point Estero (Appendix E). Salinan territory at the time of Euro-
American contact is estimated to have included the Pacific coast from Lucia south to near Morro Bay,
from the coast inland about 50 miles, and the Salinas River watershed from its headwaters north to
Soledad (Appendix E).

Post-European contact, the City’s central location made it a natural destination for Spanish missionaries.
The City is located midway between two missions — San Luis Obispo and San Miguel — and was an
important outpost for those two missions, founded in 1772 and 1797, respectively (Appendix E). Hot
springs around the City were an important factor in the town’s post-contact settlement.

Like many other cities in California, the City was officially established and began a period of growth in the
1880s. The completion of the Southern Pacific Railroad’s coastal route running south from San Francisco
influenced the region’s developmental history. Presently, agriculture and tourism remain important
industries to the City and regional area, with vineyards and the wine industry serving as a major economic
driver.

3.5.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

a) Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical
resource as identified in Section 15064.5?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

There are no historic buildings or structures directly within the Corridor. The closest recorded historical
resources are historic foundations/structure pads, which were found adjacent to the Corridor (Appendix
E). For much of the first half of the 20th century through the 1960s, the Corridor was sparsely developed
and primarily agricultural. As a result and given the previous development of the bridge and roads, the
likelihood of unearthing significant historic period archaeological deposits during Project ground-disturbing
activities is low. The types of improvements proposed under the Complete Streets Plan would require
minimal disturbance throughout the Corridor (e.g., road striping, sidewalk construction) and would not
significantly affect adjacent areas or development. The proposed improvements would be predominantly
within existing road right-of-way and designed to facilitate improved access and connectivity with adjacent
development and would not adversely affect the adjacent built environment. The proposed Project would
not directly impact historical resources or cause a direct substantial adverse change in the significance of
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a historical resource. Therefore, the potential impact would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
warranted.

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

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

The records search results identified 50 previous cultural resources studies within a 0.5-mile radius of the
Corridor. Of these, 16 overlap with the Corridor. The presence of precontact resources adjacent to the
Corridor indicates a potential for buried cultural resources within the Corridor (Appendix E). Notably,
buried precontact archaeological deposits have been identified within the Corridor (Appendix E). As a
result, unearthing significant archaeological deposits during Project ground-disturbing activities is
possible. The proposed Project would not cause a direct substantial adverse change in significant of an
archaeological resource with the implementation of mitigation measures CUL-1 and CUL-2. Thus, the
potential impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

c¢) Would the project disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

There are no known human remains within the Corridor, and the likelihood of unknown remains existing
within the uppermost two to three feet is low due to prior disturbance from road construction.
Nonetheless, the Project carries the potential for archaeological resources, and the possibility of
discovering unknown human remains during ground disturbance always exists. Procedures for
appropriately handling of the accidental discovery of human remains are outlined in the State of California
Health and Safety Code Section 7050.5. According to this code section, no further disturbance can take
place until the County Coroner determines the origin and disposition of the remains in accordance with
Public Resources Code Section 5097.98. Immediate notification of the County Coroner is required upon
discovery. If the human remains are determined to be prehistoric, the coroner would inform the California
Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), which would identify and notify the most likely
descendant (MLD). Potential impacts associated with the disturbance of human remains would be less
than significant with the implementation of mitigation measure CUL-3. Thus, the potential impact would
be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.
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3.5.3 Mitigation Measures

CUL-1: Archaeological Monitoring. A qualified archaeologist shall monitor Project ground disturbance
within 2,000 feet of the intersection of Niblick Road and South River Road. Monitoring shall continue at
this location until the archaeologist determines that there is a low potential for intact subsurface
archaeological deposits. The archaeological monitoring shall be overseen by an archaeologist that meets
the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards for archaeology.

Should an archaeological deposit be encountered during Project subsurface construction, all ground
disturbing activities within 25 feet shall be redirected and the on-site archaeologist shall assess the
deposit, consult with agencies as appropriate, and make recommendations for the treatment of the
discovery. The City Public Works Department shall be notified by the construction contractor, or an
appropriate designee, within 24 hours of the discovery. As mandated under CEQA, preservation in place
shall be the preferred treatment method (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)). If the archaeological
deposit is found to be significant by the on-site archaeologist (i.e., eligible for listing in the CRHR) and the
deposit cannot be preserved in place, the City shall be responsible for funding and overseeing
implementation of appropriate mitigation measures. Mitigation measures may include, but would not be
limited to, recording the archaeological deposit, data recovery and analysis, and public outreach. Upon
completion of the selected mitigations, a report documenting methods, findings, and recommendations
shall be prepared and submitted to the City Public Works Department for review, and the final report shall
be submitted by the archaeologist to the Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History. Significant
archaeological materials shall be submitted to an appropriate local curation facility and used for future
research and public interpretive displays, as appropriate.

CUL-2: Accidental Discovery. If buried cultural resources (such as chipped or ground stone, historic
debris, or building foundations) are encountered during ground-disturbing activities—and an
archaeological monitor is not on-site—work shall stop in that area and within a 25-foot radius of the find
until a qualified archaeologist meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications Standards
for archaeology can assess the significance of the discovery and, if necessary, develop a response plan
with appropriate treatment measures, in consultation with the City’s Public Works Department, an
appropriate tribal representative, and other relevant agencies.

If necessary, the assessment may require preparation of a treatment plan and archaeological testing to
determine CRHR eligibility. As mandated under CEQA, preservation in place shall be the preferred
treatment method (CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b)). If the discovery qualifies as a historical
resource under CEQA (CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(a)) and cannot be avoided by the Project, data
recovery may be warranted to exhaust the resource's data potential, thereby reducing the impact to a
less-than-significant level. Construction shall not resume until the qualified archaeologist has conferred
with the City’s Public Works Department on the significance of the resource and the recommended
mitigations made by the qualified archaeologist have been implemented.

Upon completion of the selected mitigations, a report documenting methods, findings, and
recommendations shall be prepared and submitted to the City Public Works Department for review, and
the final report shall be submitted by the archaeologist to the Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History.
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Significant archaeological materials shall be submitted to an appropriate local curation facility and used
for future research and public interpretive displays, as appropriate.

CUL-3: Native American Remains. If human remains are identified during Project construction, these
remains would be treated in accordance with Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code
(HSC) and Section 5097.98 of the PRC, as appropriate. Section 7050.5 of the California HSC states that,
in the event of discovery or recognition of any human remains in any location other than a dedicated
cemetery, there shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area reasonably
suspected to overlie adjacent remains until the coroner of the county in which the remains are discovered
has determined whether or not the remains are subject to the coroner’s authority.

If the human remains are of Native American origin, the coroner must notify the NAHC within 24 hours of
this identification. The NAHC will identify a Native American MLD to inspect the site and provide
recommendations for the proper treatment of the remains and associated grave goods. Section 5097.98
of the PRC states that the NAHC, upon notification of the discovery of Native American human remains
pursuant to HSC Section 7050.5, shall immediately notify those persons (i.e., the MLD) it believes to be
descended from the deceased. With permission of the landowner or a designated representative, the
MLD may inspect the remains and any associated cultural materials and make recommendations for
treatment or disposition of the remains and associated grave goods. The MLD shall provide
recommendations or preferences for treatment of the remains and associated cultural materials within 48
hours of being granted access to the site.

3.5.4 Conclusion

With the implementation of mitigation measures CUL-1 through CUL-3, the impacts to cultural resources
from the Project would be less than significant.
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3.6 Energy Resources
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3.6.1 Environmental Setting

The City’s General Plan Conservation Element (2002), Climate Action Plan (2013), and Bicycle and
Pedestrian Master Plan (2018), and the San Luis Obispo Council of Governments (SLOCOG) Regional
Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (2023) all set forth policies and goals aimed
at reducing VMT, emissions, and energy used for transportation. These include network and
infrastructure improvements for alternative modes of transportation (such as this proposed Project),
improved public transportation, and mixed-use development. The City’s Climate Action Plan Measure E-5:
Energy Efficient Public Realm Lighting Requirements require the use of high efficiency lights in parking
lots, streets, and other public areas. The City of Paso Robles General Plan Conservation Element
includes one goal related to energy conservation:

GOAL C-7: Energy Conservation, Encourage the conservation of energy resources.

POLICY C-7A: Conservation Measures. Investigate and implement as feasible, energy conservation
measures.

3.6.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project aims to upgrade the transportation system to promote healthy and energy-efficient modes like
walking and biking. However, construction activities would temporarily rely on fossil fuels, electricity, and
natural gas for construction and employee vehicles and equipment. This energy usage during
construction is temporary and not considered a significant consumption of energy resources, particularly
given the positive impact of the proposed enhancements. During Project operations, energy would be
utilized for routine road maintenance. As part of the Project, approximately six light poles along Niblick
Road would need to be relocated and additional lighting would be installed to increase pedestrian safety.
Additionally, other planned improvements are expected to generally reduce the reliance on energy and
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fossil fuel-driven transportation. Consequently, there are no notable Project aspects during construction
or operation that would lead to inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary energy consumption. Therefore,
potential impacts to energy due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project would enhance alternative transportation options, promoting the substitution of vehicular trips
with less energy-intensive, non-motorized modes, which aligns with various state and local plans,
including the City’s General Plan Conservation Element and Transportation Element, the City’s Climate
Action Plan, the City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, and the SLOCOG Regional Transportation
Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy. These plans collectively aim to reduce VMT and fossil fuel
energy consumption in transportation. The Project would yield positive outcomes for transportation and
energy, without conflicting with or impeding state or local efforts towards renewable energy or energy
efficiency. Therefore, potential impacts to renewable energy or energy efficiency plans would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

3.6.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.6.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to energy resources would
occur.
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3.7 Geology and Soils
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3.7.1 Environmental Setting

The Corridor is located in the Southern Coast Ranges geomorphic province of California. The Coast
Ranges extend to the San Francisco Bay to the north and to the Santa Ynez River to the south. The

eastern boundary of the Coast Ranges is the Central Valley and the western boundary extends offshore
into the Pacific Ocean. The Coast Ranges are characterized by northwest-southeast trending mountain
ranges and intervening valleys which are generally separated by faults (Appendix F — Initial Site
Assessment). The Corridor is further located in the Salinas River Valley, a major north-northwesterly
trending alluvial valley which extends from the Santa Margarita area to the south to the Salinas/Monterey
area to the north. The Salinas Valley has been carved into underlying bedrock by the Salinas River and

subsequently filled with thick deposits of alluvial sediments. This alluvium consists primarily of sand,
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gravel, and conglomerate deposits of the Pliocene/Pleistocene age Paso Robles Formation. The older
alluvium is overlain by Holocene age sediments deposited by the Salinas River. Weakly consolidated
deposits of the Paso Robles Formation are exposed in the local foothills flanking the Salinas River
(Appendix F).

Beneath the Paso Robles Formation are marine siltstones and shales of the Miocene age Monterey
Formation. In most local areas, the Monterey Formation rests unconformably on oceanic rocks of the Late
Jurassic to Early Cretaceous Franciscan Formation (Appendix F).

Multiple regional faults, including the San Andreas, Nacimiento, Rinconada, and "Offshore Faults," pose
seismic hazards to the City and thus, the Corridor. Historically, the San Andreas Fault has been
recognized as the primary source of ground shaking and fault activity within the City (City of Paso Robles,
2003b). However, the Rinconada Fault intersects the Corridor approximately 820.21 feet east of Spring
Street, within segment one of the Project (CDC, 2024b) This fault is a significant structural feature of the
Salinas River, characterized by undifferentiated Quaternary formations. Although considered inactive in
terms of fault rupture, the Rinconada Fault remains susceptible to moderate seismic activity (City of Paso
Robles, 2003b).

There are a variety of historic soil units occurring within the Corridor, many of which are Arbuckle and San
Ysidro complexes. Table 3—Soils Occurring in Project Corridor lists the soils occurring in the Corridor and
an additional 300-foot buffer zone and is based on Natural Resources Conservation Service soil survey
data (Appendix D).

Table 3. Soils Occurring in Project Corridor

Map Map Unit Description Area within Project
Unit Name Corridor and Buffer
Symbol Zone (acres)
100 Arbuckle fine Arbuckle soils are well-draining non-hydric soils with low 12.5
sandy loam, 0 | runoff associated with terraces at elevations of 600 to
to 2 percent 1,500 feet; parent material consists of alluvium derived
slopes from mixed rock sources. Minor components include
unnamed soils like Arbuckle, San Ysidro, Cropley, and
Hanford.
103 Arbuckle- Positas soils are well-drained non-hydric soil with very high 10.9
Positas runoff associated with terraces at elevations of 600 to 1,500
complex, 15 feet; parent material consists of alluvium derived from mixed
to 30 percent rock sources. Minor components include Greenfield,
slopes unnamed soils like Positas, Hanford, Ayar, Nacimiento,
Balcom and Shimmon.
106 Arbuckle-San | San Ysidro soils are moderately well-draining, non-hydric 26.7
Ysidro soils with very high runoff associated with terraces at
complex, 2 to elevations of 600 to 1,500 feet; parent material consists of
9 percent alluvium derived from mixed rocks. Minor components
slopes include Greenfield, unnamed soils like San Ysidro, unnamed
soils like Arbuckle, Hanford, Cropley, Rincon and additional
unnamed soils.
150 Hanford and Hanford soils are well-draining, non-hydric soils with low 7.7
Greenfield runoff associated with terraces at elevations of 600 to 1,500
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Map Map Unit Description Area within Project
Unit Name Corridor and Buffer
Symbol Zone (acres)
gravelly sandy | feet; parent material consists of alluvium derived from mixed
loams, 210 9 rock sources. Greenfield soils are well draining, non-hydric
percent soils with low runoff associated with terraces at elevations of
slopes 600 to 1,500 feet; parent material consists of alluvium
derived from mixed rock sources. Minor components include
Arbuckle, San Ysidro, Lockwood, Cropley, Metz, Pico,
Rincon, Tujunga.
152 Linne-Calodo | Linne soils are well-draining non-hydric soils with very high 12.2
complex, 9 to runoff associated with hills at elevations of 600 to 1,500 feet;
30 percent parent material consists of residuum weathered from
slopes calcareous shale and/or sandstone. Calodo soils are well-
draining non-hydric soils with very high runoff associated
with hills at elevations of 600 to 1,500 feet; parent material
consists of residuum weathered from calcareous shale and
or residuum weather from calcareous sandstone. Minor
components include Nacimiento, Los Osos, unnamed soils
like Linne, unnamed soils like Calodo, rock outcrop, Diablo,
Lockwood, Ayar, Balcom, and Cropley.
158 Lockwood Lockwood soils are well draining non-hydric soils with 5.1
shaly loam, 2 | medium runoff associated with terraces at elevations of 600
to 9 percent to 1,500 feet; parent material consists of alluvium derived
slopes from sedimentary rock; minor components include unnamed
soils like Lockwood, Elder, additional unnamed soils, Still.
166 Metz loamy Metz soils are somewhat excessively draining non-hydric 2.5
sand,0to 5 soils associated with flood plains at elevations of 600 to
percent 1,500 feet; parent material is alluvium derived from mixed
slopes rock sources; minor components include San Emigdio,
Haford, Tujunga, Elder, Pico, unnamed soils, Xerofluvents.
167 Metz-Tujunga | Tujunga soils are somewhat excessively drained, non hydric 2.1
complex, soils with negligible runoff associated with floodplains at
occasionally elevations of 600 to 1,500 feet; parent material consists of
flooded, 0 to 5 | alluvium derived from mixed rock. Minor components include
percent Xerofluvents, Elder, Pico, unnamed soils, and San Emigdio.
slopes
183 Pico fine Pico soils are well draining, non-hydric soils with very low 0.3
sandy loam, 0 | runoff associated with alluvial flats at elevations of 600 to
to 2 percent 1,500 feet; parent materials consist of alluvium derived from
slopes calcareous sedimentary sources. Minor components include
Elder, unnamed soils, Cropley and Tujunga.
188 Rincon clay Rincon soils are well draining soils with high runoff 41.0
loam, 2to 9 associated with alluvial fans and terraces at elevations of 10
percent to 3,110 feet; parent material consists of clayey alluvium
slopes, MLRA | derived from sedimentary rock. Minor components include
14 Lockwood, Capay, Arbuckle, Cropley, Brentwood and
Antioch.
197 San Ysidro San Ysidro soils are moderately well draining, non-hydric 0.9
loam, 0 to 2 soils with low runoff associated with valley floors, alluvial
percent fans, and terraces at elevations of 70 to 1,990 feet; parent

material consists of alluvium derived from sedimentary rock.
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Map Map Unit Description Area within Project
Unit Name Corridor and Buffer
Symbol Zone (acres)
slopes, MLRA | Minor components include Arbuckle, Rincon, Solano,
14 Pleasanton, Pescadero, Palexeralfs and Cropley.
209 Still clay loam, | Still soils are well draining, non-hydric soils with high runoff 9.0
2 to 9 percent | associated with alluvial fans at elevations of 600 to 1,500
slopes feet; parent materials consist of alluvium derived from
sedimentary rock. Minor components include Mocho, Metz
and unnamed soils.
300 Corducci and Corducci soils are somewhat excessively drained, non hydric 14.2
Typic soils with very low runoff associated with stream terraces,
Xerofluvents, alluvial fans, and flood plains at elevations of 70 to 2,480
0 to 5 percent | feet; parent material consists of mixed alluvium derived from
slopes, igneous and sedimentary rock. Typic Xerofluvents are
occasionally somewhat excessively drained, non-hydric soils with very low
flooded, runoff associated with stream terraces and flood plains at
MLRA 14 elevations of 70 to 2,480 feet; parent material consists of
mixed alluvium derived from igneous and sedimentary rock.
Minor components include Tujunga, Xerofluvents,
Xeropsamments and Metz.
Total 145.1

3.7.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

a) Would the project directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

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

I Strong seismic ground shaking?

Il. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction?

