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INITIAL STUDY INFORMATION SHEET 
1. Project title: Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project 

2. Lead agency name and address: City of Galt, 495 Industrial Drive, Galt, CA 95632 

3. Contact person and phone number: Betsy Flores 
(209) 366-7295 

4. Project location: 620 Chabolla Avenue, Galt, CA 95632 

5. General plan designation:  Parks (P) 

6. Zoning: Public/Quasi Public (PQ) 

 
7. Description of project: 

The proposed Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project (project) would include the demolition of the 
existing Chabolla Skate Park facilities and concrete pad, and the construction of a new skate park, 
landscaping, and other park amenities. The proposed skate park improvements would include 
construction of a new central bowl and various ramps, banks, box jumps, ledges, curbs, and pipes. An 
eight-foot by 20-foot black cantilevered shade structure, picnic table, drinking fountain, and 
trash/recycle receptacles would be installed near the northern park entrance. Modular seating, 
trash/recycle receptacles, and a short-term bicycle rack would be installed near the eastern park 
entrance. The proposed improvements would be constructed primarily within the existing Chabolla 
Skate Park footprint.  

8. Surrounding land uses and setting: 

The project site is situated in an urban, developed area of the City of Galt (City) and is generally 
surrounded by public and commercial land uses. The project site is bordered to the north by the City’s 
Parks and Recreation Department building and the Chabolla Community Center, to the east by Chabolla 
Avenue and the Galt Market parking lot, to the south by Gora Aquatic Center, and to the west by Fairsite 
Elementary School and Preschool. The Galt City Hall is located approximately 0.2 mile northeast of the 
project site.  

The project site is currently developed with a paved parking lot, sidewalks, lawns and ornamental trees, 
light poles, and existing skate park facilities on an approximately 4,048-square-foot (sf) concrete pad. A 
four-foot-tall wrought iron fence borders the existing Chabolla Skate Park. The terrain of the project site 
is generally flat with elevation that ranges from approximately 58 to 65 feet above mean sea level 
(amsl). 

9. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the project area 
requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code Section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan 
for consultation that includes, for example, the determination of significance of impacts to tribal 
cultural resources, procedures regarding confidentiality, etc.? 
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The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requires that the City initiate consultation (known as 
Assembly Bill [AB] 52) with tribes at the commencement of the CEQA process to identify Tribal Cultural 
Resources (TCRs) during the environmental review process and avoid or minimize impacts to these 
resources. The City carried out the tribal consultation period for the project from May 6, 2025, to June 6, 
2025. Formal invitations to consult under CEQA were sent by the City to 25 tribal representatives from 
the following 11 tribes on May 6, 2025: 

• Buena Vista Rancheria of Me-Wuk Indians 
• Calaveras Band of Mi-Wuk Indians 
• California Valley Miwok Tribe 
• Chicken Ranch Rancheria of Me-Wuk Indians 
• Ione Band of Miwok Indians 
• Jackson Rancheria Band of Miwuk Indians 
• Nashville Enterprise Miwok-Maidu Nishinam Tribe 
• Pakan’yani Maidu of Strawberry Valley Rancheria 
• Tule River Indian Tribe 
• United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria 
• Wilton Rancheria 

Each tribal representative was provided with a brief description of the project and its location, the 
contact information for the City’s authorized representative, and a notification that the tribal 
representative has 30 days to request consultation. The City received an email response from one tribal 
representative from the Wilton Rancheria, on June 2, 2025, indicating that, although the project is 
within the ancestral territory of the tribe, the tribe did not have further comments and did not request 
to open consultation. No other tribal responses were received, and the tribal consultation period closed 
June 6, 2025.  
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1.0 INTRODUCTION  
This document is an Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the proposed Chabolla 
Skate Park Enhancements Project (herein referred to as the “proposed project” or “project”) located in 
the City of Galt (City). HELIX Environmental Planning, Inc. (HELIX) has prepared this IS/MND on behalf of 
the City per the requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) of 1970 (Public 
Resources Code [PRC] Section 21000, et seq.), and the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations, 
Title 14, Section 15000, et seq.). For the purposes of this CEQA analysis, the City of Galt is the Lead 
Agency for the proposed project. 

CEQA requires that public agencies document and consider the potential environmental effects of the 
agency’s actions that meet CEQA’s definition of a “project.” Briefly summarized, a “project” is an action 
that has the potential to result in direct or indirect physical changes in the environment. A project 
includes the agency’s direct activities as well as activities that involve public agency approvals or 
funding. Guidelines for an agency’s implementation of CEQA are found in the “CEQA Guidelines” (Title 
14, Chapter 3 of the California Code of Regulations [CCR]). 

The proposed project is a “project” as defined by CEQA and is not exempt from CEQA consideration. This 
IS/MND describes the proposed project and its environmental setting, discusses the potential 
environmental effects of the project, and identifies feasible mitigation measures that would avoid or 
eliminate potentially significant environmental effects or reduce them to a level that would be less than 
significant, as necessary.  

1.1 PROJECT BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE 

The Chabolla Skate Park, originally constructed in 2003, is a public skate park maintained by the City’s 
Parks and Recreation Department. Since construction of the skate park, the City’s population has 
increased, warranting the expansion of public recreational facilities in the City. The City’s Parks Master 
Plan Update, prepared in 2010, identified the Gora Aquatic Center/Chabolla Skate Park as the 
community park visited by the greatest number of residents in the City over any other City-maintained 
community park (City 2010).  

On June 26, 2025, an in-person public outreach meeting was held at the City’s Parks & Recreation 
Department. The meeting was held with intent to elicit feedback from attendees as to the two skate 
park concepts, the proposed park amenities, their general placement, approximate size and 
compatibility with the adjacent uses. Comments were provided from in-person attendees and an online 
survey regarding their preference on either skate park concept and park amenities and their placement 
on the site. The feedback provided from the in-person attendees and online survey were highly 
considered when finalizing the conceptual plan of the skate park.  

The purpose of the proposed project is to meet the current recreation needs of the City by expanding 
and enhancing the Chabolla Skate Park. The proposed park improvements would provide an accessible 
recreational facility that would facilitate physical activity, social engagement, and various other 
community benefits. 
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2.0 PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
2.1 LOCATION AND EXISTING SETTING 

The approximately 0.64-acre project site is the existing City-owned Chabolla Skate Park, which is located 
at 620 Chabolla Avenue, in the City of Galt in southern Sacramento County (County). The project site is 
located on a portion of Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN) 150-0290-046. The project site is located 
approximately 24 miles southeast of the City of Sacramento and approximately 0.4 mile west of 
California State Route (SR) 99. The project site is situated in Township 5 North, Range 6 East, Sections 
26, 27, 34, and 35, and is depicted on the U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) Galt, and Lodi North California 
7.5-minute quadrangle maps. See Figure 1 for a site and vicinity map. 

The project site is estimated to encompass 0.64 acre, which includes the existing Chabolla Skate Park 
and parking lot; however, the permanent project impact footprint would comprise approximately 0.41 
acre. The project site is situated in an urban, developed area of the City and is generally surrounded by 
public and commercial land uses. The project site is immediately bordered to the north by the City’s 
Parks and Recreation Department building and the Chabolla Community Center, to the east by Chabolla 
Avenue and the Galt Market parking lot, to the south by Gora Aquatic Center, and to the west by Fairsite 
Elementary School and Preschool. The Galt City Hall is located approximately 0.2 mile northeast of the 
project site.  

The project site is currently developed with a paved parking lot, sidewalks, lawns and ornamental trees, 
light poles, and existing skate park facilities on an approximately 4,048-square-foot (sf) concrete pad. A 
four-foot-tall wrought iron fence painted blue borders the existing Chabolla Skate Park. As of the time 
this IS/MND was written, the park is currently closed and is being used as a staging area for a new 
waterslide at the Gora Aquatic Center. The terrain of the project site is generally flat, and elevations 
range from approximately 58 to 65 feet above mean sea level (amsl). See Figure 2 for an aerial map of 
the project site.  

2.2 PROJECT COMPONENTS 

The proposed project would include the demolition of the existing skate park facilities and concrete pad, 
and the construction of a new skate park, landscaping, and other park amenities. The proposed 
improvements would be constructed primarily within the existing Chabolla Skate Park footprint. The 
project components are discussed in greater detail below. See Figure 3 for the conceptual plan of the 
proposed improvements and Figure 4 for a visual simulation of the project site. Additionally, see Figure 
5 for an exhibit of the existing conditions compared to the proposed design.  

Skate Park Improvements and Amenities 

The proposed skate park improvements would include construction of a new central bowl and various 
ramps, banks, box jumps, ledges, curbs, and pipes.  

An eight-foot by 20-foot black cantilevered shade structure, picnic table, drinking fountain, and 
trash/recycle receptacles would be installed near the northern park entrance. Modular seating, 
trash/recycle receptacles, and a short-term bicycle rack would be installed near the eastern park 
entrance. 
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Fencing, Signage, and Lighting 

New fencing would be installed along the perimeter of the project site and would replace the existing 
four-foot-tall wrought iron fencing. Eight-foot-tall black tubular steel fencing would be installed along 
the northern and eastern boundaries of the site, and 10-foot-tall black tubular steel fencing would be 
installed along the southern and western boundaries of the site. Three Americans with Disabilities Act 
(ADA)-compliant pedestrian gates would replace the existing gates that provide entry into the skate park 
from the parking lot to the north, the sidewalk along Chabolla Avenue to the east, and the Gora Aquatic 
Center to the south. A 15-foot-wide maintenance gate would be installed in the northwestern corner of 
the skate park. 

A monument sign would be installed near the eastern entrance to the site, on Chabolla Avenue. The 
project is anticipated to require the removal of two existing on-site light poles and would include the 
construction of three new light poles, including two along the eastern boundary of the site and one near 
the northern entrance. Two existing light poles along the northern boundary of the site would be 
retained and are incorporated into the project lighting plan.  

Landscaping 

Hedges would be planted to provide visual screening along the western and southern boundaries of the 
skate park. Drought-tolerant landscaping would be planted throughout the project site. The proposed 
project would include approximately 6,038 sf, or 0.14 acre, of irrigated landscape. The proposed 
landscaping is anticipated to include a variety of ornamental trees, shrubs, and groundcover species. See 
Figure 6 for the landscaping plan. The proposed landscaping would be designed and maintained in 
accordance with Chapter 18.52, Landscape Standards, of the Galt Municipal Code. 

The project would require the removal of existing ornamental trees on-site to accommodate the 
proposed park improvements. On-site ornamental trees that would not be impacted by the proposed 
project improvements have been incorporated into the landscaping design. 

Pedestrian Access 

Pedestrian access to Chabolla Skate Park would continue to be available via the three existing points of 
entrance along the northern, eastern, and southern boundaries of the park. As mentioned above, these 
entrances would be improved with new ADA-compliant gates.  

Vehicular Access and Parking 

Vehicular access to the Chabolla Skate Park parking lot is available via an ingress/egress driveway off 
Chabolla Avenue. Parking would continue to be provided by the existing on-site parking lot located 
between the skate park and the City’s Parks and Recreation Department building. The project would 
include new parking lot striping with truncated domes within the existing parking lot to provide ADA-
compliant access to the northern skate park entrance. 

2.3 CONSTRUCTION 

Construction of the proposed project may begin as early as August 2026 and is anticipated to be 
completed in one phase by November 2026. Project construction activities would include site 



D □ □ 

(E) PARKING LOT 

GDRAAQUATICCENTER 

HELIX 
Ellllllll/lmental P#at1nlng 

·, 
\ 

\ 
\ 

(7) 0V \ 

(14)NO \ 

I 

I 
I 

I 
I 

/ lXISTINGTF:H· 
RfTAINA NDPIDTfCT 

~ EB 
NORTH 

Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project 

ABBREVIATED PLANT LEGEND 

~ 

0 
0 
0 
0 

8 
0 
() 

LAC Lllgeist10emin:'Natchez' ~tchHCra~r.ryttle 

PIS Pinac&chiner&is'l<'.eilhDavey' r.tith DaveyChini!Se Plita:he 2 

Cillllite rronvimiref& 'tinle.Dhn' lrnle.bhnWeepi11: Bottlebrush 74 

OT OirnelB1ilsll'llnicaYariegata' "9riegatedfB)(l.ily 

Dje tes vegeta ,onnightliy 

LOmitndrab~ifolil"P&tinumBeauty' PlalinumBeal.llyMatRush 

l>.lilndwiadomestica'GullStream' ClllfStreamHeavenl)'Bilmboo 64 

NL tililndinadome:nicab1TD11-Lime' i.erronLimetteaveol)'!Samtoo 22 

Rhaphiolepliumbel61a 

eomp.xtXylo:irre 

~IOTAUCJ<lAA.Uf 

Apricotorit!Ras<! 

I HAVE ctl'W'UE0'M1H THE OUTfR.IA OF 7HE WATER lff/QfNT UNC6CH'E 
CW.CJN#JCE R-JDN'PUEO 71-IEM ACaJlWNGLY FCR 1HE £FF/GENT USE OF WATER 
IN1HEI.JN0£1,PEOE9GNPI.JN5. 

10/31/2025 

Landscaping Plan 
Figure 6 



Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project  

 

6 

preparation, demolition, grading, concrete work, and installation of structures and landscaping. Based 
on aerial images, approximately 50 cubic yards (CY) of vegetation would be removed from the project 
site during site preparation and approximately 120 tons of concrete and debris would be removed from 
the project site during demolition. Based on the skate park features and heights shown on the project 
conceptual plan (see Figure 3) approximately 640 CY of soil would be imported to the project site during 
grading/excavation to create the skate park features. It is anticipated that construction staging would be 
located on the project site.  

2.4 OPERATION 

Chabolla Skate Park would be open seven days a week from 6:00 a.m. until dusk. It is anticipated that 
the City would continue to conduct periodic park maintenance activities, similar to existing park 
maintenance activities and would not result in increased use of landscape maintenance equipment. 
Maintenance activities are anticipated to include vegetation maintenance and trash collection. 
Recreational use of the project is estimated to include up to 40 visitors at one time, with up to two 
thirds, or roughly 27 visitors, actively skating at one time. The proposed project would not include the 
construction of new restrooms, as park users would continue to use the existing restrooms at the 
adjacent Gora Aquatic Center that currently serves the Chabolla Skate Park. No amplified noise speakers 
are included as part of the proposed improvements. 

2.5 REQUIRED APPROVALS 

A listing and brief description of the approvals required to implement the proposed project are provided 
below. This IS/MND is intended to address the environmental impacts associated with the following 
discretionary actions and approvals. 

City of Galt 

• Grading Permit 

• Building Permit 

• Tree Removal Permit 

• Consideration of the Environmental Document: The City of Galt will act as the Lead Agency as 
defined by CEQA and will have authority to determine if the environmental document is 
adequate under CEQA and the State CEQA Guidelines. 

• Project Approval: The City of Galt City Council will consider approval of the proposed project 
and adoption of the IS/MND and Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP). 
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY 
AFFECTED 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at 
least one impact that is a “Potentially Significant Impact” or “Less than Significant with Mitigation 
Incorporated” as indicated in the Initial Study checklists in Chapter 5.0. 

☐ Aesthetics ☐ Agriculture and Forestry 
Resources 

☒ Air Quality 

☒ Biological Resources ☒ Cultural Resources  ☒ Energy  

☒ Geology and Soils ☒ Greenhouse Gas Emissions ☐ Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials 

☐ Hydrology and Water 
Quality 

☐ Land Use and Planning ☐ Mineral Resources 

☐ Noise ☐ Population and Housing ☐ Public Services 

☒ Recreation ☐ Transportation ☐ Tribal Cultural Resources 

☐ Utilities and Service 
Systems 

☐ Wildfire ☒ Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 
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4.0 DETERMINATION 
On the basis of this initial evaluation: 

☐ I find that the proposed project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment, and a 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

☒ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
there will not be a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made 
by or agreed to by the project proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be 
prepared. 

☐ I find that the proposed project MAY have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. 

☐ I find that the proposed project MAY have a “potentially significant impact” or “potentially 
significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but at least one effect I) has been 
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has 
been addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on attached 
sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze only the effects that 
remain to be addressed. 

☐ I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or 
mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or 
mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.  

 
 
 

   
Signature  Date 
   
   
Printed Name  For 

  



Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project  

 

9 

5.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST  
The lead agency has defined the column headings in the Initial Study checklist as follows: 

A. “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may 
be significant. If there are one or more “Potentially Significant Impact” entries when the 
determination is made, an EIR is required. 

B. “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated” applies where the inclusion of mitigation 
measures has reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact” to a “Less Than Significant 
Impact.” All mitigation measures are described, including a brief explanation of how the 
measures reduce the effect to a less than significant level. Mitigation measures from earlier 
analyses may be cross-referenced.  

C. “Less Than Significant Impact” applies where the project does not create an impact that exceeds 
a stated significance threshold. 

D. “No Impact” applies where a project does not create an impact in that category. “No Impact” 
answers do not require an explanation if they are adequately supported by the information 
sources cited by the lead agency which show that the impact simply does not apply to projects 
like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A “No Impact” answer 
should be explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards 
(e.g., the project would not expose sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project specific 
screening analysis). 

The explanation of each issue identifies the significance criteria or threshold used to evaluate each 
question; and the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significance. 
Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA process, an 
effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative declaration [CEQA Guidelines Section 
15063(c)(3)(D)]. Where appropriate, the discussion identifies the following: 

a) Earlier Analyses Used. Identifies where earlier analyses are available for review. 