V. Landslides?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

While there is a known earthquake fault, Rinconada, that passes through the Corridor, it is not active.
According to the most recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map, the Corridor is not located
within an Earthquake Fault Hazard Zone. The Project would not directly or indirectly cause potential
adverse effects due to rupture of a known earthquake fault and strong seismic ground shaking because
the area is not within an active fault zone.

The General Plan’s Safety Element identifies areas within or immediately adjacent to the Salinas River
and Huer Huero Creek floodplains (including the Corridor) are the most susceptible to seismic ground
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shaking (City of Paso Robles 2003b). The proposed Project would be designed with Caltrans standard
BMPs that would reduce the risk of failure during seismic ground shaking.

According to the General Plan Safety Element, the Corridor is also designated as a high liquefaction risk
area. The west side of the Project that includes Spring Street, Niblick Bridge, and South River Road are
within high to moderate potential, with the rest of the Corridor labeled as low potential (County, 2013).
The Safety Element’s Policy S-1D Action ltem 6 prohibits construction within areas of potential
liquefaction without site-specific analysis of liquefaction potential (City of Paso Robles, 2003b). Caltrans
and City engineering BMPs would be implemented as part of the Project and would reduce potential
structure damage or failure if seismic-related liquefaction were to occur.

According to the General Plan Safety Element, the Corridor is within a low potential landslide area and no
landslides are recorded in the Beta Landslide Inventory for Paso Robles (CDC, 2024c).

Overall, the proposed Project would occur within the existing footprint of a roadway that has been
previously disturbed, and would not significantly alter the existing landscape, slopes, drainage, or other
geologic conditions or characteristics. The roadway improvements primarily consist of modifications to
accommodate new bike lanes and pedestrian crossings and are not inherently structural. The Project
would follow applicable regulations and standards to reduce potential impacts associated with unstable
geologic conditions and the Project would comply with all City Codes and the General Plan Safety
Element to ensure potential impacts related to seismic hazards would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is warranted.

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Corridor is within an urbanized environment on previously-disturbed soil from the existing Niblick
Road and adjacent development (residences and commercial structures). During construction,
contractors would be required to comply with federal, state, and local regulations and guidelines to
minimize the potential for soil erosion, including the State Water Resources Control Board’'s (SWRCB)
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) General Permit for Storm Water Discharges
Associated with Construction and Land Disturbance Activities (Order No. 2022-0057-DWQ, NPDES No.
CAS000002 (General Construction Permit. Therefore, impacts to soil erosion would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

c) Would the project be located on 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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project is located in an area with multiple geological characteristics that could contribute to unstable
geologic or soil conditions, including high liquefaction potential, and low to moderate potential for seismic
activity, ground shaking, and seismic settlement. Although development within these soil conditions
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creates the risk for structure instability, damage, failure, and/or collapse, the Project design is based on
the Complete Streets Resources and Complete Streets Elements Toolbox (Version 2.0), the 2012
American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) Guide for the
Development of Bicycle Facilities, and the 2004 AASHTO Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation
of Pedestrian Facilities.

Adherence to AASHTO and other relevant standards mentioned above determine risks to individuals and
structures, including those associated with unstable soil conditions, have been appropriately mitigated as
part of Project design. As the Project does not entail the construction of habitable structures, there is no
potential for injury or loss of life resulting from structural damage or collapse. Furthermore, the proposed
improvements would be implemented within an existing footprint that has been previously disturbed, and
as such, they would not substantially modify the current landscape, slopes, drainage patterns, or other
geological conditions or characteristics. Therefore, impacts to unstable geologic units would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Lockwood shaly loam and Arbuckle fine sandy loam soils that partly underlie the Corridor have
moderate expansive potential. Design of the proposed Project would be consistent with and comply with
infrastructure development regulations of the City and Caltrans for development in areas with moderately
expansive soil conditions. Implementation of such design features would ensure that the proposed Project
is not impacted by expansive soils. As such, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
warranted.

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

Finding: No Impact

The Project does not include the use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems. No impact
would occur.

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

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

The Corridor consists primarily of engineered fill associated with the development of the existing roadway,
utility infrastructure, and adjacent land use. Excavation and grading required for most Project elements
would be surface-level, limited to depths of one foot or less. Such shallow disturbances within the
Corridor are not expected to affect paleontological resources or geological features. The Project site
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located in a developed area and has been previously disturbed. No paleontological resources or unique
geologic features are known to exist within the Project site. However, should paleontological resources be
discovered during Project construction, the impact to paleontological resources would be less than
significant with the implementation of mitigation measure GEO-1. Thus, the potential impact would be
less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

3.7.3 Mitigation Measures

GEO-1: Paleontological Resources. During construction, if paleontological resources are encountered,
work shall be halted immediately within 50 meters (165 feet) of the find until a qualified paleontologist can
evaluate it. The City of Paso Robles Public Works Department and a qualified paleontologist shall be
immediately contacted by the responsible individual present on site. When contacted, the City Project
Manager and the paleontologist shall immediately visit the site to determine the extent of the resources
and to develop proper mitigation measures required for the discovery per Standard Procedures for the
Assessment and Mitigation of Adverse Impacts to Paleontological Resources put forth by the Society of
Vertebrate Paleontology.

3.7.4 Conclusion

With the implementation of mitigation measures GEO-1, the impacts to geological resources from the
Project would be less than significant.
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3.8 Greenhouse Gases

Potentiall Less than Less than
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS otentially Significant o No
i Significant . N Significant
Would the pro]ect: Impact with Mltlgatlon Impact Impact

Incorporated

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

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions |:| |:| |X| |:|
of greenhouse gases?

3.8.1 Environmental Setting

Various gases in the earth’s atmosphere, classified as atmospheric greenhouse gases (GHG), play a
critical role in determining the earth’s surface temperature. Solar radiation enters the earth’s atmosphere
from space and a portion of the radiation is absorbed by the earth’s surface. The earth emits this radiation
back toward space, but the properties of the radiation change from high-frequency solar radiation to
lower-frequency infrared radiation. GHGs, which are transparent to solar radiation, are effective in
absorbing infrared radiation. As a result, the radiation that otherwise would have escaped back into space
is now retained, resulting in a warming of the atmosphere. This phenomenon is known as the greenhouse
effect. Among the prominent GHGs contributing to the greenhouse effect are carbon dioxide (CO2),
methane (CHa), nitrous oxide (N20), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), nitrogen
trifluoride (NFs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SFs). Primary GHGs attributed to global climate change are
discussed in the following subsections (Appendix C).

Carbon Dioxide (COz). COz2 is a colorless, odorless gas. CO: is emitted in a number of ways, both
naturally and through human activities. The largest source of CO2 emissions globally is the combustion of
fossil fuels such as coal, oil, and gas in power plants, automobiles, industrial facilities, and other sources.
A number of specialized industrial production processes and product uses such as mineral production,
metal production, and the use of petroleum-based products can also lead to CO2 emissions. The
atmospheric lifetime of COz is variable because it is so readily exchanged in the atmosphere.

Methane (CHas). CH4 is a colorless, odorless gas that is the major component of natural gas, about 87
percent by volume. It is also formed and released to the atmosphere by biological processes occurring in
anaerobic environments. CH4 is emitted from a variety of both human-related and natural sources.
Human related sources include fossil fuel production, animal husbandry (enteric fermentation in livestock
and manure management), rice cultivation, biomass burning, and waste management. These activities
release significant quantities of methane to the atmosphere. Natural sources of methane include
wetlands, gas hydrates, permafrost, termites, oceans, freshwater bodies, non-wetland soils, and other
sources such as wildfires. The atmospheric lifetime of CHa is about 12 years.

Nitrous Oxide (N20). N2O is a clear, colorless gas with a slightly sweet odor. N2O is produced by both
natural and human-related sources. Primary human-related sources of N2O are agricultural soil
management, animal manure management, sewage treatment, mobile and stationary combustion of fossil

41



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation Measures

fuels, adipic acid production, and nitric acid production. N20 is also produced naturally from a wide variety
of biological sources in soil and water, particularly microbial action in wet tropical forests. The
atmospheric lifetime of N20O is approximately 120 years.

Hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs). HFCs are man-made chemicals, many of which have been developed as
alternatives to ozone-depleting substances for industrial, commercial, and consumer products. The only
significant emissions of HFCs before 1990 were of the chemical HFC-23, which is generated as a
byproduct of the production of HCFC-22 (or Freon 22, used in air conditioning applications). The
atmospheric lifetime for HFCs varies from just over a year for HFC-152a to 260 years for HFC-23. Most of
the commercially used HFCs have atmospheric lifetimes of less than 15 years (e.g., HFC-134a, which is
used in automobile air conditioning and refrigeration, has an atmospheric life of 14 years).

Perfluorocarbons (PFCs). PFCs are colorless, highly dense, chemically inert, and nontoxic. There are
seven PFC gases: perfluoromethane (CF4), perfluoroethane (CzFs), perfluoropropane (CsFs),
perfluorobutane (CsF+0), perfluorocyclobutane (C4Fs), perfluoropentane (CsF12), and perfluorohexane
(CeF14). Natural geological emissions have been responsible for the PFCs that have accumulated in the
atmosphere in the past; however, the largest current source is aluminum production, which releases CF4
and CzFe as byproducts. The estimated atmospheric lifetimes for CF4 and C2Fs are 50,000 and 10,000
years, respectively.

Nitrogen Trifluoride (NF3). NFs is an inorganic, colorless, odorless, toxic, nonflammable gas used as an
etchant in microelectronics. NFs is predominantly employed in the cleaning of the plasma-enhanced
chemical vapor deposition chambers in the production of liquid crystal displays and silicon-based thin film
solar cells. In 2009, NF3 was listed by California as a potential GHG to be listed and regulated under AB
32 (Section 38505 Health and Safety Code).

Sulfur Hexafluoride (SFs). SFe is an inorganic compound that is colorless, odorless, nontoxic, and
generally nonflammable. SFs is primarily used as an electrical insulator in high voltage equipment. The
electric power industry uses roughly 80 percent of all SFs produced worldwide. Leaks of SFs occur from
aging equipment and during equipment maintenance and servicing. SFe has an atmospheric life of 3,200
years.

Refer to the environmental setting in Section 3.3, Air Quality, for a description of the local environment
and regulatory setting. In addition to CARB, GHG emissions are regulated by Assembly Bill 32, Senate
Bill 32, and Assembly Bill 1279. GHGs are also regulated locally. In 2013, the City Council adopted a
Climate Action Plan (CAP), which serves as a long-range plan to reduce GHG emissions from City and
community actions. In 2005, transportation (the emissions from gasoline and diesel used in on-road
vehicles) was 40 percent of the total GHG emissions for the City (City of Paso Robles, 2013). The Project
would be supporting Measures TL-1 and TL-2 to improve and expand the City’s bicycle and pedestrian
network and infrastructure.
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3.8.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not result in an operational phase that would generate emissions that differ from
existing conditions. Implementation of the Project would not increase population, housing, employment, or
vehicle trips in the region, and roadway maintenance activities are expected to be similar to what already
occurs. Therefore, no GHG emissions impact would occur related to Project operations, and the following
discussion focuses on construction emissions of GHGs.

The Project would generate GHG emissions during construction from off-road equipment and on-road
vehicle exhaust from worker vehicle trips and hauling truck trips. Table 4 — Construction GHG Emissions
presents a summary of the estimated GHG emissions that would result from Project construction.

Table 4. Construction GHG Emissions

Project Emissions MTCO2e
2024 389
2025 741
2026 125
Total Construction Emissions 1,255
Amortized Construction Emissions’ 50.2
GHG Bright-Line Threshold for 2026 830
Exceed Threshold? No

' Emissions were amortized over 25 years.
Source: CalEEMod, see Attachment A.

SLOAPCD has not adopted thresholds of significance for construction GHG emissions and, rather,
instructs lead agencies to amortize GHG emissions over a 25- to 30-year period and add them to
operational GHG emissions. As noted previously, as a roadway improvement project, the Project would
not result in operational GHG emissions. Nevertheless, in the absence of an applicable GHG threshold,
Project GHG emissions are compared to the SLOAPCD’s bright-line threshold for new residential,
commercial, and mixed-use development projects for an operational year of 2026. As presented in the
table, construction of the Project would emit an estimated 50.2 MTCOze/yr, which is well below the 830
MTCO:zelyr significance threshold applied in this analysis. As a result, the Project would not generate
GHG emissions, either directly or indirectly, that would be considered to have a substantial adverse effect
on the environment, and the potential impact would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
warranted.
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b) Would the project conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose
of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

Funding for the development of Complete Streets Plans are secured, in part, through the Caltrans
Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant Program, aimed at supporting projects integrating climate
change adaptation plans for transportation facilities. A key objective of the Plan is to identify opportunities
for reducing GHG emissions by alleviating motor vehicle dependency and traffic congestion. California's
2017 Climate Change Scoping Plan recognizes Complete Streets design policies as a strategy to
decrease VMT. Likewise, the City's CAP outlines transportation and land use measures geared towards
GHG emissions reduction. Therefore, the Project is in accordance with the City’s General Plan, AB 32 AB
1279, and the Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Grant Program. Thus, the Project would result in a
beneficial, but less than significant impact, and no mitigation is warranted.

3.8.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.8.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts from GHGs would occur.
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3.9 Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Less than

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS Potentially | g0 nificant | Lessthan 1,
. Significant . L Significant
Would the project: Impact with Mltlgatlon Impact Impact

Incorporated

a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment through the routine transport, use, or |:| |:| |Z| |:|
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 D D |Z| D
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 |:| D |X| |:|
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, [] [] X []
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 [] ] ] X
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 |:| |X| |:| |:|
evacuation plan?

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

3.9.1 Environmental Setting

The following section was compiled based on information contained in Appendix F — Initial Site
Assessment. Hazardous materials encompass chemicals capable of causing harm if accidentally
released. They are classified as toxic, corrosive, flammable, reactive, irritating, or strong sensitizers.
Hazardous substances cover all chemicals regulated under the U.S. Department of Transportation's
"hazardous materials" regulations and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's "hazardous waste"
regulations, including those outlined in the 1976 Federal Toxic Substances Control Act.

The California Department of Toxic Substance Control’s EnviroStor database lists seven environmental
cleanup sites within a mile of the Corridor, but none of the sites are within 1,000 feet of the Corridor. A
majority of the sites are either closed or under “no further action” status and have undergone remediation
satisfactorily approved by regulatory agency personnel. The SWRCB Geotracker system includes one
closed Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) Cleanup site along Niblick Road and one active
Cleanup Program site at the southeast corner of the Niblick Road and Creston Road intersection
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(SWRCB, 2024). The active site is open status for site assessment of potential traces of 1-
trichloroethane, alcohols, total petroleum hydrocarbons, oils, fuels and other lubricants in an aquifer used
for drinking water supply. Given the present state of local vehicular traffic, there is a significant probability
that the surface soils alongside the Corridor have been impacted by the deposition of various
contaminants, such as aerial lead, oils, fuels, and other lubricants.

Sherwood Field is a former military airfield constructed in the late 1920s located immediately adjacent to
eastern terminus of the Subject Property. No previous investigations have been performed and potential
sources of impacts are oiled dirt runways; drains next to runways which extended into the fields adjacent
to the roads which bordered Sherwood Field to the north and west of the site; former sewage plant;
heating plants associated with the mess halls; and an aviation fueling system. The former airfield has
subsequently been occupied by residences, a park, open space, and industrial/commercial businesses.
The airfield has been evaluated for further investigation by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the
California Department of Toxic Substances Control; however, no further investigations have been
planned (Appendix F).

The Safety Element of the City General Plan a outlines goals, policies, and action items aimed at
ensuring the public safety within the City (City of Paso Robles, 2003b). The Local Hazard Mitigation Plan
addresses hazards posing risks to the City, which includes hazardous materials. The plans designate the
City of Paso Robles Fire and Emergency Services Department (PRFES) to issue and monitor Hazardous
Waste Generator Permits. The Project would be supporting Policy S-1E and Policy S-1G to support Goal
S-1.

GOAL S-1: Minimize exposure to natural and manmade hazards.

POLICY S-1E: Hazardous Materials. The City shall comply with Government code requirements
regarding the use, storage, and transportation of hazardous materials.

Action Item 1. The City shall continue to require applicant declarations pursuant to Government
code section 65.820.2.

Action Item 2. The City shall provide required notices to the County Environmental Health
Department.

Action Item 3. Continue implementation of existing programs; add new ones as required.

POLICY S-1G: Maintain the structural and operational integrity of essential public facilities during flooding
by taking safe guards such as locating new facilities outside of flood zones or areas subject to localized
flooding, and audit existing facilities in these areas to determine if building upgrades should be
considered to reduce the potential for future flooding.

In addition, naturally occurring asbestos is commonly found in serpentine rock formations throughout San
Luis Obispo County. When disturbed or crushed, asbestos can be released into the air, posing health
risks including lung cancer. However, there are no serpentine rocks or materials known to be present in
the Corridor, and the Project is not located within an area mapped to contain asbestos materials
(Appendix C).
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3.9.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

a) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not change existing land uses or cause a routine or permanent increase in the
transport of hazardous substances within the Project area. No change in the long-term transport or
handling of hazardous materials within proximity to adjacent schools would occur except during limited
short-term construction activities. Therefore, potential impacts would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is warranted.

b) Would the project create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The proposed Project would maintain Niblick Road as a transportation corridor within commercial and
residential areas and would not result in any regular or permanent uptick in the transportation of
hazardous substances. There would be no change in the long-term transportation or management of
hazardous materials near neighboring schools, except during temporary, short-term construction phases.
The construction of the Project would entail the incidental transportation and utilization of typical
hazardous materials like oils, lubricants, and fuels, alongside construction materials such as concrete and
asphalt. During construction, the incidental transportation and use of these standard hazardous materials
may pose a temporary potential risk to both the public and the environment. Exposure to hazards could
arise from mishandling, improper usage, or inadequate storage of these materials, or from transportation
accidents. However, all transportation and usage of such materials would adhere to state and local
regulations, effectively mitigating potential risks to the schools and the environment. Therefore, impacts to
the public from the transportation of hazardous materials would be less than significant, and no mitigation
is warranted.

c) 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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The proposed Project would maintain Niblick Road as a transportation corridor within commercial and
residential areas and would not result in any regular or permanent uptick in the transportation of
hazardous substances. There would be no change in the long-term transportation or management of
hazardous materials near neighboring schools, except during temporary, short-term construction phases.
Therefore, impacts to the public from the transportation of hazardous materials would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is warranted.
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d) 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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Corridor is directly connected to Almond Acres Charter Academy, Liberty Continuation High School,
Independence High School, and Paso Robles High School, which are all approximately less than 100 feet
from the Corridor. The proposed Project would not present substantial hazards to schools because there
would be no increase in the long-term emission or handling hazardous materials near the schools, except
during temporary, short-term construction phases. The construction of the Project may entail the
incidental transportation and utilization of typical hazardous materials like oils, lubricants, fuels, alongside
construction materials such as concrete and asphalt. However, all emissions and handling of such
materials would adhere to state and local regulations, effectively mitigating potential risks to the schools
and the environment. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

e) 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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

There are no currently active hazardous material or cleanup sites within the Project boundary (California
Department of Toxic Substances Control, 2024). The closest cleanup site is a LUST cleanup site linked to
the Arco gas station, situated on the northwest corner of the Niblick Road/South River Road intersection.
The cleanup has been completed, and the case was officially closed as of June 13, 2003. Outside of the
Project boundary, there is Cleanup Program site associated with Ennis Business Forms, Inc. at the
southeast corner of the Sherwood Road originating from Niblick Road/Creston Road intersection. The
cleanup is under open site assessment as of May 10, 2023 (SWRCB, 2024). Notably, the proposed
improvements would mainly take place within the right-of-way and would not be located near the
underground storage tank site or Cleanup Program site. Therefore, impacts to hazardous materials sites
would be less than significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

f) Foraprojectlocated within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted,
within two miles of a public or private 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?

Finding: No Impact

The nearest airport is the Paso Robles Municipal Airport, located three miles northeast of the Project
area. The Project Corridor is not located within two miles of an airport. Therefore, no impact would occur.
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g) Would the project impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

The Project aims to enhance the current transportation infrastructure and to optimize the operation of the
City’s roadway network. However, during construction, there may be temporary congestion and restricted
access, potentially affecting emergency routes to and from the Paso Robles Police Department and Paso
Robles Fire Station No. 2. To mitigate these concerns, a Construction Timing, Access, and Circulation
Plan (mitigation measure HAZ-1) would be developed before construction begins to minimize any
disruptions to emergency access. Moreover, the Project would enhance long-term access in the Corridor,
and contingency plans are in place to ensure alternative emergency routes remain accessible during
construction. Consequently, the Project is not expected to significantly impede emergency response or
evacuation plans because the Project aims to reduce vehicular use and congestion. Potential impacts
associated with interference with any emergency response or evacuation plans would be less than
significant with the implementation of mitigation measure HAZ-1. Thus, the potential impact would be less
than significant with mitigation incorporated.

h) Would the project expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The proposed Project is within an urban area and does not pose a significant risk of wildfires to people or
structures. The proposed Project is also not within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (CAL FIRE
2009). The minimal open space along the Corridor is within the riparian zone for the Salinas River, a
vegetation type that is less prone to wildfire. Paso Robles Fire Station No. 2, which serves the City, is
located along Sherwood Road (which starts as Niblick Road), ensuring that response times remain within
acceptable parameters. Therefore, impacts to people or structures from wildland fire would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

3.9.3 Mitigation Measures

HAZ-1: Construction Timing, Access, and Circulation Plan. Prior to the initiation of construction
activities, the City shall prepare a Construction Timing, Access, and Circulation Plan, which shall include
the measures listed below. This plan shall be approved by the City Engineer prior to the start of
construction and made available to emergency responders to review and comment on prior to the onset
of construction activities.

a) Methods for ensuring permanent access to the commercial/retail centers throughout the Corridor
is preserved and/or improved to the maximum extent feasible through implementation of the
proposed Project.
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b) A signage plan and other methods, if feasible, for increasing the visibility of business blocked by
construction activities and educating travelers that businesses adjacent to the Corridor are to
remain open during construction;

c) Clearly marked detour routes for alternate access to any businesses that are made inaccessible
or difficult to access due to construction activities;

d) Hours of construction (7:00 am to 7:00 pm);

e) Designation of truck routes that avoid sensitive land uses (schools) and residential areas to the
extent possible;

f) Methods of traffic control on adjacent streets within the Corridor;
g) Adequate safety signage regarding traffic control;

h) Designated construction staging areas for construction personnel vehicles, supplies, and
equipment;

i) A telephone number for local residents to call if there are issues or complaints; and
j)  Measures to resolve potential conflicts between construction activities and adjacent businesses.

Emergency providers directly adjacent to a construction area, including the Paso Robles Police and
PRFES departments, shall be directly notified of the availability of and allowed to comment on the plan.

3.9.4 Conclusion

With the implementation of mitigation measure HAZ-1, the Project would result in less than significant
impacts from hazards and hazardous materials.
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3.10 Hydrology and Water Quality

Potentiall Less than L th
HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY otentially 1 gignificant with | £S5 than No
) Significant R Significant
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated

a) Violate water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade |:| Izl |:| |:|
surface or groundwater quality?

b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such
that the project may impede sustainable groundwater D D |Z| D
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 |:| |:| |X| |:|
in flooding on- or off-site;

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

runoff; or
iv. Impede or redirect flood flows.
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release D D |Z| D

of pollutants due to project inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater |:| |:| |X| |:|
management plan?

3.10.1 Environmental Setting

The Corridor is within Hydrologic Unit Code 12 180600050405 — Mustard Creek-Salinas River sub
watershed of the Salinas River Watershed. The Salinas River runs from south to north on the
westernmost side of the Corridor. Waters from the Salinas River originate in southern San Luis Obispo
County, in the Los Machos Hills of the Los Padres National Forest. From there, the river flows north into
Monterey County, eventually making its way to connect with Monterey Bay, part of the Pacific Ocean,
approximately five miles south of Moss Landing. (U.S. Geologic Survey, 2023); a formal aquatic
resources delineation was not performed for this IS/MND. The Salinas River Watershed spans
approximately 4,600 square miles and traverses two counties. Referred to as the “Upside Down River,” it
flows northward, originating in San Luis Obispo County, through the Salinas Valley into Monterey County,
and ultimately empties into Monterey Bay. The river's flow is influenced by seasonal variations in local
rainfall. Numerous significant tributaries join the Salinas River, including the Nacimiento River, Estrella
River, and Huer Huero Creek, all situated through or north of Paso Robles (City of Paso Robles, 2003b).
Additionally, several perennial creeks within Paso Robles, such as Dry Creek, Mountain Spring Creek,
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Turtle Creek, Peachy Canyon Creek, and Unnamed Creeks No. 1 & No. 6, merge with the Salinas River.
The City of Paso Robles currently relies upon the Salinas River, which flows under Segment 1 of the
Corridor, and the Paso Robles Groundwater Basin water for much of its municipal water supply.

The City is under the jurisdiction of the Central Coast RWQCB. The Central Coast RWQCB has a Water
Quality Control Plan for the Central Coastal Basin (Basin Plan) published June 2019. The Basin Plan
outlines regulations for managing surface water and groundwater quality in the region, including beneficial
uses, quality objectives, anti-degradation policies, and control measures.

The Central Coast RWQCB administers the Waste Discharge Requirements Program (Order No. 2013
0001-DWQ) and the NPDES General Permit (CAS000004). The Project is more than one acre in size,
therefore a NPDES permit would be required. As required by the NPDES general permit, the City adopted
a Stormwater Control Ordinance which regulates the entry of pollutants and non-stormwater discharges
into the City storm drain system and Salinas River. Chapter 14.20 Storm Water Control of the City’s
Municipal Code lists requirements to prohibit unlawful discharges to the City’s storm drainage system and
Salinas River, and to impose BMPs for lawful discharges. The provisions applicable to the Project are
summarized as follows:

e Construction activities must comply with the statewide general construction permit, which is
applicable to construction sites of one acre or more.

e Any construction activity requiring a grading permit, regardless of size, must prepare and submit
a site-specific erosion and sediment control plan.

e All new development must comply with the post-construction stormwater management
requirements in Section V, design guidelines, of the city Public Works standard details and
specifications. Those requirements reference the LID guidelines as developed by the Central
Coast RWQCB or other performance standards that may supersede them.

The NPDES permit requires preparation and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan
(SWPPP). SWPPPs must include a range of BMPs to reduce soil erosion such as temporary soil
stabilizers, temporary sediment controls, wind erosion controls, vehicle track-out controls, waste
management, and materials pollution controls that substantially reduce the potential for soils and other
pollutants to enter stormwater or adjacent water features.

Regarding groundwater management, the 2020 Paso Robles Subbasin Groundwater Sustainability Plan
(GSP) outlines strategies for sustainable groundwater use in the subbasin. The GSP addresses issues
such as declining groundwater levels, reduced storage, degraded water quality, and impacts on
interconnected surface water.

The City General Plan—Land Use and Conservation Elements have goals pertaining to hydrology and
water quality for the proposed Project. These goals, policies, and measures are included below:

GOAL LU-2: Image/ldentity. Maintain/enhance the City’s image/identity.
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POLICY LU-2K: Support environmental responsibility. Manage the natural landscape to preserve the
natural beauty and rural identity of the community, which enhances ecological functions and maintains
environmental and public health.

Action Item 1. Require new development, either on public or private property, to mitigate its share
of impacts from storm water on the natural environment through implementation of LID storm
water management features.

GOAL C-1: Utilities and Infrastructure. Ensure that public utilities, facilities, and services are designed to
meet existing and planned land uses, and ensure that provisions are made for continued operation
maintenance, and updates as necessary.

POLICY C1-C: Storm Drainage. Provide storm drain systems that efficiently and safely mitigate flood risk,
while effectively managing storm water through implementation of LID features, so that downstream run-
off is limited to pre-development volumes and velocity before it is conveyed to the Salinas River, Huer
Huero Creek, and their tributaries.

Action Item 1. Maintain and update the Storm Water Master Plan. Implement, as feasible,
recommended actions and BMPs described in the Master Plan.

Action Item 2. Establish revised development standards as may be appropriate, that include, but
are not limited to the following:

a) For large developments that feature substantial amounts of impervious surfaces, detain water
flows to prevent overflow of waterways and inundation of developed areas.

b) Direct surface water runoff from developed areas to LID storm water features on the
development site. The facilities should be designed to both mitigate flood flows while
providing safe and efficient low-flow conveyance.

¢) Maintain natural streams to provide, at minimum, flow capacity for 100-year storm conditions.

d) Conduct floodplain acquisition and promote groundwater recharge to preserve the floodway,
protect riparian habitats and to enhance water resource, flood control projects and recharge
programs to accommodate increased runoff from new development. These programs should
be funded by developers, at rates proportional to the projected increase in runoff associated
with their developments.

3.10.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

a) Would the project violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

The Project would integrate City-approved pollution prevention BMPs and temporary construction site
BMPs. The Project design facilitates the maintenance of all BMPs throughout the construction period.
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The exhaust emissions from construction equipment may violate water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements if left unmitigated or without BMPs. The primary source of construction pollutants
is estimated to be dust generated during excavation, grading, hauling, and various other activities.
Potential leaks from construction equipment could lead to spills of fuels, petroleum products, hydraulic
fluids, and other hazardous substances. The utilization of asphalt, concrete, and other chemicals during
construction may also heighten the risk of these substances being transported off-site via stormwater,
potentially draining into other water bodies, if left unmitigated.

A project-specific SWPPP would be developed and executed along with associated BMPs throughout the
grading and construction processes. The SWPPP would outline specific BMPs tailored for the proposed
Project to safeguard the water quality of receiving bodies. Additionally, various construction BMPs may be
integrated into the SWPPP for the proposed Project and executed during the construction phase,
encompassing measures such as:

e Installation of perimeter silt fences and perimeter sandbags and/or gravel bags.
e Stabilized construction exits with rumble strip(s)/plate(s).

e Installation of storm drain inlet protection on affected roadways.

¢ Installation of silt fences around stockpile and covering of stockpiles.

e Stabilization of disturbed areas where construction ceases for a determined period of time (e.g.,
one week) with erosion controls.

o Installation of temporary sanitary facilities and dumpsters.

Temporary construction site stormwater BMPs would be enforced to minimize or prevent chemical
releases into developed stormwater infrastructure that could drain into ground and surface waters. The
Project would also not allow dumping (HYD-1) and have materials onsite to prevent a spill from entering
the Salinas River (HYD-2). Given the proximity to the Salinas River, the Project would include an Erosion
and Sediment Control Plan, to be reviewed and approved by the City prior to the commencement of
grading. The plan would be designed to minimize erosion and water quality impacts, to the extent
feasible, and shall be consistent with the requirements of the Project's SWPPP.

Potential impacts associated with the violation of water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements would be less than significant with the implementation of mitigation measures HYD-1 and
HYD-2. Thus, the potential impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.

54



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation Measures

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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not generate sustained water demand nor exhaust groundwater resources. Any
temporary water needs during construction would be met using the City's non-potable municipal water
supply. Therefore, the Project would have a less than significant impact, and no mitigation is warranted.

¢) 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. Resultin 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 off-site;

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

iv. Impede or redirect flood flows.

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

Enhancing bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure along the Corridor is not anticipated to lead to a
significant rise in impervious surfaces or contribute to a notable increase in runoff because the existing
land use is a developed road. Construction activities would also be phased to minimize soil-disturbing
operations during the rainy season (if construction is active during rainy season), with all disturbed soil
areas slated for paving or stabilization upon construction completion. Furthermore, the Project does not
entail significant modifications to current drainage patterns. Stormwater would be directed to existing
infrastructure, and runoff rates are not expected to significantly deviate from baseline conditions.
Therefore, the impacts of the Project would be less than significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

d) Would the project resultin flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due
to project inundation?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)'s National Flood Hazard Layer Viewer indicates
the Corridor has multiple flood zones, as shown on Figure 6— FEMA Flood National Flood Hazard Layers.
The road section from Spring Street to approximately 700 feet east is Zone X (0.2 percent annual chance
of flood hazard). Zone X is an area of minimal hazard because the floodplain generally has a 0.2 to 1
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percent chance of annual flooding. The road over the Salinas River is Zone AE (Floodway). Zone AE is a
special flood hazard area and designated as a high-flood risk zone that has a 1 percent annual flood risk
and a 26 percent risk of flooding over 30 years (FEMA, 2022). However, the road is on a bridge above the
Salinas River’s Zone AE and has never been inundated with the Salinas River overflow. The road after
Niblick Bridge to Creston Road, the end of the Corridor, is also Zone X. The Project is also not within any
tsunami or seiche zones. The Project would not increase flooding hazards because the existing land use
is already a developed road and would not add traffic or structures within flood hazard areas that are not
already present. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is warranted.
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e) Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Corridor falls within the jurisdiction of the Central Coast RWQCB. The Water Quality Control Plan for
the Central Coastal Basin (Basin Plan; June 2019), which outlines regulations for managing surface water
and groundwater quality in the region, including beneficial uses, quality objectives, anti-degradation
policies, and control measures. To maintain water quality during construction activities, the Basin Plan
recommends the use of source control BMPs. The proposed Project may pose adverse impacts to water
quality, including erosion, runoff, and discharge during and after construction. However, by following
BMPs, the impacts on surface water and groundwater quality can be mitigated within Project design.

The Corridor does not contain mapped springs or seeps, nor does it have potential groundwater
discharge to streams, thus avoiding impacts on these features and the local GSP. Construction of the
proposed Project is not expected to involve groundwater dewatering, and no groundwater extraction is
anticipated during operation. Therefore, there would be no impacts on groundwater elevation or storage.
The Project would not decrease groundwater supplies or degrade groundwater or surface water quality,
aligning with the goals of the Basin Plan and the 2020 GSP. Therefore, the Project would result in less
than significant impacts, and no mitigation is warranted.

3.10.3 Mitigation Measures

HYD-1: Dumping Prohibited. The dumping, deposition, or discharge of waste directly into waters of the
state (such as the Salinas River), or adjacent to such waters in any manner which may permit it being
transported into the waters, is prohibited.

HYD-2: Erosion Control Materials. The contractor shall maintain appropriate types and sufficient
quantities of materials onsite to contain any spill or inadvertent release of materials that may cause a
condition of pollution or threaten water quality of the Salinas River.

3.10.4 Conclusion

With the implementation of mitigation measures HYD-1 and HYD-2, the impacts to hydrology and water
quality from the Project would be less than significant.
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3.11 Land Use and Planning

Less than
LAND USE AND PLANNING Potentially | Significant | Less than No
L Significant with Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
a) Physically divide an established community? [] [] X []

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 |:| |:| Iz |:|
environmental effect?

3.11.1 Environmental Setting

The Corridor extends 1.7 miles along Niblick Road, stretching from Spring Street to Creston Road within
the City of Paso Robles. Niblick Road, a four-lane paved arterial, serves as a neighborhood connector. It
is one of three routes that connect downtown Paso Robles with the east side of the City across US 101,
the Salinas River, and Union Pacific Railroad tracks. Within the Corridor, Niblick Road is connected to the
following streets (from west to east): Spring Street. River Road (north and south), Nicklaus Street,
Appaloosa Drive, Bearcat Lane (serves Paso Robles High School), Rambouillet Road, Melody Drive,
Country Club Drive, Rosemary Drive, and Creston Road.

Niblick Road is classified as Arterial — 4 Lane Existing. Land uses surrounding the Niblick Road Corridor
encompass a variety of commercial and residential uses, including schools. Adjacent zoning districts are
Open Space (OS), Commercial-General Retail (C1), Regional Commercial (RC), Planned Industrial (PM),
Residential Multifamily (R3 and R5), Residential Single Family (R1). Adjacent General Plan land use
designations are Community Commercial (CC), Regional Commercial (RC), Public Facilities (PF),
Residential Multi Family (RMF8), Residential Single-Family (RSF-4), and Parks/Open Space (POS)..
Thus, the Corridor intersects with multiple zoning and land use designations within the City.