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identifies which effects from the checklist were within the scope 
of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 
states whether such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier 
analysis. 

c) Mitigation Measures. For effects that are “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated,” 
describes the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier 
document and the extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project. 
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I. AESTHETICS 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not 

limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings 
within a state scenic highway? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? 
(Public views are those that are experienced from publicly 
accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized 
area, would the project conflict with applicable zoning 
and other regulations governing scenic quality?  

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Environmental Setting 

The visual character of the City is influenced by the quality of its roadways, boulevards, waterways, 
corridors, and the land uses adjoining them (i.e., open space, neighborhoods, etc.) (City 2008). The 
project site is situated in an urban, developed area of the City. The project site is located at the existing 
Chabolla Skate Park, which is currently developed with a paved parking lot, sidewalks, ornamental trees, 
two light poles, lawns, existing skate park facilities on an approximately 4,048 sf concrete pad with a 
four-foot-tall perimeter wrought iron fence. Views of the project site’s immediate surroundings include 
the one-story City’s Parks and Recreation Department building to the north; Chabolla Avenue and the 
Galt Market parking lot to the east; the Gora Aquatic Center swimming pool, brick restroom building, 
and bleachers to the south; and one-story buildings and a parking lot associated with Fairsite 
Elementary School and Preschool to the west. 

Impact Analysis 

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

No Impact. A scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that provides an expansive view of a highly valued 
landscape for the benefit of the general public. The City’s 2030 General Plan (General Plan) does not 
identify scenic vistas within the City; however, the Existing Conditions Report prepared for the General 
Plan identifies Lincoln Way, New Hope Road, Christensen Road, Marengo Road, and Twin Cities Road as 
routes that provide views of areas with scenic value in the City (City 2005). However, the proposed 
project is not located within the viewshed of these routes or other established scenic vistas in the City. 
Due to distance to these routes and intervening structures, the proposed project would not have a 
substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista. Therefore, no impact would occur. 
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b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and 
historic buildings within a state scenic highway? 

No Impact. The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) manages the State Scenic Highway 
Program and maintains a list of State scenic highways, which includes a list of highways that are either 
eligible or officially designated State scenic highways. State Route (SR) 160 is the nearest State scenic 
highway, located approximately 11 miles west of the project site (Caltrans 2025). Due to distance to SR 
160 and intervening structures, the proposed project would not substantially damage scenic resources 
within an eligible or designated State scenic highway. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is located within an urbanized area of the City and is 
currently developed with a paved parking lot, sidewalks, lawns and ornamental trees, light poles, and 
skate park facilities on an approximately 4,048 sf concrete pad with a four-foot-tall wrought iron fence. 
The proposed project would include the construction of various skate park improvements, including a 
new central bowl and ramps, banks, box jumps, ledges, curbs, and pipes. The project would also install 
new eight- and 10-foot-tall black fencing to replace the existing perimeter fencing. Hedges would be 
planted to provide visual landscape screening along the western and southern boundaries of the skate 
park and on-site ornamental trees that would not be impacted by the proposed project improvements 
have been incorporated into the landscaping design. The project would result in a change to the existing 
visual character and quality of the site, as the proposed eight- and 10-foot-tall black fencing would be 
roughly double in height compared to the existing four-foot-tall blue fencing. However, as the project 
site is currently developed with existing skate park facilities, and is surrounded by similar public facilities, 
the proposed skate park enhancements would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or 
quality of public views of the site and its surroundings. See Figure 3 for the conceptual plan of the 
proposed improvements and Figure 4 for a visual simulation of the project site.  

Additionally, the project site has a General Plan land use designation of Parks (P) and is zoned 
Public/Quasi-Public (PQ). As the proposed project would include various skate park improvements to the 
existing Chabolla Skate Park, the project would not conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations 
governing scenic quality. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The project is anticipated to require the removal of two existing on-site 
light poles and would include the construction of three new light poles, including two along the eastern 
boundary of the site and one near the northern entrance. Two existing light poles along the northern 
boundary of the site would be retained and are incorporated into the project lighting plan. The 
proposed light poles would be of similar size and scale as the existing light poles on-site, as well as the 
existing lighting at the Gora Aquatic Center to the south and other street lighting in the project vicinity. 
In addition, the proposed lighting would be directed downward to minimize glare and light spillage off-
site. Therefore, the proposed project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare that 
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area, and the impact would be less than significant.  
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II. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland 

of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the 
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, 
to non-agricultural use? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a 
Williamson Act contract? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

d) Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Environmental Setting 

The California Department of Conservation (DOC) Division of Land Resource Protection maintains the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program (FMMP), which monitors the conversion of the State’s 
farmland to and from agricultural use. The FMMP maintains an inventory of State agricultural land and 
updates its Important Farmland Series Maps every two years. The FMMP designates Prime Farmland, 
Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland, and Farmland of Local Importance as Important 
Farmland.  

According to the FMMP, the project site is mapped as Urban and Built-Up Land, which is defined as 
“land occupied by structures with a building density of at least one unit to 1.5 acres, or approximately 
six structures to a 10-acre parcel” (DOC 2025a). 

Impact Analysis 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use? 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract? 
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No Impact. The project site is mapped as Urban and Built-Up Land by the FMMP; therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would not convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland) to non-agricultural use (DOC 2025a). Additionally, the 
project site is zoned Public/Quasi-Public (PQ) and does not currently support agricultural uses, nor is the 
site under a Williamson Act contract. Therefore, no impact would occur for questions a) and b).  

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

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

No Impact. The project site is zoned Public/Quasi-Public (PQ) and does not currently support forest land 
or timberland production uses. Therefore, the project would not conflict with existing zoning for 
forestland, timberland, or timberland zoned Timberland Production, nor would the project result in the 
loss of forest land or convert forest land to non-forest use. No impact would occur for questions c) and 
d). 

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

No Impact. As discussed in the response to questions a) through d), the project site is not zoned for 
agricultural, forest land, or timberland uses, nor does the project site currently support such uses. 
Additionally, the project site is not surrounded by land that supports agricultural or forestry resources. 
Implementation of the proposed project would not involve other changes that would result in the 
conversion of Farmland to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest use. Therefore, 
no impact would occur.  
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III. AIR QUALITY  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Where available, the significance criteria established by the 
applicable air quality management district or air pollution 
control district may be relied upon to make the following 
determinations. Would the project: 

    

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

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

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) 
adversely affecting a substantial number of people? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

An Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment was prepared by HELIX in May 2026 and is 
summarized below and included as Appendix A to this IS/MND (HELIX 2025a). 

Environmental Setting 

The project is located within the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB). Air quality in the SVAB is regulated 
by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) at the federal level, by the California Air Resources 
Board (CARB) at the State level, and by the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District 
(SMAQMD) at the regional level.  

Regulatory Setting 

Criteria Pollutants 

Air quality at the regional level is defined by ambient air concentrations of specific pollutants, identified 
Criteria pollutants, are defined and regulated by State and federal law as a risk to the health and welfare 
of the public, and are categorized into primary and secondary pollutants. Primary air pollutants are 
those that are emitted directly from sources, including carbon monoxide (CO); reactive organic gases 
(ROG), also known as volatile organic compounds (VOCs); 1 nitrogen oxides (NOX); sulfur dioxide (SO2); 
coarse particulate matter (PM10); fine particulate matter (PM2.5); and lead. Of these primary pollutants, 
CO, SO2, PM10, PM2.5, and lead are criteria pollutants. ROGs and NOX are criteria pollutant precursors and 
go on to form secondary criteria pollutants through chemical and photochemical reactions in the 
atmosphere. The principal secondary criteria pollutants are ozone and nitrogen dioxide (NO2). In 

 
1  CARB defines and uses the term ROGs while the USEPA defines and uses the term VOCs. The compounds included in the lists 

of ROGs and VOCs and the methods of calculation are slightly different. However, for the purposes of estimating criteria 
pollutant precursor emissions, the two terms are often used interchangeably. 
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addition to being primary pollutants, PM10 and PM2.5 can be secondary pollutants formed by chemical 
reactions in the atmosphere. 

Ambient air quality is described in terms of compliance with State and national standards and the levels 
of air pollutant concentrations considered safe to protect the public health and welfare. These standards 
are designed to protect people most sensitive to respiratory distress, such as asthmatics, the elderly, 
very young children, people already weakened by other disease or illness, and people engaged in 
strenuous work or exercise. The USEPA has established national ambient air quality standards (NAAQS) 
for criteria pollutants. As permitted by the Clean Air Act (CAA), California has adopted the more 
stringent California ambient air quality standards (CAAQS) and expanded the number of regulated air 
pollutant constituents. 

The USEPA and CARB are required to designate areas of the state as attainment, nonattainment, or 
unclassified for the NAAQS and CAAQS. Designations are based on air quality data collected at multiple 
urban and rural monitoring stations in an area. An “attainment” designation for an area signifies that 
pollutant concentrations do not violate the standard for that pollutant in that area. A “nonattainment” 
designation indicates that a pollutant concentration violated the standard. An “unclassifiable” or 
“unclassified” designation indicates that insufficient data was available to determine compliance with 
pollutant concentrations standards.  

The air quality attainment status of Sacramento County is shown in Table 1, Sacramento County 
Attainment Status. Sacramento County is designated as nonattainment for ozone and PM10 with respect 
to CAAQS and is designated as nonattainment for ozone and PM2.5 with respect to NAAQS (CARB 2025a). 
Sacramento County is designated as attainment or unclassified for all other criteria pollutant NAAQS and 
CAAQS.  

Table 1 
SACRAMENTO COUNTY ATTAINMENT STATUS 

Pollutant State of California  
Attainment Status 

Federal  
Attainment Status 

Ozone (1-hour) Nonattainment No Federal Standard 
Ozone (8-hour) Nonattainment Nonattainment 
Coarse Particulate Matter (PM10) Nonattainment Attainment 
Fine Particulate Matter (PM2.5) Attainment Nonattainment 
Carbon Monoxide (CO) Attainment Attainment/Unclassified 
Nitrogen Dioxide (NO2) Attainment Attainment/Unclassified 
Lead Attainment Attainment/Unclassified 
Sulfur Dioxide (SO2) Attainment Attainment/Unclassified 
Sulfates Attainment No Federal Standard 
Hydrogen Sulfide Unclassified No Federal Standard 

Source: CARB 2025a 

Toxic Air Contaminants  

Toxic air contaminants (TAC) are a diverse group of air pollutants that may cause or contribute to an 
increase in deaths or in serious illness, or that may pose a present or potential hazard to human health. 
TACs can cause long-term chronic health effects such as cancer, birth defects, neurological damage, 
asthma, bronchitis, or genetic damage, or short-term acute effects such as eye-watering, respiratory 
irritation (a cough), runny nose, throat pain, and headaches. TACs are considered either carcinogenic or 
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noncarcinogenic based on the nature of the health effects associated with exposure to the pollutant. For 
carcinogenic TACs, there is no level of exposure that is considered safe, and impacts are evaluated in 
terms of overall relative risk expressed as excess cancer cases per one million exposed individuals. 
Noncarcinogenic TACs differ in that there is generally assumed to be a safe level of exposure below 
which no negative health impact is believed to occur. These levels are determined on a pollutant-by-
pollutant basis. 

The Health and Safety Code (Section 39655[a]) defines TAC as “an air pollutant that may cause or 
contribute to an increase in mortality or serious illness, or that may pose a present or potential hazard 
to human health.” All substances that are listed as hazardous air pollutants pursuant to subsection (b) 
of Section 112 of the CAA (42 United States Code Sec. 7412[b]) are designated as TACs. Under State law, 
the California Environmental Protection Agency (Cal/EPA), acting through CARB, is authorized to identify 
a substance as a TAC if it determines the substance is an air pollutant that may cause or contribute to an 
increase in mortality or an increase in serious illness, or that may pose a present or potential hazard to 
human health. 

Diesel Particulate Matter 

Diesel engines emit a complex mixture of air pollutants, including both gaseous and solid materials. The 
solid material in diesel exhaust is referred to as diesel particulate matter (DPM). Almost all DPM is 
10 microns or less in diameter, and 90 percent of DPM is 2.5 microns or less in diameter (CARB 2025b). 
Because of their extremely small size, these particles can be inhaled and eventually trapped in the 
bronchial and alveolar regions of the lung. In 1998, CARB identified DPM as a TAC based on published 
evidence of a relationship between diesel exhaust exposure and lung cancer and other adverse health 
effects. DPM has a notable effect on California’s population—it is estimated that about 70 percent of 
the total known cancer risk related to air toxics in California is attributable to DPM (CARB 2025b). 

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District  

As a regional agency, the SMAQMD works directly with the Sacramento Area Council of Governments 
(SACOG), County transportation commissions, and local governments and cooperates actively with all 
federal and State government agencies. The SMAQMD develops rules and regulations; establishes 
permitting requirements for stationary sources; inspects emissions sources; and enforces such measures 
through educational programs or fines, when necessary. The SMAQMD’s Guide to Air Quality 
Assessment in Sacramento County (CEQA Guide) contains guidance for analyzing construction and 
operational air quality and greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions impacts resulting from a development 
project (SMAQMD 2020a). 

Air Quality Plans 

The current air quality plan applicable to the project, the Sacramento Regional 2015 NAAQS 8-Hour 
Ozone Attainment and Reasonable Further Progress Plan (Regional Ozone Plan), was developed and 
adopted by the SMAQMD and adjacent air districts and adopted by CARB on October 26, 2023. The 
Regional Ozone Plan addresses the CAA requirements for the Sacramento Metro severe nonattainment 
area for the 2015 8-hour ozone NAAQS, including emissions inventories, attainment demonstration, 
motor vehicle emissions budgets, and contingency measures (SMAQMD 2023). In addition to not 
attaining the federal or State ozone standards, the region is classified as nonattainment for the federal 
PM2.5 standard and the State PM10 standard. The California State Implementation Plan (SIP) contains all 
plans and programs for attainment of the PM NAAQS in Sacramento County. 
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Rules and Regulations 

The following rules promulgated by the SMAQMD would be applicable to the construction and/or 
operation of the project. 

Rule 402 – Nuisance: Prohibits the discharge of such quantities of air contaminants or other materials 
which cause injury, detriment, nuisance, or annoyance to any considerable number of persons or the 
public (SMAQMD 1977a).  

Rule 403 – Fugitive Dust: Requires actions to prevent, reduce or mitigate anthropogenic fugitive dust 
emissions, including emissions from construction activities (SMAQMD 1977b).  

Rule 404 – Particulate Matter: Limits the quantity of particulate matter in the atmosphere through 
establishment of an emission concentration limit (SMAQMD 1984).  

Sensitive Receptors  

CARB and the Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) have identified the following 
groups of individuals as the most likely to be affected by air pollution (sensitive receptors): adults over 
65, children under 14, infants (including in utero in the third trimester of pregnancy), and persons with 
cardiovascular and chronic respiratory diseases such as asthma, emphysema, and bronchitis (CARB 
2005; OEHHA 2015). Some land uses are considered more sensitive to air pollution than others due to 
the types of population groups or activities involved and are referred to as sensitive receptor locations. 
Examples of these sensitive receptor locations are residences, schools, hospitals, and daycare centers.  

The closest existing sensitive receptor location to the project site is Fairsite Elementary located adjacent 
to the west of the project site. The closest residential land uses to the project site are single-family 
residences located approximately 300 feet north of the project site. 

Methodology and Assumptions  

Criteria pollutant and precursor emissions, and GHG emissions for the project construction activities 
were calculated using the California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod), Version 2022.1. CalEEMod 
is a Statewide land use emissions computer model designed to provide a uniform platform for 
government agencies, land use planners, and environmental professionals to quantify criteria pollutant 
emissions associated with both construction and operations from a variety of land use projects. The 
model was developed for the California Air Pollution Control Officers Association (CAPCOA) in 
collaboration with the California air districts. CalEEMod allows for the use of default data (e.g., emission 
factors, trip lengths, meteorology, source inventory) provided by the various California air districts to 
account for local requirements and conditions, and/or user-defined inputs. The model calculates 
emissions of criteria pollutants, ozone precursors, and GHGs. The calculation methodology and input 
data used in CalEEMod can be found in the CalEEMod User’s Guide Appendices A, C, and D (CAPCOA 
2022). The input data and subsequent construction emission estimates for the proposed project are 
discussed below. 

Construction Assumptions 

Construction of the proposed project is anticipated to begin in August 2026 and be completed by 
November 2026. The construction activity schedule was estimated using data provided by the project 
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engineer, CalEEMod defaults, and construction activities for past similar projects. The anticipated 
project construction schedule is shown in Table 2, Project Construction Schedule.  

Table 2 
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE 

Construction Activity Start Date End Date Workdays 
Site Preparation 8/24/2026 9/4/2026 10 
Demolition 9/5/2026 9/18/2026 10 
Grading/Excavation 9/19/2026 10/2/2026 10 
Concrete Work 10/3/2026 10/30/2026 20 
Installation of Structures and Landscaping 10/31/2026 11/27/2026 20 

Source: CalEEMod (See Attachment B in Appendix A) 

Construction equipment for each construction activity was estimated based on CalEEMod defaults and 
the anticipated construction activities. Table 3, Project Construction Equipment, shows the assumed 
equipment that would be involved in each activity of construction.  