The Circulation Element of the City General Plan outlines goals, policies, and action items aimed at
fostering the creation of an effective, multi-modal transportation system within the city (City of Paso
Robles, 2019a). The Project would be supporting Policies CE-1A(d), CE-1B, and CE-1F to support Goal
CE-1.

GOAL CE-1: Establish a safe, balanced, efficient, and multimodal circulation system, focusing on the
mobility of people, and preserving the City’s small-town character and quality of life.

POLICY CE-1A: Circulation Master Plan. Revise/update the City’s Circulation Master Plan to address the
mobility needs of all users of the streets, roads and highways including motorists, movers of commercial
goods, seniors, children, pedestrians, disabled persons, users of public transportation, and bicyclists as
follows:

a) Improve the circulation network on a prioritized basis;
b) Provide adequate access for emergency vehicles and evacuation;
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c) Improve mobility through and access to Downtown Paso Robles by implementing the City Council
adopted Uptown/Town Centre Specific Plan;

d) Establish safe pedestrian and bicycle paths for children and their parents to schools and other
major destinations such as Downtown, retail, and job centers;

e) Maintain mobility for all modes by encouraging flexible and off-set working hours; car and
vanpooling; transit improvements; pedestrian and bikeway improvements; and public outreach as
to the availability and benefit of alternative modes of travel;

f) Require new development to mitigate its impact on the transportation network.

Action Item 5. Maintain the Zoning, Subdivision, Streets and Sidewalk chapters of the Municipal
Code, as well as the Standard Conditions of Approval and Standard Specifications and Details,
for consistency with a “complete street” approach where all modes of travel are routinely
accommodated.

Action Item 7. Continue to actively seek federal, state, and regional grants and funding.

Action Item 16. View all transportation improvements, new or retrofit, as opportunities to improve
safety, access, and mobility for all travelers and recognize bicycle, pedestrian, and transit modes
as integral elements of the transportation system.

Action Item 18. Transportation systems and facilities should be planned, designed, and
constructed so as not to serve as barriers to community resources.

Action Item 19. Transportation improvements shall improve accessibility and promote physical
activity.

Action Item 20. The City shall adopt and implement a Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan
(BPTP).

POLICY CE-1B: Reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). The City shall strive to reduce VMT generated
per household per weekday by making efficient use of existing transportation facilities and by providing
direct routes for pedestrians and bicyclists through the implementation of sustainable planning principles.

Action Item 1. New developments or redeveloped areas shall conform to the following guidelines
to the maximum extent possible:

d) Circulation systems shall provide for all modes of travel, and shall typically include
sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and transit stop amenities. Continuous paths of travel shall be
established and connected for walking and bicycling from and throughout the
development area to Downtown and other key destinations. As appropriate and practical,
all development shall conform to the most current Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation
Plan adopted by the City Council and the most current trail system plan. Impact fees shall
be assessed to mitigate impacts and to contribute to updates to the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Transportation Plan.
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Action Item 2. Develop well connected routes for bicycles throughout the City in accordance with
the most current City Council adopted BPTP.

POLICY CE-1F: Pedestrian and Bicycle Access. Provide safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle
access to all areas of the City.

Action Item 1. Maintain and update as needed the Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan
(BPTP) identifying and prioritizing improvements to the bicycle and pedestrian network to support
biking and walking as viable primary modes of travel within Paso Robles. The BPTP shall provide
bike facilities on or parallel to all major arterials (including bridges) and a network of off street
paths to facilitate commute and recreational bicycle travel. It shall provide pedestrian facilities
connecting new developments to existing City amenities and seek to close gaps in the pedestrian
network. The BPTP will identify bicycle priority streets and bicycle routes to create a fully
connected network throughout the City.

Action Item 5. Improve streetscapes and install curb extensions at intersections where
appropriate to reduce driving speeds and shorten pedestrian crossing distances.

Action Item 8. Update and expand the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) City Transition Plan
to include public street right-of-way Improvements.

Alongside the Circulation Plan, the City adopted a BPMP in 2018, aiming to enhance its status as a bike
and pedestrian-friendly community. The BPMP is a comprehensive strategy catering to the needs of both
leisure and commuter cyclists and pedestrians of all skill levels and ages. lts purpose is to facilitate safe,
convenient, and enjoyable walking and biking experiences, thereby promoting public health, reducing air
pollution and vehicular traffic, and expanding recreational opportunities. The BPMP includes a prioritized
list of bicycle and pedestrian projects to guide future enhancements to the City’s infrastructure, along with
funding strategies to realize these objectives. The proposed Project, listed as “Niblick Road”, is included
at the top of this list of projects within the BPMP. Projects listed in the BPMP would be:

o Well connected, easy to access system of bikeways and walkways that are safe and comfortable
for bicycling and walking.

o Easy-to-ride, off-the-street system of protected trails that provide quick connections across town
with views into the picturesque natural areas along river and creek corridors and canyons.

o Bikeways and walkways that will extend to all neighborhoods, safely linking bicyclists and
pedestrians to schools, shopping areas and other commonly traveled areas.

o Bikeways and walkways that will connect commercial and industrial employment areas so
commuters will have alternative choices of travel to work.

o Bikeways and walkways that will help the City reduce vehicle miles traveled, traffic congestion
and air pollution, and help residents become healthier.
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e Create multi-modal facilities that emphasize mobility of people by bicycles, walking and transit
rather than only by cars.

e Support bicycling and walking as a recreational activity for residents and tourists.
3.11.2 Environmental Impact Analysis
a) Would the project physically divide an established community?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project would improve existing infrastructure and circulation within the City by encouraging non-
vehicular transportation and recreation that would increase social interactions and public health. The
Project would improve connectivity throughout the Corridor and would not divide any established
community. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

b) Would the project 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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

To the extent feasible, the following policy and planning documents were reviewed for consistency and
referenced in the Niblick Road Complete and Sustainable Streets Corridor Plan: City of Paso Robles
General Plan Circulation Element 2019 Update, City of Paso Robles Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan
2018 Update, and Safe Routes to School program.

The proposed Project would enhance safety for all modes of travel while improving circulation and
connectivity within the City. The project would not conflict with any of the policy or planning documents
referenced above and would further the State Transportation Planning Goals and the Federal
Transportation Planning Goals as required by the Caltrans Sustainable Transportation Planning Grant
Program, a major funding source for the project. Therefore, the proposed Project would not conflict with
any land use plans, policies, and regulations; as such, impacts would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is warranted.

3.11.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.11.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to land use and planning would
occur.

62



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation Measures

3.12 Mineral Resources

Potentiall Less than Less than
MINERAL RESOURCES otentaly | significant 098 ¢ No
) Significant . B Significant
Would the project: Impact with Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated

a) Resultin the loss of availability of a known mineral
resource that would be of value to the region and |:| |:| |:| Izl
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 D D D Izl
other land use plan?

3.12.1 Environmental Setting

In the State of California, mineral resources are governed by the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of
1975 (SMARA). SMARA has created a Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ) classification system based on
geologic information. There are four classification groups defined as follows:

MRZ-1: Areas where adequate information indicates that no significant mineral deposits are
present, or where it is judged that little likelihood exists for their presence.

MRZ-2: Areas where adequate information indicates that significant mineral deposits are present,
or where it is judged that a high likelihood exists for their presence.

MRZ-3: Areas containing mineral deposits, the significance of which cannot be evaluated from
available data.

MRZ-4: Areas where available information is inadequate for assignment into any other MRZ.

The State of California is responsible for mineral resource identification, however local jurisdictions are
responsible for SMARA implementation and enforcement through inspections and coordination with the
California Geological Survey.

A majority of the City falls under the MRZ-1 classification group, where information indicates that no
significant mineral deposits are present, or there is little likelihood for their presence. There is a potential
MRZ-2 area in the Project vicinity, however it exists along the Salinas River, south of the Project. The
area is not a concern at the actual Corridor.

The Conservation Element of the City General Plan outlines goals, policies, and action items for mineral
resources within the City (City of Paso Robles, 2014a). The Project would be supporting Goal C-4.

GOAL C-4: Mineral Resources. Oversee/manage mineral resources.

POLICY C-4A: Manage the extraction of mineral resources in order:
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a. To protect and conserve those Portland cement concrete aggregate mineral resources classified
by the State Geologist as being important mineral deposits (i.e., designated “MRZ-2’);

b. To protect other properties and natural resources from any adverse impacts associated with
mining operations.

Action Item 1: Continue to permit surface mining of sand and gravel as a conditional use within
the Salinas River and Huer Huero Creek.

Action Item 2: As part of the review of new development projects involving areas within or
adjacent to areas designated as MRZ-2, ensure that measures are adopted to protect the
capability for future extraction of sand and gravel if such extraction activities would not conflict
with surrounding land uses and other applicable plans and policies.

3.12.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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?

Finding: No Impact

No known mineral resources are present within the Corridor. Implementation of the proposed Project
would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource. The Project Corridor is not
designated by the general plan, any specific plan, or other land use plans as a locally important mineral
recovery site. Therefore, 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?

Finding: No Impact

There are no delineated mineral resource recovery sites within the Corridor. Therefore, implementation of
the proposed Project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource
recovery site and would have no impact.

3.12.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.12.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to mineral resources would
occur.
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3.13 Noise
Less Than
NOISE Potentially Significant Less than NoO
. ) Significant with Significant
Would the project result in: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated

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 D Izl D D
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels. |:| |:| |X| |:|

c) Fora 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 D D D Izl
project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

Noise

Noise is generally defined as unwanted sound that annoys or disturbs people and potentially causes an
adverse psychological or physiological effect on human health. Because noise is an environmental
pollutant that can interfere with human activities, evaluation of noise is necessary when considering the
environmental impacts of a proposed Project.

Sound is mechanical energy transmitted by pressure waves over a medium such as air or water. Sound is
characterized by various parameters that include the rate of oscillation of sound waves (frequency), the
speed of propagation, and the pressure level or energy content (amplitude). In particular, the sound
pressure level is the most common descriptor used to characterize the loudness of an existing sound
level.

Although the decibel (dB) scale, a logarithmic scale, is used to quantify sound intensity, it does not
accurately describe how sound intensity is perceived by human hearing. The perceived loudness of
sound is dependent upon many factors, including sound pressure level and frequency content. The
human ear is not equally sensitive to all frequencies in the entire spectrum, so noise measurements are
weighted more heavily for frequencies to which humans are sensitive in a process called A-weighting,
written as dB(A) and referred to as A-weighted decibels. There is a strong correlation between A-
weighted sound levels and community response to noise. For this reason, the A-weighted sound level has
become the standard tool of environmental noise assessment. Sound in a quiet suburban nighttime would
measure approximately 40 dB(A), a commercial area would measure approximately 70 dB(A), and a
noisy area in the daytime would measure approximately 80 dB(A) (Caltrans, 2013).

Different types of measurements are used to characterize the time-varying nature of sound. These
measurements include the equivalent sound level (Leq), the minimum and maximum sound levels (Lmin
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and Lmax), percentile-exceeded sound levels (such as L10, L20), the day-night sound level (Ldn), and

the community noise equivalent level (CNEL). Ldn and CNEL values often differ by less than one dB. As
a matter of practice, Ldn and CNEL values are considered to be equivalent and are treated as such in this
assessment. Table 5 — Definitions of Sound Measurements defines sound measurements and other

terminology used in this section.

Table 5. Definitions of Sound Measurements

Sound Measurements

Definition

Decibel (dB)

A unitless measure of sound on a logarithmic scale, which indicates the
squared ratio of sound pressure amplitude to a reference sound pressure
amplitude. The reference pressure is 20 micro-pascals.

A-Weighted Decibel (dB(A))

An overall frequency-weighted sound level in decibels that approximates
the frequency response of the human ear.

Maximum Sound Level (Lmax)

The maximum sound level measured during the measurement period.

Minimum Sound Level (Lmin)

The minimum sound level measured during the measurement period.

Equivalent Sound Level (Leq)

The equivalent steady state sound level that in a stated period of time
would contain the same acoustical energy.

Percentile-Exceeded Sound Level
(Lxx)

The sound level exceeded xx % of a specific time period. L10 is the sound
level exceeded 10% of the time. L90 is the sound level exceeded 90% of
the time. L90 is often considered to be representative of the background
noise level in a given area.

Day-Night Level (Ldn)

The energy average of the A-weighted sound levels occurring during a 24-
hour period, with 10 dB added to the A-weighted sound levels occurring
during the period from 10:00 pm to 7:00 am.

Community Noise Equivalent
Level (CNEL)

The energy average of the A-weighted sound levels occurring during a 24-
hour period with five dB added to the A-weighted sound levels occurring
during the period from 7:00 pm to 10:00 pm and 10 dB added to the A-
weighted sound levels occurring during the period from 10:00 pm to 7:00
am.

Peak Particle Velocity (Peak
Velocity or PPV)

A measurement of ground vibration defined as the maximum speed
(measured in inches per second) at which a particle in the ground is
moving relative to its inactive state. PPV is usually expressed in
inches/second.

Frequency: Hertz (Hz)

The number of complete pressure fluctuations per second above and
below atmospheric pressure.

Source: Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), 2006

With respect to how humans perceive and react to changes in noise levels, a one dB(A) increase is
imperceptible, a three dB(A) increase is barely perceptible, a five dB(A) increase is clearly noticeable, and
a 10 dB(A) increase is subjectively perceived as approximately twice as loud. Table 15 — Typical A-
Weighted Sound Levels lists common activities that are perceptible at different dB(A) noise levels.
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Table 6. Typical A-Weighted Sound Levels

Common Outdoor Activities Noise Level (dB(A)) Common Indoor Activities
-110- Rock band
Jet flyover at 1,000 Feet
-100-
Gas lawnmower at 3 Feet
-90-
Diesel truck at 50 Feet at 50 MPH Food blender at 3 Feet
Noisy urban area, daytime -80- Garbage Disposal at 3 Feet
Gas lawnmower, 100 Feet
Commercial area -70- Vacuum Cleaner at 10 Feet
Heavy traffic at 300 Feet Normal Speech at 3 Feet
-60-
Quiet urban daytime Large business office
-50- Dishwasher in next room
Quiet urban nighttime
Quiet suburban nighttime -40- Theater, large conference room
(Background)
Quiet rural nighttime -30-
Library
-20- Bedroom at night, concert hall
(Background)
-10-
Broadcast/recording studio
-0-

Source: Caltrans, 2013

For a point source such as a stationary compressor or construction equipment, sound attenuates based
on geometry at a rate of six dB per doubling of distance. For a line source such as free-flowing traffic on a
freeway, sound attenuates at a rate of three dB per doubling of distance. Atmospheric conditions
including wind, temperature gradients, and humidity can change how sound propagates over distance
and can affect the level of sound received at a given location. The degree to which the ground surface
absorbs acoustical energy also affects sound propagation. Sound that travels over an acoustically
absorptive surface, such as grass, attenuates at a slightly greater rate than sound that travels over a hard
surface, such as pavement. The increased attenuation is typically in the range of one to two dB per
doubling of distance. Barriers, such as buildings and topography that block the line of sight between a
source and receiver, also increase the attenuation of sound over distance.

Vibration

Vibration is like noise such that it involves a source, a transmission path, and a receiver. While related to
noise, vibration differs in that noise is generally considered to be pressure waves transmitted through air,
whereas vibration usually consists of the excitation of a structure or surface. As with noise, vibration
consists of an amplitude and frequency. A person’s perception to vibration depends on their individual
sensitivity to vibration, as well as the amplitude and frequency of the source and the response of the
system that is vibrating. Table 7 —Guidance Vibration Annoyance Potential Criteria lists the approximate
human response to different levels of groundborne vibration. Vibration can be measured in terms of
acceleration, velocity, or displacement. A common practice is to monitor vibration in terms of peak particle
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velocity in inches per second (in/sec PPV). Standards pertaining to perception as well as damage to
structures have been developed for vibration levels defined in terms of in/sec PPV.

Table 7. Guideline Vibration Annoyance Potential Criteria

Maximum PPV (in/sec)

Human Response

Transient Sources

Continuous/Frequent Sources

Barely perceptible 0.035 0.012
Distinctly perceptible 0.24 0.035
Strongly perceptible 0.90 0.10

Severe 2.0 0.40

Source: Caltrans, 2020

The operation of heavy construction equipment, particularly pile driving, and other impact devices, such

as pavement breakers, create seismic waves that radiate along the surface of the ground and downward

into the earth. These surface waves can be felt as ground vibration. Vibration from the operation of this

equipment can result in effects ranging from annoyance of people to damage of structures. Varying
geology and distance result in different vibration levels containing different frequencies and
displacements. In all cases, vibration amplitudes decrease with increasing distance. Perceptible
groundborne vibration is generally limited to areas within a few hundred feet of construction activities.

Table 8 — Reference Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment lists vibration source levels for
the construction equipment most likely to generate high levels of ground vibration (Federal Transit

Administration, 2018). The equipment listed in the table includes impact and sonic pile drivers, clam
shovel drops, hydromills, vibratory rollers, hoe rams, large and small bulldozers, caisson drilling, loaded
trucks, and jackhammers. Table 8 below summarizes typical reference vibration levels generated by
select construction equipment proposed for this Project.

Table 8. Reference Vibration Source Levels for Construction Equipment

Equipment PPVref at 25 Feet
Large bulldozer 0.089
Loaded trucks 0.076
Small bulldozer 0.003

Source: Federal Transit Administration, 2018

3.13.1 Environmental Setting

The Noise Element of the City General Plan outlines goals, policies, and action items to identify and
appraise noise problems within the City (City of Paso Robles, 2019b). The Noise Element establishes
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standards for outdoor noise levels for various land uses. Daytime noise levels of up to 55 dB(A) CNEL are
“normally acceptable” and daytime noise levels up to 75 dB(A) CNEL are “conditionally acceptable” for
residential uses and daytime noise levels of up to 60 dB(A) CNEL are “normally acceptable” and daytime
noise levels up to 80 dB(A) CNEL are “conditionally acceptable” for commercial/retail uses (City of Paso
Robles, 2019b). The Noise Element also includes goals to “protect the citizens of Paso Robles and its
economic base against land use incompatibilities”:

1. To protect the existing and future citizens of Paso Robles from the harmful effects of exposure to
excessive noise.

2. To protect existing noise-sensitive land uses from encroachment by new uses that would
generate noise levels that are incompatible with those uses, and to discourage new noise-
sensitive land uses from being developed near sources of high noise levels.

3. To recognize that noise is an inherent by-product of many land uses and to protect the economic
base of Paso Robles by preventing the encroachment of noise- sensitive land uses into areas
affected by existing noise producing uses.

4. To provide sufficient information regarding the community noise environment so that existing and
potential future noise impacts may be effectively addressed in the land use planning and project
review processes.

5. To provide the City with flexibility in the development of infill and mixed-use properties or
properties near the Uptown Town Center Specific Plan area, which may be located in elevated
noise environments.

6. To develop strategies for abating excessive noise exposure through appropriate mitigation
measures in combination with appropriate zoning to avoid incompatible land uses.

7. To recognize that concerts and tourism-related events contribute to the vitality and character of
the City and to develop strategies for balancing the acoustical requirements of both residents and
such businesses and events.

8. Torecognize that the City of Paso Robles allows Short-Term Rentals (STR’s) in residential areas
and that the City applies the residential standards contained herein uniformly to all residential
zones.

The Project would be supporting Policies 12 and 24 to support Goals 1 through 8.

POLICY 12: If noise-reducing pavement is to be utilized in conjunction with a roadway improvement
project, or if such paving exists adjacent to a proposed new noise sensitive land use, the acoustical
benefits of such pavement shall be included in the noise analysis prepared for the project.

POLICY 24: The following sources of noise shall be exempt from the provisions of this Noise Element:

f.  Construction and demolition activities located within 1,000 feet of noise- sensitive land uses
provided they occur during normal daytime hours, excluding Sundays and federal Holidays,
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subject to the conditions imposed by City permit. For construction activities, daytime hours are
defined as 7 am to 7 pm. Construction activities occurring between the hours of 7 pm and 7 am
must comply with the interior noise level standards identified in Table 1 unless an exception has
been granted by the City Planning Department.

g. Construction and demolition activities located beyond 1,000 feet of noise- sensitive land uses,
subject to the conditions imposed by City permit. For construction activities, daytime hours are
defined as 7 am to 7 pm.

The soundscape of the City is characterized by a multitude of noise origins from a mixture of land uses.
Predominantly, the traffic flow on Highways 46 and 101 creates continuous noise, along with the major
surface street of Niblick Road. Furthermore, commercial and industrial operations contribute to the local
noise environment alongside activities occurring in parks and schools. The closest noise-sensitive
receptors to the Corridor are the residential single-family and multi-family homes adjacent to Niblick Road;
Paso Robles High School and Almond Acres Charter Academy, on the northside of Niblick Road; and
Liberty Continuation High School and Independence High School on the southside of Niblick Road.
Winifred Pifer Elementary School is about 700 feet north of the Corridor on Creson Road. The street-edge
of the residential homes are approximately 20 to 30 feet from the edge of the Corridor (road and multi-use
path) and approximately 40 feet from Niblick Road’s center point.

3.13.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

During construction of the Project, noise from construction activities may intermittently increase ambient
noise levels in the immediate area of construction. The City’s Municipal Code creates an exception to
noise standards for construction activities occurring between 7:00 am and 7:00 pm on Mondays through
Saturdays. Therefore, the Project would be required to stay within the City’s allowable maximum noise
levels or be limited to the hours identified as acceptable in the City’s municipal code for construction noise
in excess of those noise standards. The Corridor and areas of proposed disturbance lie in close proximity
to sensitive receptors, including residences and schools. Construction activities are expected to be limited
in scope, primarily involving minor roadway improvements, and would be temporary in nature. During
construction, mitigation measure NOI-1 would be implemented to reduce construction noise received at
nearby sensitive receptors.

The Project does not have any long-term noise sources from equipment or infrastructure. The Project’s
new bike paths and multi-use trails would encourage alternative modes of transportation, such as biking
and walking. Since these modes do not generate noise levels comparable to vehicles, long-term noise
levels are expected to decrease. As a result, the potential impacts of increasing ambient noise levels
would be less than significant with the implementation of NOI-1. Thus, the potential impact would be less
than significant with mitigation incorporated.
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b) Would the project exposure of persons to or generation of excessive ground borne vibration or
ground borne noise levels?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

During construction of the Project, temporary ground borne vibrations from construction activities may
intermittently increase ambient vibration in the immediate area of construction. The City’s Municipal Code
creates an exception to noise and vibration standards for construction activities occurring between 7:00
am and 7:00 pm on Mondays through Saturdays. Therefore, the Project would be required to stay within
the City’s allowable maximum vibration and noise levels or be limited to the hours identified as acceptable
in the City’s Municipal Code for construction noise and vibration in excess of those noise standards.

The Corridor and areas of proposed disturbance lie in close proximity to sensitive receptors, including
residences and schools. Construction activities are expected to be limited in scope, primarily involving
minor roadway improvements, and would be temporary in nature. The Project would not create any
ground borne vibration during operation. As a result, the potential impacts of increasing excessive ground
borne vibration would be less than significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

c) For aproject 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?

Finding: No Impact

The nearest airport is the Paso Robles Municipal Airport, located three miles northeast of the Project
area. The Corridor is not located within two miles of an airport. Therefore, no impact would occur.

3.13.3 Mitigation Measures

NOI-1: Construction Noise Reduction. During construction, the City shall ensure that following
measures are implemented by the construction contractor to reduce construction noise levels at nearby
sensitive receptors:

e Construction equipment shall be equipped with intake and exhaust mufflers that are in good
condition and appropriate for equipment.

e Stationary noise-generating equipment shall be located as far as possible from sensitive
receptors.

e “Quiet” air compressors and other stationary noise sources shall be utilized where technology
exists.

o Where possible, foundation pile holes shall be pre-drilled to minimize the number of impacts
required to seat the pile.
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e A “disturbance coordinator” shall be retained during project construction activities. The
“disturbance coordinator shall be responsible for responding to any local complaints about
construction noise. The disturbance coordinator shall determine the cause of the noise complaint
(e.g., starting too early, bad muffler) and shall require that reasonable measures warranted to
correct the problem be implemented. A telephone number for the disturbance coordinator shall be
conspicuously posted at the construction site and shall be included in a notice sent to neighbors
and businesses regarding the construction schedule. Residents and businesses near the Project
site shall be provided with construction information including the types of construction activities
that would occur, the duration of Project construction, an indication that a temporary increase in
ambient noise levels could occur during Project construction, and a phone number where
concerned residents/business owners can call if noise levels from construction activities are
exceeded during the hours specified by the City’s Municipal Code.

3.13.4 Conclusion

With the implementation of mitigation measure NOI-1, the impacts from noise and ground borne vibration
to sensitive resources would be less than significant.
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3.14 Population and Housing

Potentiall Less than Less th
POPULATION AND HOUSING otentially -\ gignificant with €ss than No
) Significant s Significant
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated

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

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

3.14.1 Environmental Setting

Residential development and density within the City are regulated by the Land Use and Housing
Elements of the General Plan. The Housing Element outlines a coordinated strategy aimed at fostering
the creation of secure, quality, and affordable housing for all residents of the community. California
planning law imposes stringent requirements on the Housing Element compared to other components of
the General Plan, and the City’s Housing Element is tailored to address local conditions and policy
directives unique to the City (City of Paso Robles, 2020).

The Land Use Element designates various land use designations for residential purposes, including
single-family homes, multifamily housing (apartments and condominiums), and mobile homes (City of
Paso Robles, 2014b). The Corridor is surrounded by single-family homes and multi-family housing.
Decisions regarding land use types and densities are influenced by factors such as access to
transportation networks, proximity to noise sources (particularly traffic and airport-related noise),
availability of open spaces, commercial and industrial activities, and topographical considerations.

3.14.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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)?

Finding: No Impact

The proposed Project would not add vehicle capacity to existing roadways or provide access to previously
inaccessible areas. The Project would not extend Niblick Road and is not expected to result in any
significant direct, indirect, or cumulative growth- related impacts in the Corridor. No impact would occur.
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b) Would the project displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

Finding: No Impact

The proposed Project would not displace people or housing and is not expected to result in any construction
of replacement housing elsewhere. No impact would occur.

3.14.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.14.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to population and housing
would occur.
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3.15 Public Services

Less than
PUBLIC SERVICES Potentially |  Significant | Less than No
o Significant with Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

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

i) Fire protection? |:| |:| |X| |:|
ii) Police protection? |:| |:| |X| |:|
iii) Schools? ] ] X L]
iv) Parks? O ] X L]

[] [] [] X

v) Other Public Facilities?

3.15.1 Environmental Setting

Fire Protection. The City’s PRFES department provides fire and emergency services to the City. PRFES
has contractual agreements with the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE)
and the surrounding municipal departments for automatic, mutual aid, and emergency response to nearby
areas. As stated in the City’s General Plan Land Use Element, there is a required ratio of 0.8 to 1.3
firefighters per 1,000 residents (Paso Robles, 2014b). Paso Robles Fire Station No. 2 is the nearest fire
station and is located along Sherwood Road (which starts as Niblick Road).

Police Protection. The Paso Robles Police Department provides police protection and services to the
City. The service area consists of nearly 20 square miles, serving a population of approximately 32,000
residents. The police station and Emergency Services are co-located in downtown Paso Robles at 900
Park Street.

Schools. Paso Robles Unified School District services the City of Paso Robles and nearby
unincorporated areas with public school facilities. The district provides public education at 12 school sites
with approximately of 6,900 students. These students are spread throughout the six elementary schools,
one junior high school, one comprehensive high school, two alternative high schools, and one charter
school within the district. The Paso Robles Unified School District offices, Almond Acres Charter
Academy, Liberty Continuation High School, Independence High School, and Paso Robles High School
are located off of Niblick Road within the Corridor.

Parks. The City contains 13 designated parks encompassing approximately 105 acres of land. These
parks include one regional park, a community park, three district parks, five neighborhood parks, and
three mini parks, as well as four recreation centers. The nearest park is Lenco Park on the northside of
Niblick Road at Appaloosa Drive, less than 25 feet from the Corridor.
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Other Public Facilities. The City additionally provides access to a City Library, which is approximately
0.7 miles north of the Corridor. The library facility includes reading materials, computer terminals, an after-
school study center for students, and various community programs and events throughout the year.
Additionally, the Paso Robles Municipal Airport serves as a general aviation airport in the region. The
facility offers air charter, aircraft maintenance, fuel and line services, ground transportation, hot air balloon
rides, and a restaurant. The airport is over two miles north of the Corridor.

3.15.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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:

i Fire Protection

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The proposed Project plans to alleviate traffic congestion within the Corridor by constructing bicycle and
multi-use paths along Niblick Road. The Project would allow the Corridor to provide non-vehicular
connectivity between businesses and residences located adjacent to the Corridor. The operational Project
Corridor would not result in the need for additional units such that new fire facilities would need to be
constructed. Short term impacts and delays related to construction may occur but substantial adverse
impacts to fire protection would not occur, resulting in a less than significant impact, and no mitigation is
warranted.

ii. Police Services

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The proposed Project plans to alleviate traffic congestion within the Corridor by constructing bicycle and
multi-use paths along Niblick Road. The Project would allow the Corridor to provide non-vehicular
connectivity between businesses and residences located adjacent to the Corridor. The operational Project
Corridor would not result in the need for additional units such that new police station facilities would need
to be constructed. Short term impacts and delays related to construction may occur but substantial
adverse impacts to police protection would not occur, resulting in a less than significant impact, and no
mitigation is warranted.

iii. Schools

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project Corridor is within the Paso Robles Unified School District and adjacent to the following
schools: Almond Acres Charter Academy, Liberty Continuation High School, Independence High School,
and Paso Robles High School. Winifred Pifer Elementary School is approximately 700 feet north of the
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Corridor. The proposed Project plans to alleviate traffic congestion within the Corridor by constructing
bicycle and multi-use paths along Niblick Road. The Project would allow the Corridor to provide non-
vehicular connectivity between schools and residences located adjacent to the Corridor. The operational
Project Corridor would not result in the need for schools such that new school facilities would need to be
constructed. Short term impacts and delays related to construction may occur but substantial adverse
impacts to schools would not occur, resulting in a less than significant impact, and no mitigation is
warranted.

iv. Parks

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The nearest park is Lenco Park is on the northside of Niblick Road at Appaloosa Drive, less than 25 feet
from the Corridor, and is accessible by Niblick Road. The proposed Project plans to alleviate traffic
congestion within the Corridor by constructing bicycle and multi-use paths along Niblick Road. The
Project would allow the Corridor to provide more non-vehicular access to the Lenco Park from the
Corridor. Short term impacts and delays related to construction may occur but substantial adverse
impacts to parks would not occur, resulting in a less than significant impact, and no mitigation is
warranted.

V. Other Public Facilities

Finding: No Impact

The Project would not introduce any new residences to the City of Paso Robles. Therefore, the Project
would not significantly impact the level of other public services or increase the need for other public facilities.
No impact would occur.

3.15.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.15.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to public services would occur.
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3.16 RECREATION

Potentiall Less than Less than
RECREATION otentially 1 significant with €ss 1 No
. Significant L Significant
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated

a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other recreational facilities such
that substantial physical deterioration of the facility D D Izl D
would occur or be accelerated?

b) Include recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of recreational facilities
which might have an adverse physical effect on the |:| D IZ D
environment?

3.16.1 Environmental Setting

The City supports various community and neighborhood parks, as well as multiple designated bikeways
and recreational paths. In addition to parks, open space areas surrounding the City provide numerous
recreational opportunities. This includes areas that serve as links between major recreation and open
space reservations, such as bikeways and hiking and equestrian trails, and areas of outstanding scenic
and cultural value. The Salinas River and Huer Huero Creek corridors provide an opportunity for active
and passive recreation facilities including equestrian paths and other trails. Lenco Park is on the northside
of Niblick Road, less than 25 feet from the Corridor. There are many public parks within a mile radius of
the Corridor, including Centennial Park, Larry Moore Park, Melody Park, Paso Robles Downtown City
Park, Oak Creek Park, and Sherwood Park.

The Parks and Recreation Element of the City General Plan outlines goals, policies, and action items
aimed at managing parks and recreational facilities within the City (City of Paso Robles, 2003c). The
Project would be supporting Policy PR-2B to support Goal PR-1

GOAL PR-1: Optimize the use and development of parks and recreation facilities to serve the existing
and projected population.

POLICY PR-1B: Master Plan. Develop a Master Park, Recreational Facility, & Trails Plan addressing
Citywide needs and financing for development, maintenance, and operation through the year 2025.

Action Item 1. Complete a needs assessment to identify and prioritize Park and Recreation
Facility improvements. Consideration is to be given to the following improvements:

o Bikeways as indicated in the City’s Bikeway Plan

¢ Implement Master Plan of Bikeways

o Develop Multi-Purpose Trail Plan

e Expand Bikeway trails map to include pedestrian trails
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3.16.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The proposed Project is not part of an existing park but would be considered a recreational facility
because it provides users with accessible walking and biking paths. Implementation of the proposed
Project would encourage safe, multimodal, non-vehicular transportation and improve the recreational
experience along the Corridor. The Project is not expected to produce a volume of new users that would
significantly impact or deteriorate any existing recreation areas that would not be improved by the Project.
The Project would not create a new neighborhood and users are anticipated to be limited to the existing
population base. Therefore, impacts to existing neighborhoods and regional parks would be less than
significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

Given the multi-use trail components, the proposed Project can be considered a recreational trail and would
be expanding recreational facilities within the City. However, the expansion of recreational facilities along
the Corridor would not have an adverse physical effect on the environment because the Corridor is an
existing, urban road. No deterioration of existing facilities (bicycle lanes and sidewalk) would occur as a
result of Project implementation because new facilities would replace the existing facilities. While the Project
provides improved recreational pathways, it would not require the expansion of existing recreational
facilities outside of the Project scope because the closest recreational trail to the Project (Salinas River
Walk) is already connected to the Corridor, just east of Niblick Bridge. Therefore, potential impacts to the
physical environment would be less than significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

3.16.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.16.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to recreation would occur.
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3.17 TRANSPORTATION

Less than
TRANSPORTATION P_ote_n_tially Signi_ficant L_ess_ _than No
o Significant with Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or policy
addressing the circulation systems, including transit, |:| |:| |:| |E
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
b) Conflict with or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.3, subdivision (b)? [ [ X [
c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous
intersection(s) or incompatible uses (e.g. farm |:| |:| |X| |:|
equipment))?
d) Result in inadequate emergency access? [] X ] []

3.17.1 Environmental Setting

The roadway infrastructure in and around the City consists of Highways 101 and 46, along with a network
of local and regional roads such as arterials, collectors, and local streets linking various points within the
city, as well as destinations across the Central Coast and the state. Highway 101 runs adjacent to the
river from the south to the north ends of the City. Niblick Road spans the Salinas River via the Niblick
Bridge connecting River Road and Highway 101. The Union Pacific Railroad line traverses the City from
north to south, with a downtown intermodal Transportation Center situated at Pine and 8th Streets. Niblick
Road connects to the following streets from west to east: Spring Street, River Road (north and south),
Quarterhorse Lane, Nicklaus Street, Appaloosa Drive, Bearcat Lane (serving Paso Robles High School),
Rambouillet Road, Melody Drive, Country Club Drive, Rosemary Drive, and Creston Road.

The Circulation Element of the City General Plan outlines goals, policies, and action items aimed at
fostering the creation of an effective, multi-modal transportation system within the city (City of Paso
Robles, 2019a). The Project would be supporting Policies CE-1A(d), CE-1B, and CE-1F to support Goal
CE-1.