Table 3 
PROJECT CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT 

Construction Activity Equipment Number 
Site Preparation Tractors/Loader/Backhoes 1 
Demolition Concrete/Industrial Saws 1 

Rubber-Tired Dozers 1 
Tractors/Loader/Backhoes 1 
Water Trucks 1 

Grading/Excavation Rubber-Tired Dozers 1 
Tractors/Loader/Backhoes 1 
Excavators 1 
Water Trucks 1 

Concrete Work Forklifts 1 
Tractors/Loader/Backhoes 1 
Concrete Pump Truck 1 

Installation of Structures and Landscaping Forklifts 1 
Tractors/Loader/Backhoes 1 

Source: CalEEMod (See Attachment B in Appendix A) 

Based on aerial images, approximately 50 CY of vegetation would be removed from the project site 
during site preparation and approximately 120 tons of concrete and debris would be removed from the 
project site during demolition resulting in approximately three one-way truck trips per day. Based on the 
skate park features and heights shown on the project concept plan, approximately 640 CY of soil would 
be imported to the project site during grading/excavation to create the skate park features, resulting in 
approximately eight one-way truck trips per day. Based on CalEEMod defaults, construction activities 
would result in up to ten one-way worker commute trips per day. Concrete work and installation of 
structures and landscaping were assumed to result in approximately six one-way vendor trips (a 
combination of heavy-duty and medium-duty trucks) per day for import of concrete and other materials. 
CalEEMod default trips distances were used.  
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Operational Assumptions 

Project trips were conservatively estimated based on the 20 parking spaces in the adjacent parking lot, 
and assuming weekday trips would be approximately equal to the project parking spaces (20 trips per 
day) and weekend trips would be approximately equal to twice the project parking spaces (40 trips per 
day). CalEEMod default trip distances and trip purposes were used. 

Project maintenance activities would be similar to the existing skate park and would not result in 
increased use of landscape maintenance equipment. Based on CalEEMod defaults, irrigation of project 
landscaping would require 84,329 gallons per year of water. Operation of the project would not include 
electricity or natural gas use. Project operational solid waste generation was based on CalEEMod 
defaults for a city park. 

Significance Criteria 

SMAQMD has established significance thresholds to assess the regional and localized impacts of project-
related air pollutant emissions. The significance thresholds are updated, as needed, to appropriately 
represent the most current technical information and attainment status in Sacramento County. Table 4, 
SMAQMD Thresholds of Significance, presents the most current significance thresholds, including 
regional daily thresholds for short-term construction and long-term operational emissions; maximum 
incremental cancer risk and hazard indices for TACs; and maximum ambient concentrations for exposure 
of sensitive receptors to localized pollutants. A project with daily emission rates, risk values, or 
concentrations below these thresholds is generally considered to have a less than significant effect on 
air quality (SMAQMD 2020b). 

Table 4 
SMAQMD THRESHOLDS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

Pollutant Construction Operation 
Mass Daily Thresholds (pounds per day)   

ROG None 65 
NOX 85 65 
PM10 801 801 

PM2.5 821 821 

Toxic Air Contaminants   
TACs Maximum Incremental Cancer Risk ≥ 10 in 1 million 

Chronic & Acute Hazard Index ≥ 1.0 (project increment) 
Ambient Air Quality for Criteria Pollutants   

NO2 1-hour average ≥ 0.18 ppm 
Annual average ≥ 0.03 ppm 

CO 1-hour average ≥ 20.0 ppm (State) 
8-hour average ≥ 9.0 ppm (State/federal) 

SO2 1-hour average ≥ 0.075 ppm 
24-hour average ≥ 0.04 ppm 

Lead 1.5 μg/m3 30-day average 
Source: SMAQMD 2020b 
1  PM thresholds are zero (0) unless all feasible Best Available Control Practices/Best Management Practices are applied. 

lbs./day = pounds per day; VOC = volatile organic compound; NOX = nitrogen oxides; CO = carbon monoxide;  
PM10 = respirable particulate matter with a diameter of 10 microns or less; PM2.5 = fine particulate matter with a diameter of 
2.5 microns or less; SOX = sulfur oxides; TACs = toxic air contaminants; GHG = greenhouse gas emissions;  MT/yr = metric 
tons per year; CO2e = carbon dioxide equivalent; NO2 = nitrogen dioxide; ppm = parts per million;  
µg/m3 = micrograms per cubic meter 
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Impact Analysis 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. In accordance with SMAQMD’s CEQA Guide, a project’s operation-
generated ROG, NOX, PM10, and PM2.5 are used to determine consistency with the Regional Ozone Plan. 
The CEQA Guide states (SMAQMD 2020a, p. 4-6):  

By exceeding the District’s mass emission thresholds for operational emissions of ROG, NOX, 
PM10, or PM2.5, the project would be considered to conflict with or obstruct implementation of 
the District’s air quality planning efforts. 

As shown in the discussion for question b) below, the project’s operational emissions of ROG, NOX, PM10, 
and PM2.5 would not exceed SMAQMD thresholds. The project would not conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air quality plan, and the impact would be less than significant. 

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. By its very nature, air pollution is largely a 
cumulative impact. No single project is sufficient in size to, by itself, result in the nonattainment of 
ambient air quality standards. Instead, the potential for a project’s individual emissions to contribute to 
existing cumulatively significant adverse air quality impacts is evaluated. 

Construction Emissions 

CalEEMod version 2022.1 was used to quantify project emissions, as discussed in Methodology and 
Assumptions, above. The model output report is included as Attachment B to Appendix A. Construction 
of the proposed project is anticipated to begin in August 2026 and be completed by November 2026. 
The quantity, duration, and intensity of construction activity influence the amount of construction 
emissions and related pollutant concentrations that occur at any one time. As such, the emission 
forecasts provided herein reflect a specific set of conservative assumptions based on the expected 
construction scenario wherein a relatively large amount of construction activity is occurring in a 
relatively intensive manner. Because of this conservative assumption, actual emissions could be less 
than those forecasted. If construction is delayed or occurs over a longer time period, emissions could be 
reduced because of: (1) a more modern and cleaner-burning construction equipment fleet mix than 
assumed in CalEEMod; and/or (2) a less intensive buildout schedule (i.e., fewer daily emissions occurring 
over a longer time interval). 

The project’s construction emissions were estimated using CalEEMod, as described above. The 
emissions generated from construction activities include: 

• Dust (including PM10 and PM2.5), primarily from fugitive sources such as soil disturbance and 
vehicle travel over paved and unpaved surfaces; and 

• Combustion emissions of air pollutants (including ROG, NOX, PM10, PM2.5, CO, and sulfur oxides 
[SOX]), primarily from the operation of heavy off-road equipment and haul trucks. 
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The project’s construction period emissions of ROG, NOX, PM10, and PM2.5 are compared to the 
SMAQMD construction thresholds in Table 5, Daily Construction Criteria Pollutant and Precursor 
Emissions. The SMAQMD does not have a recommended threshold for construction-generated ROG. 
However, quantification and disclosure of ROG emissions is recommended. The modeling accounts for 
applications of water for dust control on exposed surfaces twice daily in accordance with SMAQMD Rule 
403 and the SMAQMD Basic Construction Emissions Control Practices (BCECPs; required by Mitigation 
Measure AQ-1).  

Table 5 
DAILY CONSTRUCTION CRITERIA POLLUTANT AND PRECURSOR EMISSIONS 

 Pollutant Emissions (pounds per day) 
Construction Activities  ROG NOX PM10 PM2.5 

Site Preparation 0.1 1.1 <0.1 <0.1 
Demolition 0.5 4.4 0.5 0.2 
Grading/Excavation 1.0 9.7 2.5 1.4 
Concrete Work 0.4 3.3 0.2 0.1 
Structures and Landscape 0.4 3.4 0.3 0.1 

Maximum Daily Emissions 1.0 9.7 2.5 1.4 
SMAQMD Thresholds None 85 80 82 

Exceed Thresholds? No No No No 
Source: CalEEMod (output data is provided in Attachment B in Appendix A); Thresholds SMAQMD 2020b 
ROG = reactive organic gases; NOX = nitrogen oxides; PM10 = particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter;  
PM2.5 = particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter; SMAQMD= Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management 
District 

As shown in Table 5, project construction emissions of criteria pollutants and precursors would not 
exceed the SMAQMD construction thresholds. However, SMAQMD considers construction period PM10 
and PM2.5 emissions to be significant unless the BCECPs are implemented (SMAQMD 2019). Mitigation 
Measure AQ-1, would require implementation of the BCECPs.  

Operational Emissions 

As discussed in Methodology and Assumptions, above, project maintenance activities would be similar 
to the existing skate park and would not result in increased use of landscape maintenance equipment. 
Project operational emissions would be limited to mobile source (vehicular) emissions related to project 
trips. The project maximum daily operational emissions are shown in Table 6, Daily Operational Criteria 
Pollutant and Precursor Emissions. 

Table 6 
DAILY OPERATIONAL CRITERIA POLLUTANT AND PRECURSOR EMISSIONS 

 Pollutant Emissions (pounds per day) 
 ROG NOX PM10 PM2.5 

Maximum Daily Emissions 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.1 
SMAQMD Thresholds 65 65 80 82 

Exceed Thresholds? No No No No 
Source: CalEEMod (output data is provided in Attachment B in Appendix A); Thresholds SMAQMD 2020b 
ROG = reactive organic gases; NOX = nitrogen oxides; PM10 = particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter;  
PM2.5 = particulate matter 2.5 microns or less in diameter; SMAQMD= Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management 
District 
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As shown in Tables 6, project operational emissions of criteria pollutants and precursors would not 
exceed the SMAQMD thresholds. 

Impact Summary  

While short-term construction and long-term operation of the project would not result in criteria 
pollutant and precursor pollutant emissions that would exceed the SMAQMD significance thresholds, 
implementation of the project would result in an increase of emissions of PM10 and PM2.5 compared to 
existing conditions. The SMAQMD considers any increase in construction PM emissions to be significant 
unless the construction BCECPs are implemented. Mitigation Measure AQ-1 would require 
implementation of the SMAQMD construction BCECPs (SMAQMD 2019). With the implementation of 
Mitigation Measure AQ-1, the project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of 
any criteria pollutant for which Sacramento Region is nonattainment. The impact would be less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated. 

Mitigation Measure AQ-1: Basic Construction Emissions Control Practices 

The following Basic Construction Emissions Control Practices are considered feasible for controlling 
fugitive dust from a construction site. Control of fugitive dust is required by SMAQMD Rule 403 and 
enforced by SMAQMD staff. Prior to commencement of project construction, the City shall verify the 
following measures are specified on construction contracts and/or construction documentation. 

• Water all exposed surfaces two times daily. Exposed surfaces include, but are not limited to, soil 
piles, graded areas, unpaved parking areas, staging areas, and access roads. 

• Cover or maintain at least two feet of free board space on haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or 
other loose material on the site. Any haul trucks that would be traveling along freeways or 
major roadways must be covered. 

• Use wet power vacuum street sweepers to remove any visible trackout mud or dirt onto 
adjacent public roads at least once a day. Use of dry power sweeping is prohibited. 

• Limit vehicle speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph. 

• All roadways, driveways, sidewalks, and parking lots to be paved must be completed as soon as 
possible. In addition, building pads must be laid as soon as possible after grading unless seeding 
or soil binders are used. 

• Minimize idling time by either shutting equipment off when not in use or reducing the time of 
idling to five minutes. Provide clear signage that posts this requirement for workers at the 
entrances to the site; and 

• Maintain all construction equipment in proper working condition according to manufacturer’s 
specifications. The equipment must be checked by a certified mechanic and determined to be 
running in proper condition before it is operated. 
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c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations? 

Less Than Significant Impact. CARB and OEHHA have identified the following groups of individuals as the 
most likely to be affected by air pollution (sensitive receptors): adults over 65, children under 14, infants 
(including in utero in the third trimester of pregnancy), and persons with cardiovascular and chronic 
respiratory diseases such as asthma, emphysema, and bronchitis (CARB 2005; OEHHA 2015). Some land 
uses are considered more sensitive to air pollution than others due to the types of population groups or 
activities involved and are referred to as sensitive receptor locations. Examples of these sensitive 
receptor locations are residences, schools, hospitals, and daycare centers.  

The closest existing sensitive receptor location to the project site is Fairsite Elementary located adjacent 
to the west of the project site. The closest residential land uses to the project site are single-family 
residences located approximately 300 feet north of the project site. 

Implementation of the project would result in the use of heavy-duty construction equipment, haul 
trucks, and construction worker vehicles. These vehicles and equipment could generate the TAC DPM. 
Generation of DPM from construction projects typically occurs in a localized area (e.g., at the project 
site) for a short period of time. Because construction activities and subsequent emissions vary 
depending on the phase of construction (e.g., demolition, grading), the construction-related emissions 
to which nearby receptors are exposed to would also vary throughout the construction period. During 
some equipment-intensive phases, such as grading, construction-related emissions would be higher 
than other less equipment-intensive phases such as installation of structures and landscaping.  

Considering this information, the anticipated short duration of construction activity (70 workdays over a 
five-month construction period), and the small project size which limits the numbers of large 
construction equipment used concurrently, construction of the project would not expose off-site 
sensitive receptors to substantial DPM concentrations. Operational project maintenance activities would 
be similar to the existing skate park and would not result in increased use of landscape maintenance 
equipment. Therefore, construction and operation of the project would not expose sensitive receptors 
to substantial pollutant concentrations, and the impact would be less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Odors associated with diesel exhaust would be emitted during project 
construction. The odor of these emissions is objectionable to some; however, emissions would disperse 
rapidly from the project site and therefore would not be at a level that would affect a substantial 
number of people. Further, construction activities would be temporary. As a result, impacts associated 
with temporary odors during construction are not considered significant.  

Per the SMAQMD CEQA Guide, typical land uses which could generate significant odor impacts include 
wastewater treatment plants, sanitary landfills, composting/green waste facilities, recycling facilities, 
petroleum refineries, chemical manufacturing plants, painting/coating operations, rendering plants, and 
food packaging plants (SMAQMD 2020a). The project would include enhancements to an existing skate 
park and would not include any of these land uses. Therefore, the project would not result in other 
emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people, and the 
impact would be less than significant. 
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IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or 

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

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

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 US Fish and Wildlife 
Service? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation 
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

A Biological Resources Assessment was prepared by HELIX in December 2025 and is summarized below 
and included as Appendix B to this IS/MND (HELIX 2025b). 

Environmental Setting 

A 250-foot buffer was added to the 0.64-acre project site to investigate surrounding land uses; the 250-
foot buffer and the project site constitute the Study Area, which is 9.11 acres total. The Study Area is 
situated in an urban, developed environment at the existing Chabolla Skate Park. The terrain in the 
Study Area is generally flat. Elevations range from approximately 58 to 65 feet above mean sea level. 
The Study Area is in the Upper Cosumnes watershed (USGS Hydrologic Unit Code [HUC] 818040013). 
The Study Area falls within the South Sacramento Habitat Conservation Plan (SSHCP) Urban 
Development Area, and the City is a participating entity in the SSHCP. 
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Methods 

Database and Literature Review 

Before performing the field survey, background research was conducted to inform and create target lists 
to focus the survey efforts. Accessible information in public databases pertaining to natural resources in 
the region of the Study Area was queried. The results of the database query and a five-mile radius 
California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB) query for the Study Area are included in Appendix A of 
Appendix B. 

Biological Surveys 

HELIX Biologist and Biology Project Manager Christine Gonzalez conducted the biological field survey on 
April 18, 2025. The weather during the field survey was partly cloudy, with an average temperature of 
72 degrees Fahrenheit. The Study Area was systematically surveyed on foot to ensure total search 
coverage, with special attention given to portions of the Study Area with the potential to support 
special-status species and sensitive habitats. Binoculars were used to further extend site coverage and 
identify species observed. All identifiable plant and animal species observed were recorded, and all 
biological communities occurring on-site were characterized. All resources of interest were mapped with 
Global Positioning System (GPS)-capable tablets equipped with GPS receivers running ESRI Field Maps 
for ArcGIS with sub-meter accuracy. 

Following the field survey and review of database queries, the potential for each species identified in the 
database query to occur within the Study Area was determined based on the field survey, soils, habitats 
present within the Study Area, and species-specific information, as shown in Appendix B of Appendix B. 
Species observed within the Study Area during the survey are included in Appendix C of Appendix B, and 
photographs taken during the survey are included in Appendix D of Appendix B. 

Soils  

One soil unit has been mapped within the Study Area: Kimball-Urban land complex, 0 to 2 percent 
slopes. This soil unit has a parent material of alluvium derived from granite and is typical of stream 
terraces. A typical soil profile is silt loam (0-24 inches), clay (24-36 inches), and sandy clay loam (36-60 
inches). This soil unit is well-drained, has a high runoff class, and no frequency of flooding or ponding. 
This soil unit is not considered hydric.  

Vegetation Communities 

The Study Area is comprised entirely of high-density development habitat. A comprehensive list of all 
plant and wildlife species observed within the Study Area is provided in Appendix C of Appendix B. 
Representative site photographs are included in Appendix D of Appendix B. 

Urban habitats are developed landscapes that are generally devoid of natural soil substrates and 
biological communities. The SSHCP classifies urban habitats as either high-density development land 
cover or low-density development land cover. The entire Study Area is comprised of high-density 
development which is defined by the SSHCP as areas that include urban and suburban residential 
neighborhoods, urban centers, industrial areas, airports, and wastewater treatment plants (SSHCP 
2018).  
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Paved roads and parking lots, buildings, and recreation areas including the Gora Aquatics Center and 
fields of the Galt Sports Complex comprise the Study Area. No natural habitats were observed in the 
Study Area. Various landscaping and ornamental species common in urban and suburban areas were 
observed in the Study Area. Some large London plane trees (Platanus × acerifolia) and red gum 
eucalyptus (Eucalyptus camaldulensis) are present in the Study Area, but the majority of trees are small 
to medium in size. Other species observed within the Study Area include oleander (Nerium oleander), 
ginkgo (Ginkgo biloba), American sweetgum (Liquidambar styraciflua), Bermuda grass (Cynodon 
dactylon), and hairy crabgrass (Digitaria sanguinalis).  