GOAL CE-1: Establish a safe, balanced, efficient, and multimodal circulation system, focusing on the
mobility of people, and preserving the City’s small-town character and quality of life.

POLICY CE-1A: Circulation Master Plan. Revise/update the City’s Circulation Master Plan to address the
mobility needs of all users of the streets, roads and highways including motorists, movers of commercial
goods, seniors, children, pedestrians, disabled persons, users of public transportation, and bicyclists as
follows:

g) Improve the circulation network on a prioritized basis;

h) Provide adequate access for emergency vehicles and evacuation;

i) Improve mobility through and access to Downtown Paso Robles by implementing the City Council
adopted Uptown/Town Centre Specific Plan;
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)

Establish safe pedestrian and bicycle paths for children and their parents to schools and other
major destinations such as Downtown, retail, and job centers;

Maintain mobility for all modes by encouraging flexible and off-set working hours; car and
vanpooling; transit improvements; pedestrian and bikeway improvements; and public outreach as
to the availability and benefit of alternative modes of travel;

Require new development to mitigate its impact on the transportation network.

Action Item 5. Maintain the Zoning, Subdivision, Streets and Sidewalk chapters of the Municipal
Code, as well as the Standard Conditions of Approval and Standard Specifications and Details,
for consistency with a “complete street” approach where all modes of travel are routinely
accommodated.

Action Item 7. Continue to actively seek federal, state, and regional grants and funding.

Action Item 16. View all transportation improvements, new or retrofit, as opportunities to improve
safety, access, and mobility for all travelers and recognize bicycle, pedestrian, and transit modes
as integral elements of the transportation system.

Action Item 18. Transportation systems and facilities should be planned, designed, and
constructed so as not to serve as barriers to community resources.

Action Item 19. Transportation improvements shall improve accessibility and promote physical
activity.

Action Item 20. The City shall adopt and implement a Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan
(BPTP).

POLICY CE-1B: Reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT). The City shall strive to reduce VMT generated
per household per weekday by making efficient use of existing transportation facilities and by providing
direct routes for pedestrians and bicyclists through the implementation of sustainable planning principles.

Action Item 1. New developments or redeveloped areas shall conform to the following guidelines
to the maximum extent possible:

d) Circulation systems shall provide for all modes of travel, and shall typically include
sidewalks, bicycle lanes, and transit stop amenities. Continuous paths of travel shall be
established and connected for walking and bicycling from and throughout the
development area to Downtown and other key destinations. As appropriate and practical,
all development shall conform to the most current Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation
Plan adopted by the City Council and the most current trail system plan. Impact fees shall
be assessed to mitigate impacts and to contribute to updates to the Bicycle and
Pedestrian Transportation Plan.

Action Item 2. Develop well connected routes for bicycles throughout the City in accordance with
the most current City Council adopted BPTP.
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POLICY CE-1F: Pedestrian and Bicycle Access. Provide safe and convenient pedestrian and bicycle
access to all areas of the City.

Action Item 1. Maintain and update as needed the Bicycle and Pedestrian Transportation Plan
(BPTP) identifying and prioritizing improvements to the bicycle and pedestrian network to support
biking and walking as viable primary modes of travel within Paso Robles. The BPTP shall provide
bike facilities on or parallel to all major arterials (including bridges) and a network of off street
paths to facilitate commute and recreational bicycle travel. It shall provide pedestrian facilities
connecting new developments to existing City amenities and seek to close gaps in the pedestrian
network. The BPTP will identify bicycle priority streets and bicycle routes to create a fully
connected network throughout the City.

Action Item 5. Improve streetscapes and install curb extensions at intersections where
appropriate to reduce driving speeds and shorten pedestrian crossing distances.

Action Item 8. Update and expand the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) City Transition Plan
to include public street right-of-way Improvements.

3.17.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

a) Would the project conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or policy addressing the circulation
systems, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities?

Finding: No Impact

The Project is consistent with the City of Paso Robles Complete and Sustainable Streets Corridor Plan for
the Niblick Corridor Plan and the 2018 BPMP. The Project is on the City’s Capital Improvement Project
list, which is in conformance with the General Plan Circulation Element. The Project is consistent with the
SLOCOG 2019 Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS).
The RTP and SCS are part of a comprehensive plan guiding transportation policy for the San Luis Obispo
County region with recommendations concerning improvements to the existing transportation network of
highways, transit, air and water, rail, and bicycling. SLOCOG, the federally-designated Metropolitan
Planning Organization for San Luis Obispo County, adopted its RTP/SCS in 2015. The 2015 RTP/SCS
encourages new growth in existing communities and near existing commercial corridor already served by
transit. Its strategies, together with transportation system management, transportation demand
management, and trip reduction programs, are responsible for reducing transportation-related GHG
emissions in the region. The Project would not conflict with a program, plan, ordinance, or policy

82



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation Measures

addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian facilities. No impact
would occur.

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project is a multi-modal project that is expected to reduce overall VMT by adding a multi-use path for
bicyclists and pedestrians, upgrading the existing Class |l bicycle lane, installing curbs and ADA-
compliant ramps, and providing a continuous sidewalk. The Project does not change the number of travel
lanes on Niblick Road, or lane geometry and traffic control at the intersections and driveways along the
Corridor. Transportation projects that reduce, or have no impact on, VMT should be presumed to cause a
less than significant transportation impact (Source: CEQA Section 15064.3 subdivision (b)(2)). As
explained in the Final Statement of Reasons for Regulatory Action, lead agencies should presume that
projects that reduce VMT, such as pedestrian, bicycle, and transit projects, would have a less than
significant impact, and no mitigation is warranted.

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project includes improvements to the Corridor that are meant to improve safety, access, and mobility
for all modes of transportation, specifically walking and bicycling. The Project does not change the
number of travel lanes on Niblick Road, or lane geometry and traffic control at the intersections and
driveways along the Corridor. There are existing locations along the Corridor where vehicles queue
illegally within the bike lanes to access driveways. This creates an existing hazard for cyclists travelling
within the corridor. The Project would alleviate this hazard by creating a path for multimodal travel and
providing separation for pedestrians and cyclists from the vehicular travel lanes. There are no hazardous
design features associated with this Project that could result in safety hazard impacts from this Project.
The Project would result in a less than significant impact and no mitigation is warranted.

d) Would the project result in inadequate emergency access?

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

The Project does not change the number of travel lanes on Niblick Road, or lane geometry and traffic
control at the intersections and driveways along the Corridor. Short-term lane closures would be
necessary throughout the duration of the project, which would result in temporary traffic delays.
Construction traffic (equipment and materials transport and daily worker traffic) and large vehicles
transporting equipment and materials to the project area could also cause slight delays. A Transportation
Management Plan would be prepared for the Project construction phases and mitigation measure TRA-1
and TRA-2 would be implemented during construction. Therefore, short-term construction would not
result in changes to existing emergency access and impacts are anticipated to be less than significant
with mitigation incorporated.
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3.17.3 Mitigation Measures

TRA-1: Traffic Control Plan. The applicant shall ensure that traffic control is implemented for the duration
of demolition and construction phases:

Traffic control shall be pursuant the California Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devics
(CAMUTCD), latest edition.

Traffic control monitors shall direct traffic whenever heavy construction equipment is entering and
exiting the work area as warranted to ensure public safety. Traffic monitors shall be posted
throughout the demolition and construction periods, as necessary. The contractor shall coordinate
with the Paso Robles Fire and Emergency Services Department in order to ensure that traffic
control routes and procedures would allow for adequate emergency access.

All construction-related vehicles, equipment staging, and storage areas shall be located in
approved pre-determined areas within the construction area.

Construction traffic shall comply with the California Vehicle Code sections related to vehicle
weight and width. Any extra-legal loads needed for specialized deliveries shall be subject to
special permit requirements from the City of Paso Robles. Should roadway damage occur along
the haul route that is directly attributable to the demolition and construction of the Project, repairs
will be assessed by the City and completed accordingly.

TRA-2: Truck traffic shall be limited during the 7:00 am to 10:00 am and 2:00 pm to 7:00 pm commute

periods.

3.17.4 Conclusion

With the implementation of mitigation measure TRA-1 and TRA-2, the impacts to transportation from the
Project would be less than significant.

84



INITIAL STUDY/MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Environmental Setting, Analysis, and Mitigation Measures

3.18 Tribal Cultural Resources

Less than
TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES Potentially | Significant | Less than No
o Significant with Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

a) 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:

i. Listed or eligible for listing in the California
Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in |:| |X| D |:|
Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k), or

ii. 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 of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria |:| |X| |:| |:|
set forth in subdivision of Public Resource
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource to a
California Native American tribe?

3.18.1 Environmental Setting

The following section was compiled based on information contained in Appendix E — Cultural Resources
Survey Report. CEQA requires California state and local public agencies to evaluate the impacts of their
project(s) on the environment, including, but not limited to, historical resources, archaeological resources,
and tribal cultural resources. Under CEQA, a project that results in a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource is a project that may have a significant adverse effect on the
environment (CEQA Guidelines 15064.5(b)). CEQA defines substantial adverse change in the
significance of a resource as the physical demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource
or its immediate surroundings such that the significance of the resource is materially altered (CEQA
Guidelines 15064.5(b)(2)). Additionally, no project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resource is categorically exempt from CEQA. CEQA considers three types of
cultural resources: historical resources, archaeological resources, and tribal cultural resources.

The final type of cultural resource subject to CEQA are “tribal cultural resources.” Effective July 1, 2015,
AB 52 amended CEQA to mandate consultation with California Native American tribes during the CEQA
process to determine whether the proposed Project may have a significant impact on a tribal cultural
resource. California Native American tribes are defined as “a Native American tribe located in California
that is on the contact list maintained by the NAHC for the purposes of Chapter 905 of the Statutes of
2004” (PRC Section 21073).

Section 21074(a) of the PRC defines tribal cultural resources for the purpose of CEQA as: “Sites,
features, places, cultural landscapes (geographically defined in terms of the size and scope), sacred
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places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that are either of the
following”:

¢ Included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the CRHR; and/or

¢ Included in a local register of historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of Section 5020.1;
and/or

e Aresource 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 Section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Section 5024.1 for the purposes of this
paragraph, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California Native
American tribe.

The consultation provisions of the law require that a public agency consult with local Native American
tribes that have requested placement on that agency’s notification list for CEQA projects. Within 14 days
of determining that a project application is complete, or a decision by a public agency to undertake a
project, the lead agency must notify tribes of the opportunity to consult on the project, should a tribe have
previously requested to be on the agency’s notification list. California Native American tribes must be
recognized by the NAHC as traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Corridor and must have
previously requested that the lead agency notify them of projects. Tribes have 30 days following
notification of a project to request consultation with the lead agency.

The purpose of consultation is to inform the lead agency in its identification and determination of the
significance of tribal cultural resources. If a project is determined to result in a significant impact on an
identified tribal cultural resource, the consultation process must occur and conclude prior to adoption of a
Negative Declaration or Mitigated Negative Declaration, or certification of an Environmental Impact
Report (PRC Sections 21080.3.1, 21080.3.2, 21082.3).The Cultural Resources Survey Report prepared
for the Project included a Sacred Lands File (SLF) search request with the Native American Heritage
Commission in West Sacramento.

The precontact chronology for the Central Coast region is described in Jones et al. (2007), who identify
six cultural periods. This chronology—which relies heavily on Olivella shell bead horizon sequences—
consists of the Paleo-Indian (pre-8000 cal. B.C.), Millingstone (8000 to 3500 cal. B.C.), Early (3500 to 600
cal. B.C.), Middle (600 cal. B.C. to cal. A.D. 1000), Middle/Late Transition (cal. A.D. 1000 to 1250), and
Late (cal. A.D. 1250 to 1769) periods. Pre-European contact, the City of Paso Robles was near the
ethnographic boundary of the Salinan and Chumash Native American groups within the Central Coast
region. At the time of European contact, the Corridor was within the territory of the Obispefio and
Purisimefio Chumash, who occupied the area between the coastline and the Santa Lucia and San
Raphael ranges from Point Conception to Point Estero (Appendix E). Salinan territory at the time of Euro-
American contact is estimated to have included the Pacific coast from Lucia south to near Morro Bay,
from the coast inland about 50 miles, and the Salinas River watershed from its headwaters north to
Soledad (Appendix E).
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Chumash

At the time of European contact, the Corridor was within the territory of the Obispefio and Purisimefio
Chumash, who occupied the area between the coastline and the Santa Lucia and San Raphael ranges
from Point Conception to Point Estero (Appendix E). Differentiation between the two groups is based on
linguistic dissimilarity rather than material or cultural variances. By 1772, Spanish expeditions along the
coast and the establishment of the Spanish mission system had contributed to the rapid disappearance of
the native inhabitants. The Chumash were pressed into service by the Spanish authorities, and
introduced diseases claimed thousands of lives and destroyed entire Chumash communities.

Salinan

Salinan territory at the time of Euro-American contact is estimated to have included the Pacific coast from
Lucia south to near Morro Bay, from the coast inland about 50 miles, and the Salinas River watershed
from its headwaters north to Soledad (Appendix E). The Salinan spoke two dialects: Antoniafio and
Miguelino, spoken in the vicinity of missions San Antonio and San Miguel, respectively. Based on San
Antonio and San Miguel mission records, the population of the Salinan at the time of European contact
was estimated to be between 2,000 to 3,000 persons (Appendix E). The population was likely organized
into independent land-holding entities called tribelets. Tribelets typically consisted of a principal village
that was occupied year-round and smaller satellite settlements occupied by certain families or during
certain seasons. In general, Salinan inland sites were situated near freshwater sources, such as along
creeks, riverbanks, and floodplains. The principal village of the Miguelino was at either present-day
Cholame or, possibly, at Mission San Miguel (Appendix E).

The establishment of Missions San Antonio de Padua in 1771 and San Miguel in 1797 disrupted the
traditional lifeways of the Salinan and resulted in a precipitous population decline. Once the Salinan
entered the missions, they were prohibited from pursuing their traditional lifeways. Instead, they were
taught agriculture and stock raising, and were employed as weavers (Appendix E). Estimated to be
between 2,000 to 3,000 individuals at the time the missions were established, the Salinan population
declined to fewer than 700 by 1831 (Appendix E).
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3.18.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

a) 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, scared place, or object with cultural value to a California Native American tribe, and
that is:

i 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

Finding: Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated

A total of 50 previous cultural resources studies have been conducted within a 0.5-mile radius of the
Corridor. Of these, 16 overlap the Corridor. A summary of all cultural resource studies intersecting the
Corridor and a figure depicting all previous study locations within the search area are presented in
Appendix E. Two of the cultural resources identified by the records search are mapped adjacent to the
Corridor are precontact Native American sites and contain lithic debris, fire affected rock, lithic tools, and
shell fragments. No tribal cultural resources were identified in the Corridor from the most-recent field
survey (Appendix E). The presence of precontact resources adjacent to the Project indicates a potential
for buried tribal cultural resources within the Niblick Road Corridor. A review from the NAHC'’s SLF was
also requested. The NAHC maintains the confidential SLF, which documents sites of traditional, cultural,
or religious value to Native American tribes. In a letter dated August 13, 2023, the NAHC reported that the
results of the SLF search were negative. The proposed Project would not cause a direct substantial
adverse change in significant of an archaeological resource with the implementation of mitigation
measures CUL-1, CUL-2, and CUL-3. Thus, the potential impact would be less than significant with
mitigation incorporated.

ii. Aresource 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.

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

Per the requirements of the City’s Conservation Element, CEQA, and AB 52 (see Environmental Setting),
letters were sent to Native American tribes, organizations, and individuals on December 2™, 2023. The
list of recipients was provided by the City and the NAHC per AB 52 and is comprised of those groups and
individuals thought to have a cultural interest in this area, notifying them of the proposed Project, inviting
them to consult, and requesting information or concerns regarding the proposed Project. There have
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been no responses to date. Additionally, a Sacred Lands Search was conducted at the NAHC. The
Project would result in a less than significant impact, and no mitigation is warranted.

3.18.3 Mitigation Measures

Descriptions of mitigation measures CUL-1, CUL-2, and CUL-3 can be found in Section 3.5, Cultural
Resources.

3.18.4 Conclusion

With the implementation of mitigation measures CUL-1 through 3, the impacts to tribal cultural resources
from the Project would be less than significant.
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3.19 Utilities and Service Systems

Less than
UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Potentially | Significant | Less than |
. Significant with Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated

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

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

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment
provider which serves tor may serve the project that is
has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected |:| |:| |X| |:|
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 |:| D |X| |:|
solid waste reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid |:| |:| |X| |:|
waste?

3.19.1 Environmental Setting

The City of Paso Robles Water Division provides potable water to residential and non-residential service
connections in the City. The Water Division is responsible for water supply, treatment, distribution, and
resource planning for its service area. This water service area is generally contiguous with the City’s
incorporated boundaries. The City obtains its municipal water supply from the Paso Robles Groundwater
Basin, the Salinas River, and Lake Nacimiento.

The City operates the Wastewater Treatment Plant and sewer collection infrastructure, located at the
north end of the city near the Salinas River. The City Public Works Department additionally manages
storm drainage facilities that process stormwater runoff by emptying into storm drains or natural drainage
courses. Solid waste services are contracted to private service providers for the City. Pacific Waste
Services operates the City-owned Paso Robles Landfill. Regulations governing solid waste include the
California Integrated Waste Management Act (1989), the California Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Act
of 1991, The California Beverage Container Recycling and Litter Reduction Act (2019), and the California
Recycling Market Development Act.

Pacific Gas and Electric Company provides electrical service and Southern California Gas Company
provides natural gas within the City. Several private carriers provide telephone and internet service to the
City, including AT&T, Spectrum, Verizon, and Astound.
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The Conservation Element of the City General Plan outlines goals, policies, and action items for public
utilities, facilities, and services within the City (City of Paso Robles, 2014a). The Project would be
supporting Goal C-1.

GOAL C-1: Utilities and Infrastructure. Ensure that public utilities, facilities, and services are designed to
meet existing and planned land uses, and ensure that provisions are made for continued operation
maintenance, and updates as necessary.

3.19.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

a) Would the project require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment, or stormwater drainage, electrical power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause significant
environmental effects?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The proposed Project would construct bicycle and multi-use paths that encourage alternative forms of
transportation on Niblick Road. The Project would require the relocation of approximately six light poles in
several locations between Bearcat Lane and Creston Road and the Niblick Road/Nicklaus Street
intersection. All light relocation would be conducted per City standards, including contacting the local
utility provider. This Project would not introduce any new uses that would necessitate additional water or
wastewater demand or generate solid waste. Construction of the Project would adhere to all relevant
statutes and regulations concerning temporary construction water, sanitation facilities, utilities, and waste
management. Impacts to utilities and service systems would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
warranted.

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

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The proposed Project would construct a multi-use pedestrian and bicycle path and is intended to serve
the existing community. The Project would not create the need for additional housing and would not
increase the population. Implementation of the Project is not anticipated to cause any increased demand
in water supply beyond minimal landscaping water use. The Project would implement drought tolerant
landscaping to follow development standards for the zones surrounding the Corridor. The Landscape and
Irrigation Ordinance (Chapter 21.22B) requires the use of drought tolerant, native plant species when
possible and plantings should be compatible with the natural vegetation and that on surrounding
properties. Therefore, impacts to the water supply would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
warranted.
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c) Would the project result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves
or may serve the project that is has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand
in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?

Finding: No Impact

The Project does not propose new uses that require wastewater treatment and nor would it require the
construction or expansion of these facilities. Therefore, 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?

Finding: Less Than Significant Impact

Upon completion of construction, operation and use of the project would not generate any solid waste.
Construction activities would result in the generation of solid waste; however, the amounts would not
exceed local stands or capacities. Therefore, the impacts would be less than significant, and no mitigation
is warranted.

e) Would the project comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

All Project construction and operational activities would conform to state and federal solid waste
regulations, and local landfills have the capacity to serve the Project. Therefore, potential impacts would
be less than significant, and no mitigation is warranted.

3.19.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.19.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to utilities and service systems
would occur.
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3.20 Wildfire
. Less than
WILDFIRE Potentially | gjgnificant | SeSSthan | Ng
. Significant . L Significant
Would the project: Impact with Mitigation Impact Impact
Incorporated

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones;
a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response |:| I:' |X| |:|

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 D D D Izl
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 D D |X| D
instability, or drainage changes?

3.20.1 Environmental Setting

The City’s General Plan Safety Element and associated Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) address
the risk of wildfire to City infrastructure and residents. The LHMP outlines agencies and technical
resources available for emergency services in the event of a natural or manmade disaster (City of Paso
Robles, 2003b). The City’s Emergency Services Growth Management Plan (2000) includes an evaluation
of fire and emergency services and a series of options to meet projected needs in 2020.

The City and the San Luis Obispo County Fire Safety Council developed a Community Wildfire Protection
Plan (CWPP). The CWPP discusses fire protection planning efforts to minimize the risk of wildfire to
watershed lands, private and public assets, firefighters, and the public. The goal of these tactics is to
reduce the risk of loss within the City (City of Paso Robles, 2019c). The CWPP is a comprehensive report
that describes the City’s physical and social characteristics and its wildfire history; identifies and evaluates
landscape-scale fire hazard variables; utilizes priority landscape datasets for identifying wildfire risk;
identifies strategic measures for reducing structural ignitability, increasing public education and outreach;
and identifies strategic fuel reduction goals and techniques for minimizing wildfire risk. The CWPP
prioritizes protection of the community, natural resources, and the lives of the public and firefighters. The
guiding tactical principles of the CWPP include the following:

¢ Increasing the safety to residents and firefighters during wildland fires.

¢ Reducing the costs and losses associated with wildland fires Supporting implementation of
wildland urban interface building standards through coordination and cooperation with the City of
Paso Robles Community Development Department.

e Supporting the implementation and maintenance of defensible space around structures.
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e Supporting project work and planning efforts that encourage the development and/or
maintenance of safe ingress and egress routes for emergency incidents.

e Promoting cooperation between fire agencies in the County to minimize wildland fire damage
through strategic fuel treatment, land use, and public outreach projects.

e Utilizing fire prevention efforts to reduce ignitions within the City.

e Conducting post-incident analysis to evaluate success in achieving the 95% threshold of keeping
fires less than 10 acres in size.

e Promoting public education efforts about wildland fire through the support of the San Luis Obispo
County Community Fire Safe Council.

The City is responsible for fire protection and management within the City boundaries and formed the
Paso Robles Fire and Emergency Services (PRFES) Department. The City has a daily staffing of two
first-out Type 1 engines, one reserve Type 1 engine, one Type 3 engine, one ladder truck, one heavy
rescue truck, one heavy rescue squad car, one airport rescue firefighting crash vehicle, one Kawasaki
mule utility task vehicle, and one unmanned ariel vehicle drone (City of Paso Robles, 2024). Out of the
three fires stations operated by PRFES, the nearest fire station to the Project is Station No. 2. The station
is approximately 800 feet southeast of the Corridor, located at 235 Santa Fe Ave. In 2022, PRFES
responded to 100 wildfires (PRFES 2022). The largest wildfire was within the Salinas Riverbed and was
just over one acre in size (PRFES, 2022). However, it is common to have Salinas Riverbed fires range
from five to ten acres. The PRFES currently invests in fuels reduction and abatement work to limit wildfire
growth and spread.

According to the CAL FIRE Severity Zone Map Viewer, the Project is located within a Local Responsibility
Area and is not located within a State Responsibility Area or a Fire Hazard Severity Zone (CAL FIRE,
2024).

3.20.2 Environmental Impact Analysis

a) Would the project substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

During Project construction, there may be temporary congestion or loss of access that could temporarily
affect direct emergency routes and access to some parts of Niblick Road. However, emergency access
would be maintained during construction.

The Project would comply with the goals outlined within the San Luis Obispo CWPP, specifically Policy
PLN9.1PR: Identify upgrades to road system, where road system does not provide for proper evacuation.
The Project would improve future emergency access throughout Niblick Road by upgrading the current
road system infrastructure and allow for multimodal evacuation. Therefore, the Project would have a less
than significant impact to wildfire emergency response or evacuation, and no mitigation is warranted.
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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?

Finding: No Impact

According to the CAL FIRE Severity Zone Map Viewer, the Project is not located within or adjacent to
Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (CAL FIRE, 2024). The Project Corridor would not expose Project
occupants to pollutant concentrations because the Corridor is minimally sloped. Project implementation
would not propose any design elements that would exacerbate risks and would not expose project
occupants to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of wildfire. The Project
would not provide a new ignition source that would exacerbate wildfire risks, nor would it increase
population growth inducing infrastructure, such as housing, that would increase those at risk. Therefore,
Project would have no impact on pollutant concentrations from wildfire.

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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

The Project would enhance safety and mobility within the Corridor. All improvements would be consistent
with applicable engineering and building standards, and utility relocation would adhere to City standards
and in coordination with the respective service provider. There are no additional improvements to
infrastructure or maintenance, other than what is currently described and anticipated under the proposed
Project, that would exacerbate fire risk or may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment.
Therefore, impacts to wildfire from infrastructure would be less than significant, and no mitigation is
warranted.

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?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact

As described in Section 3.7, Geology and Soils, the Project is not located in an area at risk for landslides
or substantial downslope or downstream flooding as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or
drainage changes. Discussed further in Section 3.10, Hydrology and Water Quality, the Corridor is above
the Salinas River, which is a natural drainage and waterway and is designated as Zone AE. The rest of
the Corridor is designated as Zone X, an area of minimal to moderate flood risk. Due to its characteristics,
location and design, the Project would not expose people or structures to significant risks, including
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire instability, or drainage
changes. Therefore, the impacts associated with significant risk would be less than significant, and no
mitigation is warranted.
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3.20.3 Mitigation Measures

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project.

3.20.4 Conclusion

No mitigation measures are recommended for this Project and no impacts to/from wildfire would occur.
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3.21 Mandatory Findings of Significance

Less than
MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE Potentially | Significant | Lessthan |,
o Significant with Significant Impact
Would the project: Impact Mitigation Impact P
Incorporated
a) 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, reduce the number or restrict the D |Z| D D
range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory?
b) Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulative
considerable? (“Cumulative considerable” means that
the incremental effects of a Project are considerable
when viewed in connection with the effects of past D |Z| D D
Projects, the effects of other current Projects, and the
effects of probable future Projects)?
c) Have environmental effects which will cause substantial

adverse effects on human beings, either directly or
indirectly?

3.21.1 Environmental Impact Analysis

a)

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

Would 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, 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?

The proposed Project does not have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment.
The Project has no potential to substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels or threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, or substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or

animal. The proposed Project would not contribute significantly to GHG emissions or significantly increase
energy consumption and would not eliminate important examples of the major periods of California history
or prehistory with implementation of identified mitigation. Therefore, impacts would be less than

significant with mitigation measures from the environmental issue areas incorporated.
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b) Would the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulative considerable?
(“Cumulative 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)?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

The Project does not propose a new or significantly different use than the existing use of Niblick Road.
The Project’s impacts would be limited in extent and duration and could be generally minimized through
application of standard control measures. The proposed Project does not have impacts that would be
individually limited but cumulatively considerable with implementation of mitigation identified within the
previous sections. There are no proposed or planned projects in the area that would create similar
impacts, which when considered together with the Project-related impacts would be considerable, or
which compound or increase other environmental impacts. Therefore, impacts would be less than
significant with mitigation measures from the environmental issue areas incorporated.

¢) Would the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on

human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Finding: Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated

The proposed Project would not create environmental effects that would cause substantial adverse effects

on human beings, either directly or indirectly. The Project would improve existing infrastructure providi
beneficial impacts on existing traffic and circulation systems. Adverse project effects would generally

ng
be

limited to the construction phase of the project and minimized through standard mitigation measures.
Therefore, impacts would be less than significant with mitigation measures from the environmental issue

areas incorporated.
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4.0 PREPARERS

The following individuals prepared or contributed to preparation of this Initial Study/Mitigated Negative
Declaration.

e Lisel Ballmer
e Sarah Spann

Authors of supporting technical studies and plans are provided within each respective technical report
Appendix A (Preliminary Landscape Plan), Appendix B (Concept Design), Appendix C (Air Quality
Technical Memorandum), Appendix D (Biological Resources Technical Report), Appendix E (Cultural
Resources Survey Report), and Appendix F (Initial Site Assessment).
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GENERAL NOTES

1. TO ALLOW TIME FOR UTILITY COMPANIES TO LOCATE AND MARK THEIR FACILITIES FOR THE CONTRACTOR, THE APPLICANT SHALL TELEPHONE
UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT (USA) TOLL FREE AT 811 A MINIMUM OF 48 HOURS PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION. FOR BEST
RESPONSE, PROVIDE AS MUCH NOTICE AS POSSIBLE, UP TO 10 WORKING DAYS.

2. NO CONSTRUCTION RELATED DEBRIS (MUD, DUST, PAINT, LUMBER, REBAR, ETC.) SHALL LEAVE THE PROJECT SITE UNLESS TRANSPORTED TO
AN APPROVED DISPOSAL SITE.

3.  DURING CONSTRUCTION, WASHING OF CONCRETE TRUCKS, PAINT, EQUIPMENT OR SIMILAR ACTIVITIES SHALL OCCUR ONLY IN AREAS WHERE
POLLUTED WATER AND MATERIALS CAN BE CONTAINED FOR SUBSEQUENT REMOVAL FROM THE SITE. WASH WATER SHALL NOT BE DISCHARGED
TO THE STORM DRAINS, STREET, DRAINAGE DITCHES OR CREEKS. AREAS DESIGNATED FOR WASHING FUNCTIONS SHALL BE AT LEAST 100
FEET FROM ANY STORM DRAIN, WATERBODY OR SENSITIVE BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. THE LOCATION OF THE WASHOUT AREA SHALL BE
CLEARLY NOTED AT THE CONSTRUCTION SITE WITH SIGNS.

4. AT LEAST 10 DAYS PRIOR TO THE START OF ANY CONSTRUCTION, ADJACENT PROPERTY OWNERS WITHIN 300 FEET AND OCCUPANTS WITHIN
100 FEET OF THE PROJECT SHALL BE NOTIFIED BY THE CONTRACTOR OF THE TENTATIVE CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE.

GENERAL REQUIREMENTS OF CONTRACTOR

1. CONTRACTOR SHALL POSSESS A CONTRACTOR’S LICENSE OF TYPE A AND SHALL FURNISH EVIDENCE OF SAME AT THE TIME THE CONTRACT IS
AWARDED.

2. ROADWAYS AND DRIVEWAYS SHALL BE KEPT CLEAN AND CLEAR OF CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS AND DEBRIS 24 HOURS A DAY, 7 DAYS A WEEK.
NO STOCKPILING OR EQUIPMENT STORAGE WILL BE PERMITTED ON ANY PAVED SURFACE WITHIN THE ROADWAY. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL NOT
STAGE, STOCKPILE OR OPERATE ANY EQUIPMENT OUTSIDE THE PERMITTED "WORK ZONE” WITHOUT THE WRITTEN APPROVAL FROM THE OWNER.

3. CONSTRUCTION ACTIVITY SHALL BE LIMITED TO THE HOURS OF 7 AM. TO 4 P.M. MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY UNLESS OTHERWISE AUTHORIZED.
WEEKEND AND/OR HOLIDAY WORK SHALL REQUIRE PRIOR APPROVAL.

4. RECORD DRAWINGS (REPRODUCIBLE) SHOWING THE ACTUAL LOCATION OF ALL MAINS, WATER VALVES, FITTINGS, THRUST BLOCKS, REDUCER,
WATER METERS, STRUCTURES, EASEMENTS, ETC., SHALL BE FILED WITH THE PROJECT ENGINEER BEFORE FINAL ACCEPTANCE OF THE WORK. THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL MAINTAIN A COMPLETE AND ACCURATE RECORD OF ALL CHANGES OF CONSTRUCTION FROM THAT SHOWN IN THESE PLANS
FOR THE PURPOSE OF PROVIDING A BASIS FOR CONSTRUCTION RECORD DRAWINGS. NO CHANGES SHALL BE MADE WITHOUT PRIOR WRITTEN
APPROVAL OF THE ENGINEER. UPON COMPLETION OF THE PROJECT, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL DELIVER THIS RECORD OF ALL CONSTRUCTION
CHANGES TO THE ENGINEER ALONG WITH A LETTER WHICH DECLARES THAT THE PROJECT WAS CONSTRUCTED IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE
APPROVED PLANS AND APPROVED CHANGE ORDERS.

5. THE ENGINEER WHO PREPARED THESE PLANS WILL NOT BE RESPONSIBLE OR LIABLE FOR UNAUTHORIZED CHANGES OR USES OF THESE PLANS.
ALL CHANGES TO THESE PLANS MUST BE APPROVED IN WRITING BY THE ENGINEER.

6. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROMPTLY NOTIFY THE ENGINEER AND CONSTRUCTION MANAGER BY PHONE AND IN WRITING UPON DISCOVERY OF, AND
BEFORE DISTURBING, ANY PHYSICAL CONDITIONS DIFFERING FROM THOSE REPRESENTED BY APPROVED PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS.

7. THE CONTRACTOR AGREES THAT, IN ACCORDANCE WITH GENERALLY ACCEPTED CONSTRUCTION PRACTICES, THE CONTRACTOR WILL BE REQUIRED
TO ASSUME SOLE AND COMPLETE RESPONSIBILITY FOR JOB SITE CONDITIONS DURING THE COURSE OF CONSTRUCTION OF THIS PROJECT,
INCLUDING SAFETY OF ALL PERSONS AND PROPERTY. THIS REQUIREMENT SHALL BE MADE TO APPLY CONTINUOUSLY AND NOT BE LIMITED TO
NORMAL WORKING HOURS, AND CONTRACTOR FURTHER AGREES TO DEFEND, INDEMNIFY AND HOLD DESIGN PROFESSIONALS HARMLESS FROM ALL
LIABILITY AND CLAIMS, REAL OR ALLEGED, IN CONNECTION WITH THE PERFORMANCE OF WORK ON THIS PROJECT, EXCEPTING LIABILITY ARISING
FROM THE SOLE NEGLIGENCE OF DESIGN PROFESSIONALS.

8. THE CONTRACTOR AGREES TO ASSUME SOLE AND COMPLETE RESPONSIBILITY FOR PROTECTION OF PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PROPERTY IN THE
VICINITY OF THE JOB SITE AND FURTHER AGREES TO, AT CONTRACTOR'S EXPENSE, REPAIR OR REPLACE TO THE ORIGINAL CONDITION, ALL
EXISTING IMPROVEMENTS WITHIN OR IN THE WMCINITY OF THE JOB SITE WHICH ARE NOT DESIGNATED FOR REMOVAL AND WHICH ARE DAMAGED
OR REMOVED AS A RESULT OF CONTRACTOR’S OPERATIONS.

9. REMOVAL OF CONFLICTING MATERIALS (UTILITIES, PAVEMENT, WALLS, FENCES, ETC.) SHALL BE DISPOSED OF OFFSITE OR STOCKPILED ONSITE AT
THE DIRECTION OF THE CONSTRUCTION MANAGER.

10. ALL WORK SHALL BE DONE IN CONFORMANCE WITH THE LATEST EDITION OF THE STANDARD SPECIFICATIONS FOR PUBLIC WORKS CONSTRUCTION
(GREEN BOOK), THE LATEST EDITION OF THE CALIFORNIA PLUMBING CODE (CPC) AND THE LATEST EDITION OF THE CITY OF PASO ROBLES
ENGINEERING STANDARD DETAILS AND SPECIFICATIONS.