Special-Status Species 

Plants 

According to the database query, 23 listed and/or special-status plants have the potential to occur 
onsite or in the vicinity of the Study Area (CDFW 2025; CNPS 2025). Based on field observations, 
published information, and literature review, no special-status plants have the potential to occur within 
the Study Area. The majority of the regional special-status plants identified in the query occur within 
vernal pools or other aquatic habitats, on alkaline soils, or within other specific habitats that do not 
occur in the Study Area. The Study Area is developed with no natural plant communities present and is 
regularly maintained. The lack of natural habitats severely limits the potential special-status plants could 
occur in the Study Area, and there is no suitable habitat for special-status plants within the Study Area 
due to the level of development.  

Wildlife 

According to the database query, 37 listed and/or special-status wildlife species have the potential to 
occur on-site or in the vicinity of the Study Area (CDFW 2025; USFWS 2025a). Based on field 
observations, published information, and literature review, two special-status wildlife species have the 
potential to occur within the Study Area: monarch butterfly (Danaus plexippus) and Cooper’s hawk 
(Astur cooperii). 

However, monarch butterfly only has a low potential to pass through the Study Area during migration or 
other movements, and it is not expected to occur or use the Study Area in any substantial way. The 
Study Area is not located near winter roosting habitat which is protected for this species, and no 
milkweed host plants were observed in the Study Area. Because this species is only expected to 
potentially temporarily pass through the Study Area, it is not discussed further.  

Cooper’s hawk is discussed in more detail below. While its potential to occur is low, Cooper’s hawk does 
have some potential to utilize larger trees within and adjacent to the Study Area to nest, and open areas 
of the Study Area provide marginally suitable foraging habitat for the species. In addition to this special-
status bird, other migratory birds and raptors protected under federal, State, and local laws/policies also 
have the potential to occur within the Study Area. 

Cooper’s Hawk  

This species is a California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) Species of Special Concern and is an 
SSHCP-covered species. This species occurs in open woodlands, riparian forests, montane coniferous 
forests, and other open woodland habitats. It may also occur in wooded suburban habitats. This species 
nests high within large trees and preys on medium-sized birds and small mammals (Zeiner et al. 1990). 
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This species was not observed in the Study Area during the field survey on April 18, 2025. Cooper’s hawk 
is not regularly tracked by the CNDDB but is a common species in Sacramento County and the vicinity of 
the Study Area (eBird 2025). There are no documented occurrences within five miles of the Study Area; 
the closest documented occurrence is approximately 15 miles away near Elk Grove. The SSHCP does not 
include the Study Area as modeled habitat for this species (SSHCP 2018).  

Cooper’s hawk is generally restricted to woodland habitats but sometimes occurs in wooded suburban 
and developed habitats with suitable trees and prey species present. Larger trees within the Study Area 
could provide suitable nesting habitat, and this species could forage throughout the Study Area. Several 
small birds were observed during the survey that could be a prey source for Cooper’s hawk. However, 
this species is not expected to utilize open areas in the Study Area and has a low potential to occur in 
the Study Area.  

Other Nesting Migratory Birds and Raptors  

Migratory birds are protected under the Migratory Birds Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918 (16 U.S Code [USC] 
703-711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase, or barter any migratory bird 
listed under 50 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 10; this also includes feathers or other parts, nests, 
eggs, or products, except as allowed by implementing regulations (50 CFR 21). Additionally, Section 3503 
of the California Fish and Game Code states that it is unlawful to take, possess, or needlessly destroy the 
nest or eggs of any bird. Section 3503.5 specifically states that it is unlawful to take, possess, or destroy 
any raptors (i.e., hawks, owls, eagles, and falcons), including their nests or eggs; Section 3513 specifically 
states that it is unlawful to take or possess any migratory nongame bird as designated in the MBTA or 
any part of such migratory nongame bird except as provided by rules and regulations adopted by the 
Secretary of the Interior under provisions of the MBTA.  

Sensitive Habitats 

Sensitive habitats include those that are of special concern to resource agencies or those that are 
protected under CEQA, Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game Code (i.e., riparian areas), and/or 
Sections 401 and 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA), which include wetlands and other waters of the 
U.S. However, there are no aquatic habitats within the Study Area. 

The Galt Municipal Code Section 18.52.060 provides protection guidelines for public trees which are 
defined as “any tree with one-half or more of its trunk or branches on or above public land”. A permit is 
required to prune, remove, or otherwise disrupt any public tree. As the project would require the 
removal of public trees to construct the skate park improvements, a tree removal permit would be 
required to be obtained from the City of Galt.  

Wildlife Migration Corridors 

Wildlife corridors link areas of suitable wildlife habitat that are otherwise separated by rugged terrain, 
changes in vegetation, or human disturbance. This fragmentation of habitat can also occur when a 
portion of one or more habitats is converted into another habitat; for instance, when woodland or scrub 
habitat is altered or converted into grasslands after a disturbance such as fire, mudslide, or construction 
activities. Wildlife corridors mitigate the effects of this fragmentation by (1) allowing animals to move 
between remaining habitats thereby permitting depleted populations to be replenished and promoting 
genetic exchange; (2) providing escape routes from fire, predators, and human disturbances, thus 
reducing the risk of catastrophic events (such as fire or disease) on population or local species 
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extinction; and (3) serving as travel routes for individual animals as they move within their home ranges 
in search of food, water, mates, and other needs.  

The Study Area is located in an urban area and is surrounded by development. Although some wildlife 
may travel through the Study Area on a local level, the Study Area is not considered a wildlife migration 
corridor. 

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Based on field observations, published information, 
and literature review, Cooper’s Hawk has the low potential to occur within the overall 9.11-acre Study 
Area, which is a CDFW Species of Special Concern and is an SSHCP covered species. Cooper’s hawk is 
generally restricted to woodland habitats but sometimes occurs in wooded suburban habitats with 
suitable trees and prey species present. Larger trees within the Study Area, including trees on-site, could 
provide suitable nesting habitat. Additionally, this species could forage throughout the Study Area, as 
several small birds were observed during the biological field survey that could be a prey source for 
Cooper’s hawk.  

Although this species has a low potential to occur in the Study Area, the proposed project has the 
potential for adverse effects to Cooper’s hawk and other migratory birds through nest disturbance, 
leading to the destruction of eggs or nestlings if this species nests in the Study Area or the immediate 
surroundings during park construction, especially during tree removal/trimming. Non-breeding adults 
could readily avoid contact with construction equipment or personnel by moving out of the construction 
area. Displacement of non-breeding adults would not have a significant impact. Eggs and young still 
dependent on the nest would be susceptible to injury or mortality through physical contact or through 
nest abandonment caused by the displacement of adults. Needless destruction of eggs or young would 
be a violation of the Fish and Game Code and have a significant impact. In addition to this special-status 
bird, other migratory birds and raptors have the potential to nest in or adjacent to the Study Area. 
Suitable nest locations within and adjacent to the Study Area include trees, shrubs, grass, artificial 
structures, and bare ground. However, with the implementation of the recommended pre-construction 
nesting bird survey outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-1, potential project-related impacts to Cooper’s 
hawk and other migratory birds and raptors would be reduced to less than significant. 

Mitigation Measure BIO-1: Pre-Construction Nesting Bird Survey 

The City shall implement the following measures to avoid project-related impacts on nesting birds 
including Cooper’s hawk: 

• To avoid impacts to nesting birds, ground disturbing activity is recommended to be completed 
outside of the nesting season (between September 1 and January 31), if feasible. If construction 
activities occur during the nesting bird season (between February 1 and August 30), the 
following measures shall be implemented:  

o If construction activities occur during the nesting season, a qualified biologist shall 
conduct a nesting bird survey to determine the presence of any active nests within the 
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project footprint. Additionally, the surrounding 500 feet of the project footprint shall be 
surveyed for active raptor nests, where accessible. The nesting bird survey must be 
conducted within seven days prior to commencement of ground-disturbing or other 
construction activities. If the nesting bird survey shows that there is no evidence of 
active nests, then a letter report will be prepared to document the survey and be 
provided to the City and no additional surveys are recommended. If development does 
not commence within seven days of the nesting bird survey, or halts for more than 
seven days, then an additional survey is required prior to starting or resuming work 
within the nesting season.  

 If active nests are found, then the qualified biologist must establish a species-
specific buffer to prohibit development activities near the nest to avoid and 
minimize nest disturbance until the young have successfully fledged or the 
biologist determines that the nest is no longer active. Buffer distances may 
range from 30 feet for some songbirds up to 500 feet for some raptors. Nest 
monitoring may also be warranted during certain phases of construction to 
ensure nesting birds are not adversely impacted. The need for nest monitoring 
would be determined by the qualified biologist based upon the species nesting 
and the location of the nest in relation to the project disturbance area, 
proposed levels of project disturbance, and existing disturbance levels. If active 
nests are found within any trees slated for removal/trimming, then an 
appropriate buffer must be established around the tree and all trees within the 
buffer shall not be removed/trimmed until a qualified biologist determines that 
the nest has successfully fledged and/or is no longer active. Nest avoidance 
buffer distances may need to be expanded if the biologist determines that the 
initial avoidance buffer is still resulting in avoidance behavior from the adults. 

• If construction occurs outside of the nesting bird season (September 1 to January 31) a nesting 
bird survey and environmental training for nesting birds will not be required. 

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

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

No Impact. The project site and overall Study Area are comprised entirely of high-density development 
habitat, as defined in the SSHCP and shown in the SSHCP Plan Area Land Cover Types. Sensitive habitats 
include those that are of special concern to resource agencies or those that are protected under CEQA, 
Section 1600 of the California Fish and Game Code (i.e., riparian areas), and/or Sections 401 and 404 of 
the CWA, which include wetlands and other waters of the U.S. There are no aquatic features on the 
project site or within the Study Area. No ditches or drainage systems were observed on the project site. 
Therefore, implementation of the proposed project would not have a substantial adverse effect on any 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community or on State or federally protected wetlands 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.). Therefore, no impact would occur for 
questions b) and c). 
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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? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is located in an urban area, is surrounded by existing 
development, and is currently developed with a paved parking lot, sidewalks, landscaping and 
ornamental trees, lawns, and existing skate park facilities. Although some wildlife may travel through 
the project site on a local level, the site is not considered a wildlife migration corridor. Therefore, the 
proposed project would not interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species, with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or 
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites. The impact would be less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The Galt Municipal Code Section 18.52.060 
provides protection guidelines for public trees which are defined as “any tree with one-half or more of 
its trunk or branches on or above public land”. A permit is required to prune, remove, or otherwise 
disrupt any public tree. As the project would require the removal of ornamental, public trees to 
construct the skate park improvements, a tree removal permit would be required to be obtained from 
the City of Galt, as outlined in Mitigation Measure BIO-2. Therefore, with implementation of Mitigation 
Measure BIO-2, the proposed project would not conflict with local policies or ordinances protecting 
biological resources, and the impact would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measure BIO-2: Obtain a Tree Removal Permit 

Prior to the removal of protected public trees, a tree removal permit shall be obtained from the City of 
Galt. The project proponent would be required to comply with Section 18.52.060 of the Galt Municipal 
Code and the conditions of the permit.  

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? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site falls within the SSHCP, and the City is a participating entity 
in the SSHCP. The SSHCP establishes framework to protect natural resources in south Sacramento 
County, while improving and streamlining the environmental permitting process for impacts on 
endangered species, and provides guidance for the mitigation of impacts to covered species. However, 
as discussed above, the project site is within the Urban Development Area of the SSHCP and does not 
contain modeled habitat for special-status species. Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict 
with the provisions of the SSHCP, and the impact would be less than significant. 
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 

historical resource pursuant to §15064.5? ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

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

c) Disturb any human remains, including those interred 
outside of dedicated cemeteries? ☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

A Cultural Resources Assessment was prepared by HELIX in October 2025 and is summarized below and 
included as Appendix C to this IS/MND (HELIX 2025c). 

Environmental Setting 

Background Research 

HELIX conducted background research for the project site and vicinity to identify cultural resources and 
the sensitivity for the occurrence of such resources. The background research included a California 
Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) records search; a review of aerial photographs and 
historic-era maps; and a review of the Sacred Land Files (SLF) through the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC). Each source of information, and the results obtained by HELIX, are described 
below.  

CHRIS Records Search 

On April 21, 2025, staff at the North Central Information Center (NCIC) at Sacramento State University in 
Sacramento, California, conducted a records search for the project site and a 0.25-mile radius. The 
records search was done to (1) identify precontact-era and historic-era resources within the search 
radius; (2) determine which portions of the project site have been previously studied; and (3) ascertain 
the potential for cultural resources and human remains to occur within the project site. The search 
included a review of USGS archaeological site location maps at the NCIC, resource records, and data 
from previous studies. The California Points of Historical Interest, California Historical Landmarks, 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), Office of 
Historic Preservation (OHP) Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility, Built Environment Resources 
Directory (BERD), historic-era topographic maps and plat maps, and historic-era aerial photographs were 
also reviewed.  

The NCIC records search identified four studies that have previously been conducted within a 0.25-mile 
radius of the project site. None of these previous studies include the proposed project site. Additionally, 
the NCIC records search identified 15 previously documented cultural resources within 0.25 mile of the 
project site. None of these resources are within the proposed project site. 
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Native American Heritage Commission Sacred Lands File Search 

On April 22, 2025, HELIX requested that the NAHC conduct a search of their SLF for the presence of 
Native American sacred sites or human remains in the vicinity of the project site. A written response 
received from the NAHC on April 23, 2025, stated that the results of the SLF search were positive. 
Twenty-five (25) Native American contacts were recommended by the NAHC as potential sources of 
information related to cultural resources in the vicinity of the project site. On May 6, 2025, the City sent 
formal invitations to 25 tribal representatives to consult under CEQA and initiate consultation pursuant 
to AB 52. This consultation is intended to identify TCRs during the environmental review process and 
avoid or minimize impacts to these resources. The City received an email from a tribal representative 
from the Wilton Rancheria on June 2, 2025; however, the tribe did not request to open consultation. No 
other tribal responses were received by the City and the tribal consultation closed June 6, 2025. See 
Section 5.XVIII, Tribal Cultural Resources, for further analysis on TCRs. The initial correspondence with 
the NAHC and associated documents are included in Appendix C of Appendix C. 

Pedestrian Survey 

Methods 

On April 30, 2025, HELIX Archaeologist Jentin Joe surveyed the 0.64-acre project site where construction 
activities would occur. The surveyor used transects spaced 5 meters apart to conduct a systematic 
investigation of the project site. During the survey, the ground surface of the project site was examined 
for artifacts (e.g., flaked stone tools, tool-making debris, stone milling tools, fire-affected rock, 
prehistoric ceramics), soil discoloration that might indicate the presence of a prehistoric cultural 
midden, soil depressions, and features indicative of the former presence of structures or buildings (e.g., 
standing exterior walls, postholes, foundations, wells) or historic debris (e.g., metal, glass, ceramics). 
Representative survey photographs are found in Appendix D of Appendix C.  

Results 

The landform of the survey area is largely flat with little to no elevation change within the boundary of 
the project site. Vegetation within the area consists of landscaped trees and shrubs. The surrounding 
land use of this parcel is heavily developed; a school to the west, community fairgrounds to the east, 
and other related infrastructure lie to the north and south of the project site. Because of the existing 
skate park and surrounding development involving previous grading and paving of the project site, there 
are no discernible visible soils to describe, and there are only patches of grassy lawn within the skate 
park and adjacent community pool area.  

An east-west traversing fence in the southern portion of the project site partitions the skate park from 
the aquatic center to the south. There is a portable, metallic storage unit with the phrase “Mobile 
Modular” painted on its side, sitting atop a concrete pad in the southern portion of the project site, just 
north of the municipal fence (Appendix D, Photo 3, of Appendix C). A chain link fence lies along the 
western border of the project site, delineating the boundary between the Fairsite School and the skate 
park. Modern irrigation/electrical infrastructure are sparsely scattered throughout the project site. No 
modern trash was noted to be on the ground of the project site, although there is visual evidence of 
heavy foot traffic within the project site, as well as heavy vehicular traffic in the areas that are currently 
paved parking lots/driveways. The field survey did not identify any cultural resources in the project site. 
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Impact Analysis 

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

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The NCIC records search identified four studies that 
have previously been conducted within a 0.25-mile radius of the project site and 15 previously 
documented cultural resources within 0.25 mile of the project site. However, none of these studies or 
resources are located within the project site. A systematic investigation of the project site was 
conducted using transects spaced 5 meters apart, and no cultural resources were identified in the 
project site (HELIX 2025c). However, in the event that archaeological cultural resources are discovered 
during project construction, Mitigation Measure CUL-1, which requires construction activities to be 
halted if cultural resources are exposed, would be implemented. With implementation of Mitigation 
Measure CUL-1, the proposed project would not cause a substantial adverse change in the significance 
of a historical or archeological resource, and the impact would be less than significant for questions a) 
and b).  