11. ALL WORK SHALL BE PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA DIVISION OF INDUSTRIAL SAFETY.
CONTRACTOR SHALL HAVE ALL PUMPS, SHORING SHIELDS AND/OR OTHER SAFETY EQUIPMENT INCLUDING STEEL TRENCH COVER PLATES
ON-SITE PRIOR TO TRENCH OPENING.

12. CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS ON SITE SHALL BE USED IN SUCH A MANNER AS TO AVOID CREATING A NUISANCE.

13. IF HAZARDOUS OR CONTAMINATED MATERIALS ARE DISCOVERED, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE OWNER AND CONSTRUCTION
MANAGER AND CONFORM TO APPLICABLE SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY CODES AND PROCEDURES FOR REMOVING THE MATERIAL.

14. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PROVIDE A PRE—CONSTRUCTION MEETING A MINIMUM OF 48 HOURS PRIOR TO THE START OF CONSTRUCTION. THE
ENGINEER AND INSPECTOR SHALL BE NOTIFIED OF THIS MEETING A MINIMUM OF 48 HOURS PRIOR TO ITS SCHEDULED DATE AND TIME.

15. DUST CONTROL SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 20.20.040 OF THE CITY OF PASO ROBLES MUNICIPAL CODE.
16. EXISTING STRIPING AND CURB PAINTING IS OMITTED ON THESE PLANS FOR CLARITY. UNLESS NOTED OTHERWISE, THE CONTRACTOR SHALL

REPLACE ALL CURB PAINTING, PAVEMENT STRIPES, MARKINGS, AND MARKERS DISTURBED DURING CONSTRUCTION. ALL STRIPING IS PER STATE
STANDARD PLANS.

UNDERGROUND UTILITIES

1. UNDERGROUND UTILITIES AND SUBSTRUCTURES SHOWN HEREON WERE OBTAINED FROM THE BEST AVAILABLE SOURCES AND ARE PRESUMED TO
BE ACCURATE AND COMPLETE. HOWEVER, SINCE THE INFORMATION WAS OBTAINED FROM OTHERS, THE OFFICE OF STANTEC CONSULTING
SERVICES CANNOT GUARANTEE SAID INFORMATION AS BEING ACCURATE. IT IS TO BE UNDERSTOOD BY THE CONTRACTOR THAT OTHER
ABOVE—GROUND AND UNDERGROUND FACILITIES NOT SHOWN ON THESE DRAWINGS MAY BE ENCOUNTERED DURING THE COURSE OF THE WORK.

2. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL INDEPENDENTLY VERIFY THE PRESENCE OF BURIED CONDUITS AND STRUCTURES. BOTH ACTIVE AND
ABANDONED—IN—PLACE AND, BEFORE COMMENCING WORK, CONTRACTOR SHALL DETERMINE THE EXACT LOCATION INCLUDING DEPTHS OF ALL
EXISTING UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, CONDUITS AND STRUCTURES, INCLUDING SERVICE CONNECTIONS, WHICH MAY AFFECT OR BE AFFECTED BY
HIS OPERATIONS. CONTRACTOR AGREES TO BE FULLY RESPONSIBLE FOR ANY AND ALL DAMAGES WHICH OCCUR AS A RESULT OF

CONTRACTOR'’S FAILURE TO EXACTLY LOCATE AND PRESERVE ANY AND ALL UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, CONDUITS AND STRUCTURES.

3. UPON ENCOUNTERING EXISTING BURIED CONDUITS OR STRUCTURES NOT SHOWN OR LOCATED DIFFERENTLY THAN SHOWN ON THE PLANS, OR
NOT PROPERLY MARKED BY THE UTILITY OWNER, CONTRACTOR SHALL IMMEDIATELY NOTIFY THE ENGINEER AND THE OWNER OF THE CONDUIT OR
STRUCTURE BY PHONE AND IN WRITING. IF SUCH CONDUIT OR STRUCTURE AFFECTS OR IS AFFECTED BY THE WORK, CONTRACTOR SHALL
OBTAIN WRITTEN PERMISSION AND DIRECTION BEFORE PROCEEDING WITH THE WORK, EXCEPTING THAT IN AN EMERGENCY AFFECTING SAFETY OF
LIFE, WORK OR ADJACENT PROPERTY, CONTRACTOR SHALL ACT AT ONCE WITHOUT INSTRUCTIONS TO PREVENT INJURY OR LOSS.

4. CONTRACTOR SHALL KEEP A RECORD OF ALL UNDERGROUND UTILITIES, INCLUDING WATER, SEWER, GAS AND STORM DRAINS, ENCOUNTERED
DURING EXCAVATION. ALL UNDERGROUND UTILITY INFORMATION (SIZE, DEPTH, MATERIAL, AND UTILITY OWNER) SHALL BE NOTED ON THE
CONSTRUCTION DRAWINGS BY THE CONTRACTOR FOR COMPLETION THE BASIS OF RECORD DRAWINGS.

5. PER SECTION 4216/4217 OF THE CALIFORNIA GOVERNMENT CODE, THE CONTRACTOR IS REQUIRED TO CONTACT ‘UNDERGROUND SERVICE ALERT”
TO OBTAIN A ‘DIG ALERT IDENTIFICATION NUMBER” NO LESS THAN TWO WORKING DAYS PRIOR TO ANY EXCAVATION ACTIVITIES. CALL TOLL FREE
811.

6. CONTRACTOR SHALL ALSO NOTIFY PUBLIC UTILITY COMPANIES AND APPROPRIATE GOVERNMENT AGENCIES THAT ARE AFFECTED BY
CONSTRUCTION. THE FOLLOWING IS A LIST OF AGENCIES AND PHONE NUMBERS:

CITY OF PASO ROBLES 805—-227-7276
PACIFIC GAS AND ELECTRIC 805—-546—-3873
THE GAS COMPANY 805—-681—-8083
VERIZON TELEPHONE COMPANY 805—-347-7625
CHARTER COMMUNICATIONS 805—-544—-1962
SPRINT TELEPHONE COMPANY 951-662—-6262
AT&T TELEPHONE COMPANY 714—963—7964
COMCAST CABLE (TELEVISION) COMPANY 805—-345-3909
COUNTY SHERIFF DEPARTMENT 805—781—-4540
CITY OF PASO ROBLES POLICE 805—-237-6464
CITY FIRE DEPARTMENT 805—-227-7560
BUS SERVICE — PASO EXPRESS 805-239-8747

Know what's below.
Callbefore you dig.

EROSION CONTROL NOTES

1. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR MAINTAINING AND CONTROLLING ALL DRAINAGE TO AND FROM THE SITE AND SHALL COMPLY
WITH SECTION 3.2 AND 3.3 OF THE CITY OF PASO ROBLES STANDARD DETAILS AND SPECIFICATIONS REGARDING GENERAL AND
ACTIVITY=SEPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS FOR ALL PROJECTS. CONTROL OF SURFACE WATERS SHALL BE SUCH THAT EXISTING DRAINAGE PATTERNS
ARE NOT DISTURBED OR ALTERED TO INCREASE THE AMOUNT AND/OR INTENSITY OF RUNOFF WATER AND SILT TO ADJACENT PRIVATE
PROPERTIES, CITY RIGHT-OF—WAY AND EXISTING DRAINAGE STRUCTURES.

2. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL ENSURE ALL PROTECTION MEASURES ARE IN PLACE PRIOR TO THE RAINY SEASON. THE PROTECTION MEASURES MAY
NEED TO BE INSTALLED DURING OTHER PARTS OF THE YEAR SHOULD RAIN BE IMMINENT.

3. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL ADJUST THE LIMITS OF THE PROTECTION MEASURES AS HIS WORK PROGRESSES.

4. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL ADJUST THE LIMITS OF THE PROTECTION MEASURES SHOULD THEY BE INADEQUATE TO CONTROL RUNOFF OF SILT
LADEN WATER.

5. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL REMOVE SILT FROM ALL STORM DRAIN STRUCTURES AND EROSION CONTROL DEVICES AFTER EACH RAIN.

6. THE PROTECTION MEASURES MAY BE TEMPORARILY MOVED OUT OF THE CONTRACTOR’S WAY TO FACILITATE CONSTRUCTION, PROVIDED THEY ARE
REINSTALLED PRIOR TO THE NEXT RAIN STORM.

7. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL ADVISE HIS CREW OF THE INTENT OF THE PROTECTION MEASURES PRIOR TO THE START OF THE RAINY SEASON. THE
CREW IS ENCOURAGED TO MONITOR THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE SYSTEM AND ALERT THE CONTRACTOR OF ANY FAILURES OR PROBLEMS.

8. STAGING, REFUELING OF EQUIPMENT AND MATERIALS STORAGE AREAS MAY CHANGE THROUGHOUT CONSTRUCTION, AS REQUIRED. THE AREAS
SHALL BE INSPECTED FREQUENTLY TO ENSURE NO SPILLED HAZARDOUS MATERIALS CONTAMINATE THE GROUND. SHOULD THIS OCCUR, THE
SPILL SHALL BE CLEANED UP IMMEDIATELY. REFUELING OF EQUIPMENT AND STORAGE OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SHALL NOT BE LOCATED NEAR
STORM DRAIN INLETS, GUTTERS, EXISTING RESIDENCES, DRAINAGE SWALES OR DRAINAGE COURSES.

METHOD OF CONSTRUCTION

1. THE METHOD OF CONSTRUCTION SELECTED BY THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PRODUCE AND SECURE A SATISFACTORY QUALITY OF WORK IN
ACCORDANCE WITH THE ADOPTED PLANS AND SPECIFICATIONS. IF AT ANY TIME THE METHODS, APPLIANCES OR RESULTS APPEAR INADEQUATE,
THE PROJECT ENGINEER MAY ORDER THE CONTRACTOR TO IMPROVE THEIR CHARACTER OR EFFICIENCY.

2. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL EXERCISE EXTREME CAUTION WHILE WORKING IN THE AREA ADJACENT TO EXISTING PIPELINES AND UTILITY SERVICES.
IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT ALL OF THE EXISTING FACILITIES BE MAINTAINED IN SERVICE. CONSTRUCTION OF CONNECTIONS BETWEEN EXISTING
FACILITIES AND NEW FACILITIES SHALL BE AT TIMES, AND DURING PERIODS, ACCEPTABLE TO THE PROJECT ENGINEER. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL
ADVISE THE PROJECT ENGINEER IN WRITING OF THE PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE FOR ALL CONNECTIONS AT LEAST FORTY—EIGHT (48)
HOURS IN ADVANCE.

3. PLANNED FACILITY SHUTDOWNS TO PORTIONS OF THE EXISTING FACILITIES SHALL BE ACCOMPLISHED DURING PERIODS OF MINIMUM USE. IN SOME
CASES THIS MAY REQUIRE NIGHT OR WEEKEND WORK, WHICH SHALL BE AT NO ADDITIONAL COST TO THE OWNER. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL
PROGRAM HIS WORK SO THAT SERVICE WILL BE RESTORED IN THE MINIMUM POSSIBLE TIME, AND SHALL COOPERATE WITH THE OWNER IN
MINIMIZING SHUTDOWNS.

4. PIPE SHALL BE LAID IN CONFORMITY TO THE LINES AND GRADES ESTABLISHED ON THESE PLANS. PIPE SHALL BE LAID CONTINUOUSLY UPGRADE
WITH THE BELL OF THE PIPE FORWARD. EACH LENGTH OF PIPE SHALL BE LAID ON A FIRM BED AND SHALL HAVE A TRUE BEARING FOR THE
ENTIRE LENGTH. NO WEDGING OR BLOCKING UP OF THE PIPE WILL BE PERMITTED. BOTH BELL AND SPIGOT SHALL BE CLEAN AND LUBRICATED
BEFORE THE JOINT IS MADE. CARE SHALL BE TAKEN THAT NOTHING BUT THE JOINT—MAKING MATERIALS ENTER THE JOINTS. AT THE END OF
EACH WORK DAY THE END PIPE MUST BE SEALED TO PRECLUDE INFILTRATION OF WATER, DIRT OR DEBRIS.

EXCAVATION, TRENCHING AND BACKFILLING NOTES

1. ALL PIPES AND STRUCTURES SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM 6—INCH CLEARANCE FROM OTHER UTILITIES OR IMPROVEMENTS EXCEPT POTABLE WATER
LINES WHICH SHALL HAVE A MINIMUM 12—INCH VERTICAL CLEARANCE.

2. ALL TRENCHING, BEDDING AND BACKFILL MATERIALS AND CONSTRUCTION SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THESE PLANS AND THE CITY OF
PASO ROBLES STANDARD DETAILS AND SPECIFICATIONS.

3. WHEN WATER IS ENCOUNTERED, THE TRENCH SHALL BE KEPT DEWATERED UNTIL THE LAYING AND JOINTING OF THE PIPE, AND PLACING OF THE
BEDDING MATERIAL HAS BEEN COMPLETED AND OBSERVED BY THE CITY INSPECTOR. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL PLACE NO LESS THAN SIX INCHES
OF 2-1/2" MAXIMUM SIZED ROCK BELOW THE REQUIRED BEDDING MATERIAL, OR OTHERWISE DEWATER THE TRENCH IN A MANNER WHICH HAS
RECEIVED PRIOR APPROVAL BY THE GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER.

4. TRENCH EXCAVATION SUBGRADE SHALL BE OBSERVED BY THE ENGINEER PRIOR TO PLACEMENT OF BEDDING MATERIAL. WET OR UNSTABLE SOIL
ENCOUNTERED IN THE BOTTOM OF THE EXCAVATION AND DEEMED BY THE ENGINEER TO BE INCAPABLE OF PROPERLY SUPPORTING THE PIPE
SHALL BE REMOVED TO THE DEPTH RECOMMENDED BY THE ENGINEER AND THE EXCAVATION BACKFILLED TO THE BOTTOM OF THE PIPE WITH
SUITABLE MATERIAL RECOMMENDED BY THE ENGINEER.

5. BEDDING AND BACKFILL MATERIAL SHALL BE TESTED FOR COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE REQUIREMENTS BY THE GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER AND
SHALL BE IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE CITY OF PASO ROBLES STANDARD DETAIL U—2 AND STANDARD SPECIFICATION VI-3.D.

6. BACKFILL COMPACTION SHALL BE TESTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH ASTM STANDARD D-1557, LATEST REVISION, AND REPORTED BY THE
GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER. COMPACTION TESTING WILL BE REQUIRED AT VARIOUS DEPTHS IN THE TRENCH, AT INTERVALS NOT TO EXCEED 100
FEET. COMPACTION OF BEDDING AND BACKFILL SHALL BE ACHIEVED BY MECHANICAL EQUIPMENT. COMPACTION BY FLOODING OR JETTING IS
NOT PERMITTED UNLESS SPECIFICALLY APPROVED BY THE GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEER AND THE INSPECTOR.

7. TRENCH BACKFILL SHALL NOT BE PLACED UNTIL BEDDING AND INITIAL (PIPE ZONE) BACKFILL HAVE BEEN OBSERVED, TESTED AND APPROVED.

8. THE STRUCTURAL SECTION OF ALL ASPHALT CONCRETE REPLACEMENT SHALL BE THE SAME AS THE EXISTING SECTION PLUS FOUR INCHES. THE
SMOOTHNESS TOLERANCES SHALL BE AS OUTLINED IN SECTION 39-6.03 OF CALTRANS SPECIFICATIONS.

9. AS REQUIRED BY THE "TRENCH CONSTRUCTION SAFETY ORDERS” OF THE CALIFORNIA STATE INDUSTRIAL ACCIDENT COMMISSION, THE
CONTRACTOR SHALL BE RESPONSIBLE FOR INSTALLING ADEQUATE BRACING, SHORING AND ACCESS EQUIPMENT FOR ANY AND ALL PARTIALLY
COMPLETED PORTIONS OF THE WORK.

10. THE MAXIMUM LENGTH OF OPEN TRENCH SHALL BE NO GREATER THAN THAT WHICH CAN BE CLOSED EACH WORK DAY WITHOUT FIRST
OBTAINING WRITTEN APPROVAL FROM THE PROJECT ENGINEER.

11. ALL PAVING CUTS SHALL BE BY A CONCRETE SAW AND LEAVE A NEAT, VERTICAL, AND WELL DEFINED EDGE FOR PAVING RECONSTRUCTION.
REFER TO THE PUBLIC WORKS ENCROACHMENT PERMIT FOR REQUIREMENTS.

12. ALL EXCAVATIONS IN A ROADWAY ARE TO BE PLATED (WITH COLD MIX AROUND THE PLATE EDGES) OR BACKFILLED AND PATCHED WITH 4~
COLD MIX AC AT THE END OF EACH WORK DAY AND SHALL BE MAINTAINED BY THE CONTRACTOR.

13. NO EXCAVATION SHALL BE LEFT PLATED OR PATCHED WITH COLD MIX AC FOR MORE THAN ONE WEEK.

14. IMPORT/EXPORT OF ALL MATERIALS FOR THE PROJECT SHALL FOLLOW A SPECIFIC HAUL ROUTE AND OPERATE BETWEEN THE HOURS OF 9:00
A.M. AND 4:00 P.M. MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY. THE CONTRACTOR SHALL SUBMIT A PLAN INDICATING THE INTENDED HAUL ROUTE FROM THE
PLACE OF ORIGIN, INCLUDING THE NUMBER AND TYPES OF TRUCKS TO BE USED. THE PROJECT ENGINEER SHALL REVIEW AND APPROVE THE
HAUL ROUTE PRIOR TO THE START OF ANY HAULING OPERATIONS. ALL LOADS MUST BE COVERED TO MITIGATE DUST GENERATION.

15. THE CITY OF PASO ROBLES POLICE DEPARTMENT (805—237—-6464) AND SHERIFFS DEPARTMENT (805—781-4540) SHALL BE NOTIFIED 24 HOURS
PRIOR TO THE START OF HAULING OPERATIONS.

15. AS THE FIRST ORDER OF WORK, CONTRACTOR SHALL POTHOLE AND VERIFY ALL CONNECTION LOCATIONS AND ELEVATIONS AS INDICATED ON
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