Mitigation Measure CUL-1: Inadvertent Discovery of Cultural Resources 

If cultural resources are exposed during ground-disturbing activities, the City shall ensure that 
construction activities will be halted within 100 feet of the discovery. Cultural resources could consist of 
but are not limited to stone, bone, wood, or shell artifacts, or features, including hearths, structural 
remains, or historic dumpsites. If the resources cannot be avoided during the remainder of construction, 
an archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualifications Standards shall 
then be retained, to assess the resource and provide appropriate management recommendations. If the 
discovery proves to be NRHP- and/or CRHR-eligible, additional work, such as data recovery excavation, 
may be warranted and shall be discussed in consultation with the City. 

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed skate park improvements are not 
anticipated to disturb human remains. However, in the unlikely event that human remains are 
encountered during construction, Mitigation Measure CUL-2, which outlines the required steps to be 
taken in the event human remains are encountered, would be implemented. With implementation of 
Mitigation Measure CUL-2, the impact would be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measure CUL-2: Inadvertent Discovery of Human Remains 

Although considered highly unlikely, there is always the possibility that ground-disturbing activities 
during construction may uncover previously unknown human remains. In the event of an accidental 
discovery or recognition of any human remains, PRC Section 5097.98 shall be followed. Once 
project-related earthmoving begins and if there is a discovery or recognition of human remains, the City 
shall ensure that the following steps will be taken: 

1. There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the specific location or any nearby area 
reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until the County Coroner is contacted 
to determine if the remains are Native American and if an investigation of the cause of death is 
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required. If the coroner determines the remains are Native American, the coroner shall contact 
the NAHC within 24 hours, and the NAHC shall identify the person or persons it believes to be 
the “most likely descendant” of the deceased Native American. The most likely descendant may 
make recommendations to the landowner or the person responsible for the excavation work, 
for means of treating or disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains, and any 
associated grave goods as provided in PRC Section 5097.98, or 

2. Where the following conditions occur, the landowner or their authorized representative shall 
rebury the Native American human remains and associated grave goods with appropriate 
dignity either in accordance with the recommendations of the most likely descendent or on the 
project site in a location not subject to further subsurface disturbance: 

• The NAHC is unable to identify a most likely descendent or the most likely descendent failed 
to make a recommendation within 48 hours after being notified by the commission; 

• The descendent identified fails to make a recommendation; or 

• The landowner or their authorized representative rejects the recommendation of the 
descendent, and the mediation by the NAHC fails to provide measures acceptable to the 
landowner. 

  



Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project  

 

35 

VI. ENERGY 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant with 

Mitigation 
Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     

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

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

Environmental Setting 

California’s electricity needs are satisfied by a variety of entities, including investor-owned utilities, 
publicly owned utilities, electric service providers and community choice aggregators. In 2020, the 
California power mix totaled 272,576 gigawatt hours (GWh). In-State generation accounted for 51 
percent of the power mix. The remaining electricity came from out-of-state imports (CEC 2021a). Table 
7, California Electricity Sources 2020, provides a summary of California’s electricity sources as of 2020. 

Table 7 
CALIFORNIA ELECTRICITY SOURCES 2020 

Fuel Type Percent of California Power 
Coal 2.74 

Large Hydro 12.21 
Natural Gas 37.06 

Nuclear 9.33 
Oil 0.01 

Other (Petroleum Coke/Waste Heat) 0.19 
Renewables (Excluding Large Hydro) 33.09 

Unspecified 5.36 
Source: CEC 2021a 

 
Natural gas provides the largest portion of the total in-state capacity and electricity generation in 
California, with nearly 45 percent of the natural gas burned in California used for electricity generation 
in a typical year. Much of the remainder is consumed in the residential, industrial, and commercial 
sectors for uses such as cooking, space heating, and as an alternative transportation fuel. In 2012, total 
natural gas demand in California for industrial, residential, commercial, and electric power generation 
was 2,313 billion cubic feet per year (bcf/year), up from 2,196 bcf/year in 2010 (CEC 2021b). 

Transportation accounts for a major portion of California’s energy budget. Automobiles and trucks 
consume gasoline and diesel fuel, which are nonrenewable energy products derived from crude oil. 
Gasoline is the most used transportation fuel in California, with 97 percent of all gasoline being 
consumed by light-duty cars, pickup trucks, and sport utility vehicles (SUVs). In 2015, 15.1 billion gallons 
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of gasoline were sold in California (CEC 2021c). Diesel fuel is the second most consumed fuel in 
California, used by heavy-duty trucks, delivery vehicles, buses, trains, ships, boats, and farm and 
construction equipment. In 2015, 4.2-billion gallons of diesel were sold in California (CEC 2021d). 

Impact Analysis 

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Energy consumed for proposed project 
construction would primarily consist of transportation fuels in the form of diesel and gasoline. Fuel 
consumption would result from the use of on-road and off-highway trucks for the transportation of 
construction materials, construction worker vehicles traveling to and from the proposed project site, 
and the use of off-road construction equipment. While construction activities would consume 
petroleum-based fuels, consumption of such resources would be temporary and would cease upon the 
completion of construction.  

Energy and GHG emissions are closely related. As discussed in Section 5.VIII, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, 
the City’s Climate Action Plan (CAP) is a qualified plan for streamlining of GHG emissions impact analysis 
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5. The project would be consistent with all applicable 
emissions reduction measures from the City’s CAP except Transportation Measure 9: Mobile Source 
Emissions Reductions. To ensure compliance with Transportation Measure 9, Mitigation Measure GHG-1 
would require a portion of the project off-road construction fleet to meet USEPA Tier 4 emissions 
standards for diesel engines greater than 25 horsepower in accordance with the implementation 
schedule specified in the emissions reduction measure: 10 percent of the vehicles in a construction fleet 
to comply with USEPA Tier 4 emissions standards by 2025 and 30 percent by 2030. With implementation 
of Mitigation Measure GHG-1, the project would be consistent with the City’s CAP.  

Project maintenance activities would be similar to the existing skate park and would not result in 
increased use of landscape maintenance equipment. Operation of the project would not include the use 
of electricity or natural gas beyond existing operation and maintenance activities associated with the 
Chabolla Skate Park. With implementation of Mitigation Measure GHG-1, construction of the proposed 
project would not result in a potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or 
unnecessary consumption of energy resources during project operation. Therefore, the impact would be 
less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. See the discussion under question a) above. The proposed project would 
not result in a substantial new demand for energy resources nor conflict with or obstruct any State or 
local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency. Therefore, the impact would be less than 
significant.  
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VII. GEOLOGY AND SOILS  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse 

effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 

    

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liquefaction? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

iv. Landslides? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or 

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

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

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

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

A Geotechnical Investigation was prepared by Geocon Consultants, Inc. (Geocon) in June 2025 and is 
summarized below and included as Appendix D to this IS/MND. 

Environmental Setting 

Regional and Site Geology 

The project site is located within the Great Valley Geomorphic Province of California, more commonly 
referred to as the Sacramento Valley. This valley is a broad depression bounded by the Sierra Nevada 
range to the east and the Coast Ranges to the west. The valley has been filled with a thick sequence of 
sediments derived from weathering of the adjacent mountain ranges, resulting in a stratigraphic section 
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of Cretaceous, Tertiary, and Quaternary deposits The project site is underlain by Middle to Late 
Pleistocene-aged alluvial soil mapped as Riverbank Formation – Middle unit consisting of arkosic sand, 
silt, and clay (Geocon 2025). 

Soil and Geologic Conditions 

Methodology 

Two exploratory borings (B1 and B2) were performed with a track-mounted limited access drill rig 
equipped with solid-flight augers to depths of approximately 16.5 feet. Two concrete core samples (C1 
and C2) from the existing concrete slab and soil samples were obtained at the core locations using a 
hand-auger. Two shallow borings (IT1 & IT2) were hand-augered to a depth of approximately 4 inches 
and infiltration tests were performed within the shallow borings using a constant-head Aardvark 
permeameter device. Approximate locations of the borings, concrete cores, and infiltration tests are 
shown in Figure 2 of the Geotechnical Investigation (Appendix D; Geocon 2025). 

Results 

Fill 

Undocumented fill and/or disturbed soil was encountered within each boring to depths of 
approximately 2 feet and beneath the concrete slab to depths of approximately 2.75 feet. Fill may 
extend deeper within underground utility trench locations. Fill within landscaped areas generally 
consists of very stiff to hard sandy lean clay. Beneath the concrete slab, fill consisted of fine-grained silty 
sand, which likely represents what remains of the old sand volleyball courts that were on-site prior to 
development of Chabolla Skate Park (Geocon 2025). 

Alluvium (Riverbank Formation – Middle Unit) 

Below the fill material in each of the borings (B1 and B2) and cores (C1 and C2), alluvium was 
encountered, mapped as Riverbank Formation – Middle unit (map unit Qr2), to the maximum explored 
depth of approximately 16.5 feet. The alluvium generally consists of interbedded layers of clay, silt, and 
sand. Fine-grained soil consisted of very stiff to hard, damp to moist clay and silt with varying amounts 
of sand. Coarse-grained soil consisted of medium dense to dense, moist silty sand. A hardpan layer of 
slightly to moderately cemented soil was encountered from approximately 3 to 5 feet depth in borings 
B1 and B2, and hand auger boring below bore C2 ended in refusal at approximately 2.5 feet depth. The 
boring logs included in Appendix A of Appendix D detail the soil type, color, moisture, consistency, and 
USCS classification of the soils encountered at specific locations and elevations (Geocon 2025). 

Infiltration Testing 

Field infiltration tests were performed to evaluate soil infiltration characteristics within potential 
stormwater infiltration areas. The infiltration tests were intended to provide preliminary infiltration data 
so that stormwater management methods for the project could be determined. Infiltration rates at the 
site surface ranged from 2.3 to 2.5 inches per hour (in/hr.). The soils at this depth currently consists of 
sandy lean clay with varying amounts of sand and gravel. After applying a safety reduction factor, the 
factored infiltration rates range from 1.15 to 1.25 in/hr. (Geocon 2025). 
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Seismicity and Geologic Hazards 

Regional Active Faults 

The numerous faults in California include Holocene-active, pre-Holocene (Quaternary), and inactive 
(pre-Quaternary) faults. The criteria for these major groups were developed by the California Geological 
Survey (CGS) for the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zone Program (DOC 2018). By definition, a 
Holocene-active fault is one that has had surface displacement within Holocene time (about the last 
11,700 years). A pre-Holocene fault has demonstrated surface displacement during Quaternary time 
(approximately the last 1.6 million years) but has had no known Holocene movement. Faults that have 
not moved in the last 1.6 million years are considered inactive (Geocon 2025). 

According to the CGS Fault Activity Map of California by the CGS, the closest fault to the project site with 
historic displacement is the Marsh Creek-Greenville Section of the Greenville fault zone. This fault is a 
well constrained, vertical, right lateral fault located approximately 41.3 miles southwest of the site (DOC 
2025b). Mapping by the USGS similarly indicates that the closest mapped Holocene-active fault to the 
site is the Clayton section of the Greenville fault zone located 39.5 miles southwest of the site. The 
closest mapped pre-Holocene (Quaternary) faults to the site are the Midland fault zone, a poorly 
mapped inferred fault located approximately 20.5 miles west-southwest of the site, and the Foothills 
fault system, a well constrained fault system located approximately 21.5 miles east-northeast of the site 
(USGS 2025). 

Ground Shaking 

The Sacramento region has a history of relatively low seismicity in comparison with more active seismic 
regions such as the San Francisco Bay Area or southern California. The two most commonly referred to 
earthquakes that resulted in some reported building damage in Sacramento are the Winters and 
Vacaville events in 1892. There are no reported occurrences of seismic-related ground failure in the 
Sacramento region due to earthquakes. However, the project site could be subjected to ground shaking 
in the event of an earthquake along the faults mentioned above or other faults in the area (Geocon 
2025). 

Liquefaction 

Liquefaction is a phenomenon in which loose, saturated, cohesionless soil deposits located beneath the 
groundwater table lose strength when subjected to intense and prolonged ground shaking. The seismic 
excitation increases pore water pressure creating a buoyant effect of the loose soil. When liquefaction 
occurs, building foundations may sink or tilt and differential ground settlement may occur. Other effects 
include sand boils (ground loss) and lateral spreading if the liquefiable soil is located adjacent to a steep 
free face. The areas that have the greatest potential for liquefaction are those in which the water table 
is less than 50 feet below ground surface and the soils are predominately clean, poorly graded sand 
deposits of loose to medium-dense relative density.  

The site is not located in a currently established State of California Seismic Hazard Zone for liquefaction 
(DOC 2025c). Based on the subsurface conditions encountered at the site, including predominantly very 
stiff to hard fine-grained soils or medium dense to dense coarse-grained soils, and more than 80 feet to 
groundwater, liquefaction potential is expected to be low during seismic events (Geocon 2025).  
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Expansive Soil 

Laboratory Plasticity Index and Expansion Index tests on selected near-surface soil samples indicate 
medium to high plasticity and corresponding high expansion potential on-site (Geocon 2025). 

Impact Analysis 

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

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

ii. Strong seismic ground shaking? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is not located within a State-designated Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zone for surface fault rupture hazards (DOC 2025b). According to the CGS Fault 
Activity Map of California, the closest fault to the project site with historic displacement is the Marsh 
Creek-Greenville Section of the Greenville fault zone which is located approximately 41.3 miles 
southwest of the site (DOC 2025b). In addition, no Holocene-active or pre-Holocene faults with the 
potential for surface fault rupture are known to pass directly beneath or in the vicinity of the project 
site. Therefore, the potential for surface rupture due to faulting occurring beneath the site during the 
design life of the proposed development is considered low.  

There are no reported occurrences of seismic-related ground failure in the Sacramento region due to 
earthquakes; however, the project site could be subjected to ground shaking in the event of an 
earthquake along the faults mentioned above or other faults in the area (Geocon 2025). The proposed 
project would be required to be designed in accordance with existing regulations in the California 
Building Code (CBC) and Title 15, Buildings and Construction, of the Galt Municipal Code. With 
adherence to existing regulations, the project would not directly or indirectly cause potential adverse 
effects involving rupture of a known earthquake fault or strong seismic ground shaking. Therefore, the 
impact related to earthquake faults and strong seismic ground shaking would be less than significant for 
questions a.i) and a.ii).  

iii. Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Liquefaction generally occurs in areas where moist, fine-grained, 
cohesionless sediment or fill materials are subjected to strong seismic ground shaking. Under certain 
circumstances, seismic ground shaking can temporarily transform an otherwise solid, granular material 
to a fluid state. Liquefaction is most often triggered by seismic shaking, but it can also be caused by 
improper grading, landslides, or other factors. The project site is not located within a mapped 
liquefaction zone (DOC 2025b). Additionally, as discussed in the response to questions a.i) and a.ii), the 
project site is located over 40 miles northeast of the nearest active fault, as such, the risk of seismic-
related ground failure, including liquefaction, would be unlikely. Therefore, the impact related to 
seismic-related ground failure would be less than significant. 
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iv. Landslides? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The terrain of the project site is generally flat with elevations ranging from 
approximately 58 to 65 feet amsl. Due to the relatively flat topography and lack of steep slopes on the 
project site, landslides are unlikely to occur on the project site or in the immediate vicinity. As noted in 
the response to questions a.i) and a.ii), project site is located over 40 miles northeast of the nearest 
active fault. Additionally, the project site is not located within a mapped landslide zone (DOC 2025c). 
Therefore, there would be little potential for seismically induced landslides, and the impact would be 
less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed project would require surface disturbance 
and grading, which could increase the potential for soil erosion and loss of topsoil. However, the project 
would be subject to provisions of the Galt Municipal Code, including Chapter 16.10, Storm Water 
Protection, and Chapter 16.30, Grading, which regulate construction activities in order to avoid erosion 
and discharge of pollutants into watercourses generated by surface water runoff (City 2025a). 
Compliance with existing City regulations would ensure that the project would not result in substantial 
soil erosion or the loss of topsoil. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. As discussed in the responses to questions a.i) 
through a.iv) above, there would be a less than significant impact related to geologic hazards, including 
earthquakes, seismic ground shaking, liquefaction, and landslides. As a result of the sampled exploratory 
borings completed as part of the Geotechnical Investigation, portions of the site contain undocumented 
fill (such as the old volleyball court) and underground utilities. The undocumented fill would require the 
removal and re-compaction as engineered fill, and the underground utilities would require the removal 
and/or abandonment in areas of proposed development. In addition, weakly to moderately cemented 
soil was encountered in the two borings at depths from approximately 2.5 to 5 feet. The presence of 
cemented soil could impact excavation difficulty and trap moisture in near-surface soils, which could 
create wet and unstable soil conditions during construction (Geocon 2025). However, with 
implementation of the design recommendations identified in the Geotechnical Investigation and 
included as part of Mitigation Measure GEO-1, the proposed project would not result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or collapse. Therefore, the impact would be less 
than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

Mitigation Measure GEO-1: Implement the Recommendations in the Geotechnical Investigation  

The City shall incorporate all applicable recommendations identified in Chapter 6.0 of the June 2025 
Geotechnical Investigation prepared by Geocon Consultants, Inc., or the most recent Geotechnical 
Investigation prepared for the project site, into the final project design prior to issuance of a grading 
permit to address the following, but not limited to, geotechnical constraints identified on the project 
site: previous development/undocumented fill, cemented soil, and expansive soil. 



Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project  

 

42 

d) 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? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Expansive soils possess shrink-swell characteristics 
and are largely comprised of clay, which expand in volume when water is absorbed and shrink when 
dried. Laboratory Plasticity Index and Expansion Index tests were performed on selected near-surface 
soil samples as part of the Geotechnical Investigation and results indicated medium to high plasticity 
and corresponding high expansion potential on-site (Geocon 2025). These near-surface clay soils are 
expansive when subjected to changes in moisture content. However, these conditions would require 
proper moisture conditioning and compaction during site grading and placement of low-expansive fill 
below concrete skate park features and exterior concrete flatwork to reduce the adverse impacts of 
expansive soil. These recommendations are identified in the Geotechnical Investigation and included as 
part of Mitigation Measure GEO-1. With implementation of the design recommendations identified in 
the Geotechnical Investigation, the proposed project would not result in a substantial direct or indirect 
risk to life or property, and the impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 

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

No Impact. The proposed project would not construct new restrooms, septic tanks, or alternative 
wastewater disposal systems. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is currently developed with a paved parking lot, sidewalks, 
lawns and ornamental trees, light poles, and existing skate park facilities on an approximately 4,048-sf 
concrete pad. No previous surveys conducted on the project site or in the project area have identified 
the project site as sensitive for paleontological resources or other geologically sensitive resources, nor 
have testing or ground disturbing activities performed to date uncovered any paleontological resources 
or geologically sensitive resources. Therefore, as the project site is currently developed with an existing 
skate park and the site has been previously disturbed, the likelihood of encountering paleontological 
resources and other geologically sensitive resources would be low. Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed skate park improvements would not destroy a unique paleontological resource or site, or 
unique geologic feature, and the impact would be less than significant. 
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VIII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or 

indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the 
environment? 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

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

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

An Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment was prepared by HELIX in May 2026 and is 
summarized below and included as Appendix A to this IS/MND. 

Environmental Setting 

Global climate change refers to changes in average climatic conditions on Earth, including temperature, 
wind patterns, precipitation, and storms. Global temperatures are moderated by atmospheric gases. 
These gases are commonly referred to as GHGs because they function like a greenhouse by letting 
sunlight in but preventing heat from escaping, thus warming the Earth’s atmosphere.  

GHGs are emitted by natural processes and human (anthropogenic) activities. Anthropogenic GHG 
emissions are primarily associated with (1) the burning of fossil fuels during motorized transport, 
electricity generation, natural gas consumption, industrial activity, manufacturing, and other activities; 
(2) deforestation; (3) agricultural activity; and (4) solid waste decomposition.  

The GHGs defined under California’s Assembly Bill (AB) 32 include carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), 
nitrous oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), and sulfur hexafluoride (SF6). 
Each GHG differs in its ability to absorb heat in the atmosphere based on the lifetime, or persistence, of 
the gas molecule in the atmosphere. Estimates of GHG emissions are commonly presented in carbon 
dioxide equivalents (CO2e), which weigh each gas by its global warming potential (GWP). Expressing GHG 
emissions in CO2e takes the contribution of all GHG emissions to the greenhouse effect and converts 
them to a single unit equivalent to the effect that would occur if only CO2 were being emitted. GHG 
emissions quantities in this analysis are presented in metric tons (MT) of CO2e. For consistency with 
United Nations Standards, modeling, and reporting of GHGs in California and the U.S. use the GWPs 
defined in the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change’s (IPCC) Fourth Assessment Report (IPCC 
2007): CO2 – 1; CH4 – 25; N2O – 298. 

Regulatory Setting 

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Regulations and Plans 

The primary GHG reduction regulatory legislation and plans (applicable to the project) at the State, 
regional, and local levels are described below. Implementation of California’s GHG reduction mandates 
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are primarily under the authority of CARB at the State level, SMAQMD and SACOG at the regional level, 
and City of Galt at the local level. 

Executive Order S-3-05: On June 1, 2005, Executive Order (EO) S-3-05 proclaimed that California is 
vulnerable to climate change impacts. It declared that increased temperatures could reduce snowpack 
in the Sierra Nevada, further exacerbate California’s air quality problems, and potentially cause a rise in 
sea levels. To avoid or reduce climate change impacts, EO S-3-05 calls for a reduction in GHG emissions 
to the year 2000 level by 2010, to the year 1990 levels by 2020, and to 80 percent below 1990 levels by 
2050. Executive Orders are not laws and can only provide the governor’s direction to State agencies to 
act within their authority to reinforce existing laws. 

Assembly Bill 32 – Global Warming Solution Act of 2006: The California Global Warming Solutions Act 
of 2006, widely known as AB 32, requires that CARB develop and enforce regulations for the reporting 
and verification of Statewide GHG emissions. CARB is directed by AB 32 to set a GHG emission limit, 
based on 1990 levels, to be achieved by 2020. The bill requires CARB to adopt rules and regulations in an 
open public process to achieve the maximum technologically feasible and cost-effective GHG emission 
reductions. 

Executive Order B-30-15: On April 29, 2015, EO B-30-15 established a California GHG emission reduction 
target of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. The EO aligns California’s GHG emission reduction 
targets with those of leading international governments, including the 28-nation European Union. 
California successfully met the target of reducing GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020, as established 
in AB 32, achieving this goal four years early in 2016. California’s new emission reduction target of 40 
percent below 1990 levels by 2030 will make it possible to reach the goal established by EO S-3-05 of 
reducing emissions to 80 percent under 1990 levels by 2050. 

Senate Bill 32: Signed into law by Governor Brown on September 8, 2016, Senate Bill (SB) 32 
(Amendments to the California Global Warming Solutions Action of 2006) extends California’s GHG 
reduction programs beyond 2020. SB 32 amended the Health and Safety Code to include Section 38566, 
which contains language to authorize CARB to achieve a Statewide GHG emission reduction of at least 
40 percent below 1990 levels by no later than December 31, 2030. SB 32 codified the targets established 
by EO B-30-15 for 2030, which set the next interim step in the State’s continuing efforts to pursue the 
long-term target expressed in EO B-30-15 of 80 percent below 1990 emissions levels by 2050. 

Assembly Bill 1279: Approved by Governor Newsom on September 16, 2022, AB 1279, the California 
Climate Crisis Act, declares the policy of the State to achieve net zero GHG emissions as soon as 
possible, but no later than 2045, and achieve and maintain net negative GHG emissions thereafter, 
and ensure that by 2045, Statewide anthropogenic GHG emissions are reduced to at least 85 percent 
below the 1990 levels. AB 1279 anticipates achieving these policies through direct GHG emissions 
reductions, removal of CO2 from the atmosphere (carbon capture), and an almost complete transition 
away from fossil fuels. 

California Air Resources Board Scoping Plan: The Scoping Plan is a strategy CARB develops and updates 
at least once every five years, as required by AB 32. It lays out the transformations needed across our 
society and economy to reduce emissions and reach our climate targets. The current 2022 Scoping Plan 
is the third update to the original plan that was adopted in 2008. The initial 2008 Scoping Plan laid out a 
path to achieve the AB 32 mandate of returning to 1990 levels of GHG emissions by 2020, a reduction of 
approximately 15 percent below business as usual. The 2008 Scoping Plan included a mix of incentives, 
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regulations, and carbon pricing, laying out the portfolio approach to addressing climate change and 
clearly making the case for using multiple tools to meet California’s GHG targets. The 2013 Scoping Plan 
assessed progress toward achieving the 2020 mandate and made the case for addressing short-lived 
climate pollutants (SLCPs). The 2017 Scoping Plan also assessed the progress toward achieving the 2020 
limit and provided a technologically feasible and cost-effective path to achieving the SB 32 mandate of 
reducing GHGs by at least 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030.  

On December 15, 2022, CARB approved the 2022 Scoping Plan for Achieving Carbon Neutrality (2022 
Scoping Plan). The 2022 Scoping Plan lays out a path to achieve targets for carbon neutrality and reduce 
anthropogenic GHG emissions by 85 percent below 1990 levels no later than 2045, as directed by AB 
1279. The actions and outcomes in the plan will achieve significant reductions in fossil fuel combustion 
by deploying clean technologies and fuels; further reductions in SLCPs; support for sustainable 
development; increased action on natural and working lands to reduce emissions and sequester carbon; 
and the capture and storage of carbon (CARB 2022). 

Sacramento Area Council of Governments MTP/SCS: As required by the Sustainable Communities and 
Climate Protection Act of 2008 (SB 375), SACOG has developed the 2020 Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS). This plan seeks to reduce GHG and other mobile 
source emissions through coordinated transportation and land use planning to reduce VMT (SACOG 
2019). 

City of Galt: The City of Galt’s CAP contains a City and community-wide GHG inventory, establishes GHG 
emission reduction targets for the City of Galt that are consistent with the State of California’s, and 
presents emissions control measures to meet the City’s GHG emission reduction targets (City 2019). 

Methodology and Assumptions  

See Section 5.III, Air Quality, for a discussion on methodology and assumptions. 

Significance Criteria 

Given the relatively small levels of emissions generated by a project in relationship to the total amount 
of GHG emissions generated on a national or global basis, individual projects are not expected to result 
in significant, direct impacts with respect to climate change. However, given the magnitude of the 
impact of GHG emissions on the global climate, GHG emissions from new development could result in 
significant, cumulative impacts with respect to climate change. Thus, the potential for a significant GHG 
impact is limited to cumulative impacts.  

The final determination of whether or not a project has a significant effect is within the purview of the 
lead agency pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(b). The City’s CAP is a qualified plan for the 
reduction of GHGs and streamlining of GHG emissions impact analysis pursuant to CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15183.5 (City 2019). Consistency with the City’s CAP is used to determine the significance of the 
project’s GHG emissions. 
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Impact Analysis 

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Project construction and operational GHG 
emissions were quantified using CalEEMod 2022.1, as discussed in Methodology and Assumptions, 
above. Per the CalEEMod results, the project would result in construction GHG emissions of 41.4 MT 
CO2e in 2026 and annual operational GHG emissions of 40.6 MT CO2e per year starting in 2027 (the 
anticipated first full year of project operation). 

As discussed in Significance Criteria, above, the City’s CAP is a qualified plan for streamlining of GHG 
emissions impact analysis pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15183.5. The City has adopted a CAP 
consistency review checklist to be completed by development projects. However, the project would 
enhance an existing City park and would not be considered a development project. Some portions of the 
City’s CAP consistency review checklist would not apply to the project. Therefore, to demonstrate 
project consistency with the City’s CAP, project consistency with each of the emissions reduction 
measures contained in the CAP is discussed in Table 8, Galt Climate Action Plan Consistency (City 2019). 

Table 8 
GALT CLIMATE ACTION PLAN CONSISTENCY 

Emissions Reduction Measure Project Consistency 
Transportation Measure 1: Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Infrastructure Improvement. 

Consistent: The project would include short-term bicycle parking 
racks and would not alter existing sidewalks along Chabolla Avenue.  

Transportation Measure 2: Increase Use 
of Public Transit. 

Not Applicable: The project site is served by an existing bus stop 
located at the adjacent Gora Aquatic Center. The project would 
provide enhancements to an existing City park, and the project does 
not include any roadway improvements. 

Transportation Measure 3: Safe Routes 
to School. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park, and the project does not include any sidewalk or 
bicycle route improvements. 

Transportation Measure 4: Optimize City 
Fleet. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park, and the project would not affect the City fleet. 

Transportation Measure 5: Support 
Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park. The project would include minor pedestrian and 
ADA enhancements to the existing parking lot but would not 
include new City facilities or parking spaces.  

Transportation Measure 6: Establish a 
Transportation Management Association. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park and would not include new development or result 
in an increase in City staff. 

Transportation Measure 7: Promote Anti-
Idling/Congestion Management 
Strategies. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park and would not include roadway or intersection 
improvements. 

Transportation Measure 8: Promote 
Local Goods and Businesses. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park and would not include development or 
redevelopment affecting businesses or commerce of local goods.  
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Emissions Reduction Measure Project Consistency 
Transportation Measure 9: Mobile 
Source Emissions Reductions. 

Consistent with Mitigation: The project would provide 
enhancements to an existing City park and would not include 
electrical service within the park. The requirement for a portion of 
the project construction fleet to meet USEPA Tier 4 diesel engine 
emissions standards would apply and would be enforced through 
Mitigation Measure GHG-1. 

Transportation Measure 10: Promote 
Alternative Transportation and VMT 
Reduction. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park and would not affect City alternative 
transportation and VMT reduction programs. 

Land Use Measure 1: Encourage Reuse. Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park and would not include new development or 
redevelopment. 

Land Use Measure 2: Sustainable 
Growth. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park and would not include new development. 

Land Use Measure 3: Urban Tree 
Program. 

Consistent: The project would require the removal of several 
existing trees on-site to accommodate the proposed park 
improvements. The project would include the planting of 
replacement in-kind trees in accordance with Chapter 19.04 of the 
Sacramento County Code of Ordinances. On-site ornamental trees 
that would not be impacted by the proposed project improvements 
have been incorporated into the landscaping design. 

Land Use Measure 4: Preservation of 
Agricultural Land. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park and would not affect agricultural land. 

Building Efficiency Measure 1: Building 
Stock Electrification. 

Not Applicable: The project would not include any buildings. 

Building Efficiency Measure 2: Zero Net 
Energy. 

Not Applicable: The project would not include any buildings and 
would not use energy (electricity or natural gas) on-site. 

Building Efficiency Measure 3: Reduce 
Releases of High GWP Gasses. 

Not Applicable: The project would not include any air conditioning 
or refrigeration systems.  

Waste Measure 1: Expand Municipal 
Recycling Program. 

Consistent: The project would include recycling receptacles co-
located with trash receptacles.  

Waste Measure 2: Expand Yard Waste 
and Other Organics Composting. 

Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park and would not affect yard waste and organics 
composting programs. 

Waste Measure 3: Biodigester. Not Applicable: The project would provide enhancements to an 
existing City park and would not affect City biodigester programs. 

Source: City 2019 

As shown in Table 8, the project would be consistent with all applicable emissions reduction measures 
from the City’s CAP except Transportation Measure 9: Mobile Source Emissions Reductions. To ensure 
compliance with Transportation Measure 9, Mitigation Measure GHG-1 would require a portion of the 
project off-road construction fleet to meet USEPA Tier 4 emissions standards for diesel engines greater 
than 25 horsepower in accordance with the implementation schedule specified in the emissions 
reduction measure: 10 percent of the vehicles in a construction fleet to comply with USEPA Tier 4 
emissions standards by 2025 and 30 percent by 2030. Using linear interpolation, 12 percent of the 
project construction fleet (in 2026) would be required to comply with USEPA Tier 4 emissions standards. 
USEPA Tier 4 emissions standards are primarily intended to reduce diesel engine emissions of NOX and 
PM. CalEEMod does not quantify any GHG emission reductions resulting from implementing Tier 4 
certified engines. With implementation of Mitigation Measure GHG-1, the project would be consistent 
with the City’s CAP. Therefore, the project would not generate GHG emissions, either directly or 
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indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment, and the impact would be less than 
significant with mitigation incorporated. 

Mitigation Measure GHG-1: Tier 4 Off-Road Diesel Construction Equipment.  

A minimum of 12 percent of the total number of diesel-powered off-road construction equipment with 
25 or more horsepower used for project construction shall be U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
(USEPA) Tier 4 Final certified or shall have engines retrofitted with emissions reduction systems certified 
by the California Air Resources Board (CARB) to meet USEPA Tier 4 Final emissions standards. The 
project contractor and/or City project manager shall submit a construction equipment inventory 
demonstrating compliance with this mitigation measure. Prior to commencement of project 
construction, the City shall verify the construction equipment inventory meets the minimum 12 percent 
USEPA Tier 4 or equivalent requirement. 

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

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. There are numerous State plans, policies, and 
regulations adopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissions. SB 32 requires achievement of 
Statewide GHG emissions of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. AB 1279 sets a goal to achieve net 
zero Statewide GHG as soon as possible, but no later than 2045. Statewide plans and regulations such as 
GHG emissions standards for vehicles, the Low Carbon Fuel Standard, and regulations requiring an 
increasing fraction of electricity to be generated from renewable sources are being implemented at the 
Statewide level; as such, compliance at the project level is not addressed. Therefore, the proposed 
project would not conflict with those plans and regulations. The project would not result in changes to 
population or employment in the City. Therefore, the project would be consistent with the regional 
growth and GHG emissions projections used to develop the SACOG’s 2020 MTP/SCS and the CARB’s 
2022 Scoping Plan. As discussed under question a) above, with implementation of Mitigation Measure 
GHG-1, the project would be consistent with the City’s CAP. Therefore, the project would not conflict 
with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of 
GHGs, and the impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  
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IX. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the 

environment through the routine transport, use, or 
disposal of hazardous materials? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Environmental Setting 

Hazardous Materials 

Numerous federal and State laws regulate hazardous materials and wastes, such as the Cal/EPA and 
California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC). However, depending on the waste, the Office 
of the State Fire Marshal (OSFM), the State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB), or another agency 
may be involved. The Unified Hazardous Waste and Hazardous Management Regulatory Program 
(Unified Program; Senate Bill [SB] 1082, 1993) is a State and local effort to consolidate, coordinate, and 
make consistent existing programs regulating hazardous waste and hazardous materials management. 
Cal/EPA adopted implementing regulations for the Unified Program (CCR, Title 27, Division 1, 
Subdivision 4, Chapter 1) in January 1996. The Unified Program is implemented at the local level by 
Certified Unified Program Agencies (CUPAs). The Sacramento County Environmental Management 
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Department (SCEMD) is the CUPA for cities and unincorporated areas within Sacramento County (City 
2005).  

Through the Hazardous Materials Division, the SCEMD regulates the use, storage and disposal of 
hazardous materials by issuing permits, inspecting facilities, and investigating complaints. Under a 
contract with the SWRCB, the SCEMD conducts the Local Oversight Program to oversee the abatement 
and cleanup of hazardous substance releases onto the ground or from underground storage tanks in the 
County that do not involve chemical releases to water. The Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB) is the lead agency for chemical releases to water throughout the County, including the City. 
The DTSC is responsible for overseeing the cleanup of hazardous waste sites in California (City 2005). 

Hazards and Emergency Response 

The City’s Emergency Operations Plan (EOP), updated in 2022, establishes an Emergency Management 
Organization and assigns functions and tasks consistent with the State’s Standardized Emergency 
Management System (SEMS) and the National Incident Management System (NIMS). The City’s EOP 
serves as an extension of the County of Sacramento EOP and the California Emergency Plan and is the 
principal guide for the City’s response to emergencies and disasters that are identified in Annex D: City 
of Galt of the 2021 County of Sacramento Multi-Jurisdictional Local Hazard Mitigation Plan (LHMP) 
Update (City 2022a).  

The City maintains an evacuation zone map, which designates the following roadways in the City as 
primary evacuation routes (City 2025b): 

• North-South Routes: SR 99, North Lincoln Way, Marengo Road, and Carillion Boulevard. 

• East-West Routes: Twin Cities Road, Walnut Avenue, West Elm Avenue and Orr Road, 
Simmerhorn Road, West A Street, New Hope Road, and Kost Road. 

Impact Analysis 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would include the construction of various skate park 
improvements at the existing City-owned Chabolla Skate Park. Construction activities may involve the 
limited transport, storage, use, and/or disposal of hazardous materials, such as for the fueling and 
servicing of construction equipment on-site. These activities would be short-term or one-time in nature 
and would be subject to federal, State, and local health and safety regulations, which would minimize 
hazards related to the use of these materials.  

Operation and maintenance activities for the proposed project improvements would be similar to 
existing conditions of the Chabolla Skate Park and may include the occasional use of cleaners, fuels for 
equipment, and other materials typically required for park maintenance. However, these materials 
would be required to be used in accordance with existing regulations and would not create a significant 
hazard to the public. Therefore, in compliance with existing regulations, the proposed project would not 
create a significant hazard to the public or environment, and the impact would be less than significant. 
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b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset 
and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment? 

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in question a), limited amounts of hazardous materials may 
be used during construction activities and during operation and maintenance of the project; however, 
these materials would be used and stored in accordance with applicable regulations that would limit the 
potential for their accidental release. As discussed in the response to question d) below, the project site 
is not located on a hazardous materials site. Implementation of the project would not otherwise create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment, and there are no reasonably foreseeable upset or 
accident conditions that would result in the release of hazardous materials into the environment. 
Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Fairsite Elementary School and Preschool is located immediately west of 
the project site. As discussed in the response to question a), construction activities may involve the 
limited transport, storage, use, and/or disposal of hazardous materials, such as for the fueling and 
servicing of construction equipment on-site. However, these activities would be short-term or one-time 
in nature and would be subject to federal, State, and local health and safety regulations, which would 
minimize hazards related to the use of these materials. Operation and maintenance activities for the 
proposed project improvement would be similar to existing conditions of the Chabolla Skate Park and 
may include the occasional use of cleaners, fuels, and other materials typically required for park 
maintenance. However, these materials would be required to be used in accordance with existing 
regulations to minimize risk of hazards. The proposed project would not involve other uses or activities 
that would emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, 
or waste. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

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

No Impact. The following databases were reviewed to identify potential hazardous contamination sites 
at the project site or in the project vicinity: the SWRCB’s GeoTracker tool (SWRCB 2025), California 
DTSC’s EnviroStor online tool (DTSC 2025), and the USEPA’s Superfund National Priorities List (USEPA 
2025). Based on the results of the databases reviewed, the project site is not located on a hazardous 
contamination site. Therefore, no impact would occur.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The closest airport or private airstrip to the project site is the Lodi airport, 
approximately 3.6 miles southeast of the project site. Per the San Joaquin County’s Aviation System 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, the project site is not within the noise exposure significant effect or 
marginal effect contours (San Joaquin County Airport Land Use Commission 2018). Therefore, the 
proposed project would not expose people residing or working in the project area to safety hazards or 
excessive noise from aircraft or airport operations, and the impact would be less than significant.  
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f) Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan? 

Less Than Significant Impact. As shown on the City’s evacuation zone map, the nearest evacuation 
routes to the project site are S. Lincoln Way to the west of the site and C Street to the north of the site 
(City 2025b). Emergency access to the project site is currently provided by Chabolla Avenue, which is 
east of the project site and runs north-south between Caroline Avenue and S. Lincoln Way. Project 
construction activities would be confined within the project site and would not interfere with 
evacuation routes in the project vicinity or otherwise substantially interfere with vehicular movement or 
emergency access along Chabolla Avenue. Once operational, project activities would be similar to the 
current use of Chabolla Skate Park, and in the event of an emergency, access to the site would continue 
to be available via Chabolla Avenue. Therefore, the project would not impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan. The 
impact would be less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 5.XX, Wildfire, the project site is generally flat and 
located within a developed area of the City that is substantially surrounded by urban uses. Additionally, 
the site is not located in a State Responsibility Area (SRA) or High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (FHSZ; CAL 
FIRE 2025). As such, the risk of wildfire on the project site would be low. The proposed project would 
include improvements to the existing Chabolla Skate Park and would not include unique features that 
would exacerbate fire risk. Therefore, the proposed project would not expose people or structures to a 
significant risk of loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires, and the impact would be less than 
significant.  
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X. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 

requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface 
or ground water quality? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

    

i. Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

ii. Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface 
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding 
on- or off- site? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

iv. Impede or redirect flood flows? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of 

pollutants due to project inundation? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Environmental Setting 

Surface Water 

The City is divided into three watersheds including the Dry Creek, Hen Creek, and Deadman Gulch 
watersheds. Watercourses within these watersheds drain to the Cosumnes River watershed, which 
flows into the larger San Joaquin River Basin (Basin). The Basin primarily consists of the San Joaquin 
River and its larger tributaries: the Cosumnes, Mokelumne, Calaveras, Stanislaus, Tuolumne, Merced, 
Chowchilla, and Fresno Rivers. The Basin drains surface waters from below the American and 
Sacramento River watersheds to the Delta and subsequently to the San Francisco Bay. Within the Basin, 
both groundwater and surface water (rivers, streams, canals, and reservoirs) are significant water 
sources for both urban and agricultural users (City 2005). 
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The project site is in the Upper Cosumnes watershed (USGS HUC 818040013). There are no aquatic 
features, ditches, or drainage systems within the project site, and water likely accumulates on the 
surface in lower micro-depressions as puddles (HELIX 2025b). 

The City is located within California Water Board Region 5 – Central Valley Regional Water Quality 
Control Board (CVRWQCB). The preparation and adoption of water quality control plans is required by 
the California Water Code (Section 13240) and supported by the Federal Clean Water Act. A Water 
Quality Control Plan (WQCP) for the CVRWQCB was prepared for the Sacramento and San Joaquin river 
basins and was most recently updated in 2009 (CVRWQCB 2009). 

Groundwater 

The City is located within the Cosumnes Subbasin (Basin No. 5-022.16) of the San Joaquin Valley 
Groundwater Basin. The Cosumnes Subbasin is located in the northeastern portion of the San Joaquin 
Valley Groundwater Basin in Sacramento and Amador counties. The Cosumnes Subbasin is bounded on 
the north by the Cosumnes River and on the east by the consolidated rocks of the Sierra Nevada 
foothills. The southern boundary is a combination of the San Joaquin and Calaveras county lines (DWR 
2025a).  

In 2014, the California legislature, including AB 1739, SB 1168, and SB 1319, enacted the Sustainable 
Groundwater Management Act (SGMA) in response to the continued overdraft of California’s 
groundwater resources, requiring local agencies to form groundwater sustainability agencies (GSAs) for 
the high and medium basins, and to develop and implement groundwater sustainability plans (GSPs) to 
avoid undesirable results and mitigated overdraft from groundwater basins within 20 years. According 
to the SGMA 2019 Basin Prioritization, the Cosumnes Subbasin was identified as a critically over drafted 
and medium priority basin (DWR 2025a). The Cosumnes GSA is comprised of Amador County 
Groundwater Management Authority, City of Galt, Clay Water District, Galt Irrigation District, 
Omochumne-Hartnell Water District, Sacramento County, and Sloughhouse Resource Conservation 
District. The GSP for the Cosumnes Subbasin was approved by DWR in 2023 (DWR 2025b). 

No groundwater was encountered during the exploratory borings performed by Geocon for the 
Geotechnical Investigation. Depth to groundwater in the vicinity of the project site was estimated to be 
greater than 80 feet below ground surface (Geocon 2025). 

Flooding 

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) provides information on flood hazard and 
frequency for cities and counties on its Flood Insurance Rate Maps (FIRMs). FEMA identifies designated 
zones to indicate flood hazard potential. The project site is located on Map Panel No. 06067C0468J, 
effective 10/20/2016, and is located within Flood Zone X, which indicates an area of minimal flood 
hazard (FEMA 2025).  

Impact Analysis 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially 
degrade surface or ground water quality? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Construction of the proposed project would require surface disturbance 
and grading, which could result in inadvertent runoff of potential pollutants related to erosion, 
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sedimentation, and discharge or construction debris. However, the proposed project would be subject 
to provisions of the Galt Municipal Code, including Chapter 16.10, Storm Water Protection, and Chapter 
16.30, Grading, which regulate construction activities in order to avoid erosion and discharge of 
pollutants into watercourses generated by surface water runoff. Therefore, compliance with existing 
City regulations would ensure that project construction activities would not violate water quality 
standards or substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality.  

Once operational, the surface water collected on-site would be conveyed to the existing City-maintained 
storm drain collection and disposal system on Chabolla Avenue, which consists of curbs and gutters 
which collect storm water and direct it into catch basins where it enters an underground system of 
pipes. Operation of the proposed project would be similar to existing use of the Chabolla Skate Park and 
would not involve new activities that would have the potential to result in substantial degradation of 
surface or groundwater quality beyond existing conditions of the park. Therefore, the impact would be 
less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would include the construction of approximately 
9,579 sf, or 0.22 acre, of impervious surfaces, which could interfere with groundwater recharge. 
However, due to the small size of the proposed project, and as the project site is currently developed 
with an approximately 4,084 sf-concrete pad, the proposed improvements would not substantially 
interfere with groundwater recharge. The City is located within the Cosumnes Subbasin of the San 
Joaquin Valley Groundwater Basin. The City’s water supply is entirely from groundwater. As discussed in 
Section 5.XIX, Utilities and Service Systems, the proposed project would include the installation of a new 
drinking fountain and a 6,038-sf irrigated landscape area. However, as Chabolla Skate Park’s lawns and 
ornamental trees are currently irrigated and the drinking fountain would tie into the City’s water 
distribution system, the proposed skate park improvements would not result in a substantial increase in 
water use compared to existing conditions. Therefore, the proposed skate park improvements would 
not substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of Cosumnes Subbasin. The 
impact would be less than significant. 

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

i. Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site? 

ii. Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in 
flooding on- or off- site? 

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

iv. Impede or redirect flood flows? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is currently developed with a paved parking lot, sidewalks, 
landscaping and ornamental trees, lawns, and existing skate park facilities on an approximately 4,048-sf 



Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project  

 

56 

concrete pad. The project site is relatively flat, with elevations ranging from approximately 58 to 65 feet 
amsl. There are no aquatic features in the project site, and the site likely accumulates water on the 
surface in lower micro-depressions as puddles. As discussed in Section 5.VII, Geology and Soils, the 
project would be subject to the provisions of the Galt Municipal Code, including Chapter 16.10, Storm 
Water Protection, and Chapter 16.30, Grading, which regulate construction activities in order to avoid 
erosion and discharge of pollutants into watercourses generated by surface water runoff. Compliance 
with existing City regulations would ensure that the project would not result in substantial erosion or 
siltation on- or off-site. 

Currently, surface water from the site is conveyed to existing City-maintained storm drains and gutters. 
Once operational, the surface water collected on-site would continue to be conveyed to the existing 
City-maintained storm drain collection and disposal system on Chabolla Avenue. As the site is currently 
developed, the project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site. 
Additionally, the project site is located in Flood Zone X, which is an area of minimal flood hazard (FEMA 
2025). For these reasons, the project would not substantially increase the rate of surface runoff 
resulting in flooding on- or off-site, create or contribute runoff water exceeding the capacity of 
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional resources of polluted runoff, or impede 
or redirect flood flows. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant for questions c.i) through 
c.iv).  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is located within Flood Zone X, which indicates an area of 
minimal flood hazard (FEMA 2025). The project site is not at risk of inundation due to tsunami because 
the site is located over 90 miles east of the Pacific Ocean. Additionally, the project site is not subject to 
inundation due to seiche, as there are no large bodies of water in the project vicinity. Therefore, the 
project would not risk release of pollutants due to potential project inundation, and impact would be 
less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in the responses to questions a) and b), the proposed project 
would not violate water quality standards or substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality, nor 
would substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the Cosumnes Subbasin. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality 
control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan, and the impact would be less than 
significant. 
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XI. LAND USE AND PLANNING  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Physically divide an established community? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
b) Cause significant environmental impact due to a conflict 

with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted for 
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental 
effect?  

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Environmental Setting 

The project site has a General Plan land use designation of Parks (P) and is zoned Public/Quasi-Public 
(PQ). The General Plan Land Use Element establishes that the Parks (P) land use designation provides for 
active and passive recreational uses, habitat protection, and public/quasi-public uses (City 2009).  

Per Chapter 18.36, Special Purpose Zoning Districts, of the Galt Municipal Code, the Public/Quasi-Public 
(PQ) zoning district is intended to provide an environment for uses that are public or quasi-public in 
nature. This zoning district is characterized by a variety of lot sizes and is designed for institutional and 
public-oriented uses such as schools, libraries, community centers, places of worship, parking lots, 
wastewater treatment plants, and public parks to promote active recreational uses for the residents of 
Galt (City 2025a).  

Impact Analysis 

a) Physically divide an established community? 

No Impact. The proposed project would include the construction of various skate park improvements at 
the existing City-owned Chabolla Skate Park. The project site is currently developed with a paved 
parking lot, sidewalks, lawns and ornamental trees, light poles, and existing skate park facilities. The 
project site is bordered to the north by the City’s Parks and Recreation Department building and the 
Chabolla Community Center, to the east by Chabolla Avenue and the Galt Market parking lot, to the 
south by Gora Aquatic Center, and to the west by Fairsite Elementary School and Preschool. The 
proposed improvements would be constructed primarily within the existing Chabolla Skate Park 
footprint and would not physically divide an established community. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site has a General Plan land use designation of Parks (P) and is 
zoned Public/Quasi-Public (PQ). The proposed project would improve the existing Chabolla Skate Park, 
which is a City-maintained public facility that is a compatible use on the Parks (P) land use designation. 
Pursuant to Chapter 18.36, Special Purpose Zoning Districts, of the Galt Municipal Code, the proposed 
improvements to the Chabolla Skate Park would be a use permitted by right on the Public/Quasi-Public 
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(PQ) zoning district. As demonstrated throughout this IS/MND, the proposed project would not result in 
significant environment impacts and would not conflict with a land use plan, policy, or regulation 
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. Therefore, the impact would 
be less than significant.  
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XII. MINERAL RESOURCES  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral 

resource that would be of value to the region and the 
residents of the state? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important 
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? 

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Environmental Setting 

CGS prepares Mineral Land Classification (MLC) studies under the direction of the State geologist as 
specified by the Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) of 1975, (PRC 2710 et seq.). To address 
mineral resource conservation, SMARA mandated a two-phase process called classification-designation. 
Classification is carried out by the State geologist and designation is a function of the State Mining and 
Geology Board (DOC 2025d).  

The project site is located within two regional MLC studies for Sacramento County, one for concrete 
aggregate and one for Portland cement concrete-grade aggregate and kaolin clay (DOC 2025d). The 
nearest mineral resource recovery site is located over 10 miles southeast of the project site (DOC 
2025e). 

Impact Analysis 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region 
and the residents of the state? 

b) Result in the loss of availability of a locally important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a 
local general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan? 

No Impact. The project site is located within two regional MLC studies for Sacramento County; however, 
the City’s General Plan does not identify any mineral resources or mineral resource recovery sites on or 
in the vicinity of the project site (City 2008). Additionally, the nearest mineral resource recovery site is 
located over 10 miles southeast of the project site (DOC 2025e). Therefore, implementation of the 
proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of a mineral resource or locally important 
mineral resource recovery site, and no impact would occur for questions a) and b). 
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XIII. NOISE  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project result in:     
a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent 

increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the 
project in excess of standards established in the local 
general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards 
of other agencies? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or 
groundborne noise levels?  ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

A Noise and Vibration Assessment was prepared by HELIX in December 2025 and is summarized below 
and included as Appendix E to this IS/MND (HELIX 2025d). 

Noise Metrics 

All noise level and sound power level (SPL) values presented herein are expressed in terms of decibels 
(dB), with A weighting, abbreviated “dBA,” to approximate the hearing sensitivity of humans. Time 
averaged noise levels of one hour are expressed by the symbol “LEQ” unless a different time period is 
specified. Maximum noise levels are expressed by the symbol “LMAX.” Some of the data also may be 
presented as octave-band-filtered and/or A-octave band-filtered data, which are a series of sound 
spectra centered on each stated frequency, with half of the bandwidth above and half of the bandwidth 
below, the stated frequency. These data are typically used for machinery noise analysis and barrier-
effectiveness calculations. The Community Noise Equivalent Level (CNEL) is a 24-hour average, where 
noise levels during the evening hours of 7:00 p.m. to 10:00 p.m. have an added 5 dBA weighting, and 
sound levels during the nighttime hours of 10:00 p.m. to 7:00 a.m. have an added 10 dBA weighting. 
This is similar to the Day Night sound level (LDN), which is a 24-hour average with an added 10 dBA 
weighting on the same nighttime hours but no added weighting on the evening hours. 

Because decibels are logarithmic units, SPL cannot be added or subtracted through standard arithmetic. 
Under the decibel scale, a doubling of sound energy corresponds to a 3 dBA increase. In other words, 
when two identical sources are each producing sound of the same loudness, the resulting sound level at 
a given distance would be 3 dBA higher than from one source under the same conditions. For example, 
if one automobile produces an SPL of 70 dBA when it passes an observer, two cars passing 
simultaneously would not produce 140 dBA—rather, they would combine to produce 73 dBA. Under the 
decibel scale, three sources of equal loudness together produce a sound level 5 dBA louder than one 
source.  
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Under controlled conditions in an acoustic laboratory, the trained, healthy human ear is able to discern 
1 dBA changes in sound levels, when exposed to steady, single-frequency (“pure-tone”) signals in the 
mid-frequency (1,000 Hertz [Hz]–8,000 Hz) range. In typical noisy environments, changes in noise of 1 to 
2 dBA are generally not perceptible. It is widely accepted, however, that people begin to detect sound 
level increases of 3 dB in typical noisy environments. Further, a 5 dBA increase is generally perceived as 
a distinctly noticeable increase, and a 10 dBA increase is generally perceived as a doubling of loudness. 

Vibration Metrics 

Groundborne vibration consists of rapidly fluctuating motions or waves transmitted through the ground 
with an average motion of zero. Sources of groundborne vibrations include natural phenomena and 
anthropogenic causes (e.g., explosions, machinery, traffic, trains, construction equipment). Vibration 
sources may be continuous (e.g., factory machinery) or transient (e.g., explosions). Peak particle velocity 
(PPV) is commonly used to quantify vibration amplitude. The PPV, with units of inches per second 
(in/sec), is defined as the maximum instantaneous positive or negative peak of the vibration wave. 

Environmental Setting 

Existing Noise Environment 

Noise sources in the project vicinity are dominated by traffic noise from City streets and SR 99. 
Additional noise sources in the project vicinity include the Galt Market (when the market is in operation, 
Tuesdays and Wednesdays from 7:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.); the Gora Aquatic Center (when open, 
dependent on the season and weather); the Fairsite Elementary School (outdoor recreation areas, bells, 
and public address systems); and building heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) systems for 
nearby buildings including the City Parks and Recreation Department and the Fairsite Elementary 
School. 

Noise-Sensitive Land Uses 

Noise-sensitive land uses (NSLUs) are land uses that may be subject to stress and/or interference from 
excessive noise, including residences, hospitals, schools, hotels, resorts, libraries, sensitive wildlife 
habitats, or similar facilities where quiet is an important attribute of the environment. Noise receivers 
are individual locations that may be affected by noise. The closest existing NSLUs to the project site are 
the Fairsite Elementary School located adjacent to the west of the Chabolla Skate Park, and single-family 
residences located approximately 300 feet north of the project site, across Caroline Avenue. 

Noise Survey  

A site visit and noise survey were conducted on November 18, 2025, which included two short-term 
(15 minute) ambient noise measurements. Measurement M1 was conducted in the Chabolla Skate Park/ 
City Parks and Recreation Department project parking lot near the Chabolla Skate Park northern 
entrance gate approximately 80 feet west of Chabolla Avenue. Measurement M2 was conducted in the 
Chabolla Skate Park/City Parks and Recreation Department project parking lot approximately 40 feet 
east of the Fairsite Elementary School property line and driveway. The Galt Market, approximately 200 
feet west of the project site was in operation during the noise measurements. See Figure 4 of Appendix 
E for the measurement locations and modeled receivers. The noise measurement survey notes are 
included as Attachment B to Appendix E. The measured noise levels are shown in Table 9, Noise 
Measurement Results, below. 
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Table 9 
NOISE MEASUREMENT RESULTS 

M1  
Date November 18, 2025 
Time 12:22 p.m. – 12:37 p.m. 
Location In the Chabolla Skate Park parking lot, approximately 3 feet north of the skate park entrance 

gate and 70 feet west of Chabolla Avenue 
Noise Level 52.8 dBA LEQ 
Notes Galt Market in operation, slow moving traffic (mostly less than 15 miles per hour) along 

Chabolla Avenue and in the Galt Market parking lot 
M2  
Date November 18, 2025 
Time 12:06 p.m. – 12:21 p.m. 
Location In the Chabolla Skate Park parking lot, approximately 8 feet north of the skate park and 40 

feet east of the Fairsite Elementary School driveway 
Noise Level 52.4 dBA LEQ 
Notes Galt Market in operation, slow moving traffic (mostly less than 15 miles per hour) along 

Chabolla Avenue and in the Galt Market parking lot; one public address system 
announcement from the Galt Market during the measurement lasting approximately 30 
seconds 

 
Regulatory Setting  

City of Galt General Plan Noise Element 

Table N-1 in the Noise Element of the General Plan General Plan contains noise level performance 
standards for new or existing residential areas affected by new or existing non-transportation noise 
sources. These noise level performance standards are the same as those from the City Municipal Code 
Section 8.40.040. The Noise Element contains the following policies that would be applicable to the 
project (City 2009): 

Policy N-1.1: Noise-Generating Uses. The City should work to reduce noise levels and land use conflicts 
surrounding existing noise generating uses. 

Policy N-1.2: Noise Mitigation. The City shall develop and implement effective strategies to abate and 
avoid excessive noise exposures in the city by requiring that effective noise mitigation measures be 
incorporated in the design of new noise-generating and new noise sensitive land uses. 

Policy N-1.11: Land Use Compatibility. The City shall allow the development of noise sensitive land uses 
which include, but are not limited to, residential neighborhoods, schools, and hospitals, only in areas 
where existing or projected noise levels are “acceptable”. Noise mitigation measures may be required to 
reduce noise in outdoor activity areas and interior spaces to achieve these levels.  

Per the land use compatibility chart in Policy N-1.11, playgrounds, neighborhood parks, and schools are 
normally acceptable in areas with existing or projected noise levels less than 70 LDN or CNEL (City 2009).  

Policy N-1.12: City Equipment/Noise Element Compliance. The City shall ensure that City facilities and 
equipment are consistent with this element. 
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Policy N-1.13: Construction Noise. The City shall seek to limit the potential noise impacts of temporary 
construction activities on surrounding land uses by limiting hours of operation in accordance with City’s 
noise ordinance. 

City of Galt Municipal Code 

Chapter 8.40, Noise Control Standards, of the Galt Municipal Code contains the following sections which 
may be applicable to the project: 

8.40.040 Exterior noise standards.  

A. The following noise standards, unless otherwise specifically indicated in this chapter, shall apply to 
all properties within the R1A, R1B, R1C, R2, R3, R4, DR, MU and DMU zones (reproduced in this 
report as Table 10, Exterior Noise Standards): 

Table 10 
EXTERIOR NOISE STANDARDS 

Noise Level Descriptor 
Daytime1 

(7:00 a.m. to 10 p.m.) 
Nighttime1 

(10:00 p.m. to 7:00a.m.) 
Hourly (dBA LEQ) 50 45 
Maximum (dBA LMAX) 70 65 
Source: Galt Municipal Code Section 8.40.040 
dBA = A-weighted decibels; LEQ = equivalent sound level, time averaged; LMAX = maximum noise level 

B. It is unlawful except as otherwise specified in this chapter for any person at any location within the 
City to create any noise which causes the noise levels on an affected property, when measured in 
the designated noise area, to exceed for the duration of time set forth following, the specified 
exterior noise standards in any one (1) hour by: 

Cumulative Duration of the Intrusive Sound Decibels Allowance. 

1. Cumulative period of 30 minutes per hour: plus 0 dBA. 

2. Cumulative period of 15 minutes per hour: plus 5 dBA. 

3. Cumulative period of 5 minutes per hour: plus 10 dBA. 

4. Cumulative period of 1 minute per hour: plus 15 dBA. 

5. Level not to be exceeded for any time per hour: plus 20 dBA. 

C. Each of the noise limits specified in subsection B of this section shall be reduced to 5 dBA for 
impulsive or simple tone noises, or for noises consisting of speech or music. 

D.  If the ambient noise level exceeds that permitted by any of the first four noise limit categories 
specified in subsection B of this section, the allowable noise limit shall be increased in 5 dBA 
increments in each category to encompass the ambient noise level. If the ambient noise level 
exceeds the fifth noise level category, the maximum ambient noise level shall be the noise limit for 
that category. 



Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project  

 

64 

8.40.060 Exemptions. 

The following activities shall be exempted from the provisions of this chapter: 

E. Noise sources associated with construction, repair, remodeling, demolition, paving or grading of any 
real property, provided the activities do take place only between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 8:00 
p.m. on weekdays and 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on Saturdays and Sundays. Provided, however, when 
an unforeseen or unavoidable condition occurs during a construction project and the nature of the 
project necessitates that work in process be continued until a specific phase is completed, the 
contractor or owner shall be allowed to continue work after 8:00 p.m. and to operate machinery 
and equipment necessary until completion of the specific work in progress can be brought to 
conclusion under conditions which will not jeopardize inspection acceptance or create undue 
financial hardships for the contractor or owner. Provided further, however, from June through 
September, the pouring of concrete may occur starting at 5:00 a.m. on weekdays. 

K. Any noise sources associated with City public works projects, including but not limited to streets, 
bridges, sewer and water facilities. Noise control for public works projects, if deemed necessary by 
the City Council or Public Works Director, may be addressed on a project-specific basis. For the 
purposes of this chapter, “public works projects” shall include the construction, alteration, 
demolition, installation, maintenance or repair of public infrastructure or facilities, and shall include 
related work by or under the direction of utility companies. 

8.40.070 Specific unlawful noises. 

Unless otherwise exempted by other provisions of this chapter, the following acts are declared to be 
excessive and unnecessary noises in violation of this chapter: 

M. Any noise emitted from an electronic device, including a radio or television outdoors on or in any 
publicly owned property or place, including but not limited to public parks, when such noise is 
audible to a person of normal hearing sensitivity one hundred (100) feet from the electronic device. 

Methodology and Assumptions 

Noise Modeling Software 

Project construction noise was analyzed using the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT) Roadway 
Construction Noise Model ([RCNM]; USDOT 2008), which utilizes estimates of sound levels from 
standard construction equipment. The RCNM model output is included in Attachment C of Appendix E. 

Modeling of the exterior noise environment for this report was accomplished using the Computer Aided 
Noise Abatement (CadnaA) model version 2025. A printout of the CadnaA input and output table are 
included in Attachment D of Appendix E. The noise models used in this analysis were developed from 
the concept plan provided by the project architect. 

Construction 

Project construction activities would include demolition of existing concrete, site preparation (e.g., 
clearing and grubbing), grading and excavation, concrete work, and installation of structures and 
landscaping. The project would not require blasting or pile driving. Based on the construction equipment 
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assumptions developed for the project Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Assessment, use of the noisiest 
construction equipment would occur during demolition when a concrete saw, a dozer, and a backhoe 
would be used to remove the existing concrete slab site (HELIX 2025a). Construction equipment noise 
was evaluated using the RCNM and methodology from the Federal Transit Administration’s (FTA’s) 
Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, Option A for a quantitative construction noise 
assessment. Using this method, equipment is assumed to operate at the center or centerline of the 
project site, and the two noisiest pieces of construction equipment are assumed to operate concurrently 
in close proximity to each other (FTA 2018 pp. 177-178). 

Operation 

As Chabolla Skate Park was closed at the time the noise measurements were conducted, operational 
noise generated by recreational use of the project (skateboarding) was modeled based on the previous 
noise assessment completed for the La Colonia Park Project in the City of Solana Beach, which utilized 
noise measurements taken at the Poway Skate Park in Poway, California, and at the Robb Field Skate 
Park in San Diego, California (HELIX 2017). 

Poway Skate Park Measurements 

Noise measurements were conducted by HELIX at Poway Skate Park on July 30, 2017. A 15-minute 
ambient noise measurement was conducted approximately 10 feet from the edge of the skate park’s 
northern boundary. At this distance, noise generated from use of the park measured approximately 64.7 
dBA. Approximately 20 visitors were present at the park, of which approximately five were actively 
skateboarding. Other visitors were riding bicycles and scooters or were not actively using the park 
(HELIX 2017).  

Robb Field Skate Park Measurements 

Noise measurements were conducted by HELIX at Robb Field Skate Park on August 24, 2017. A 45-
minute ambient noise measurement was conducted at approximately 10 feet from the edge of the skate 
park’s northern boundary. At this distance, noise from use of the park measured approximately 68.1 
dBA LEQ. Approximately 40 visitors were present throughout the park, of which approximately two thirds 
were actively skateboarding. The other visitors were riding bicycles, scooters, or not actively using the 
park. This noise measurement included distant vehicular traffic and airplane noise.  

Noise measurements of individual maneuvers, or tricks, were conducted at Robb Field. A kickflip is a 
maneuver in which the rider flips their skateboard 360 degrees in the air and falls back to the ground. 
The wheels of the skateboard then hit the ground producing a loud sound. An individual kickflip 
maneuver was measured at 77 dBA LMAX at a distance of approximately seven feet. This measurement is 
also applicable for other skateboarding tricks in which the skateboard hits the ground with a hard force. 
A grinding maneuver was also measured, which is when the skateboard trucks (the metal piece 
connecting the wheels to the board) slides across a metal surface. This maneuver measured 76.5 dBA 
LMAX at approximately seven feet. Unlike a kickflip or similar tricks, a grind can only be produced at 
specific park features, such as railings (HELIX 2017). 

Significance Criteria 

Per the Galt Municipal Code Section 8.40.060, construction noise which occurs between 6:00 a.m. and 
8:00 p.m. weekdays or between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. Saturdays and Sundays, and concrete work 
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noise which occurs between 5:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. weekdays is exempt from the City noise ordinance 
exterior noise level standards. CEQA case law establishes that a project’s noise impact analysis must 
consider the increase in ambient noise levels (King and Gardiner Farms v. County of Kern). Neither the 
City nor any State regulatory agency has established criteria for determining the significance of an 
increase in ambient noise levels resulting from temporary and short-term construction noise. Therefore, 
temporary project construction noise measured at off-site NSLUs would be significant if it would result 
in a perceived doubling of loudness, estimated to be an increase of 10 dBA above exterior ambient noise 
levels (Caltrans 2013). This threshold provides a reasonable balance between the need to operate noise-
generating equipment for most temporary construction activities and the desire to protect NSLUs from 
temporary disturbances. 

Per the Galt Municipal Code Section 8.40.060, daytime operational noise from recreational use of the 
park would be significant if it would exceed 50 dBA LEQ or 70 dBA LMAX, measured at nearby residential 
uses, or if it would exceed the City General Plan 70 CNEL normally acceptable limit for schools, 
measured at the Fairsite Elementary School property line.  

The City has not adopted thresholds of significance for ground-borne vibration. Therefore, based on 
guidance from the FTA, groundborne vibration would be potentially significant if the project would 
result in groundborne vibration which exceeds architectural damage potential criteria of 0.2 inch per 
second PPV for non-engineered timber and masonry buildings with plaster (e.g., typical single-family 
residences) or 0.5 inch per second PPV for engineered reinforced-concrete, steel, or timber buildings 
(e.g., reinforced concrete commercial/retail buildings), for intermittent construction sources (such as 
impact pile drivers, vibratory pile drivers, and heavy construction equipment) (FTA 2018). 

Impact Analysis 

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

Less Than Significant Impact.  

Construction 

Project construction noise was analyzed using the RCNM, as described in Methodology and 
Assumptions, above. The RCNM output report is included as Attachment C of Appendix E. Project 
construction activities would include demolition of the existing concrete slab, site preparation, grading 
and excavation, concrete work, and installation of structure and landscaping. The project would not 
require blasting or pile driving. Per the Galt Municipal Code Section 8.40.060, construction noise which 
occurs between 6:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. weekdays or between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. Saturdays and 
Sundays, and concrete work noise which occurs between 5:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. weekdays is exempt 
from the City noise ordinance exterior noise level standards. Project construction is not anticipated to 
occur outside of these hours. Per the FTA’s quantitative construction noise assessment methodology, 
the two noisiest pieces of construction equipment are assumed to be operating concurrently in close 
proximity to each other at the center of the project site. The two noisiest pieces of construction 
equipment that could be used concurrently would be a concrete saw and a dozer used during 
demolition of existing concrete slab on the project site. The dozer is anticipated to be used up to one 
hour per day and the concrete saw is conservatively anticipated to be used up to 8 hours per day (HELIX 
2025a). 
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The closest existing NSLU to the project site is the Fairsite Elementary School, with the closest classroom 
building located approximately 160 feet from the center of the project site. Using the RCNM, the 
combined noise of a concrete saw and a dozer at a distance of 160 feet would be 73.7 dBA LEQ. For eight 
hours of equipment daytime operation, the resulting 24-hour ambient noise from the construction 
equipment would be 67.9 CNEL. Per the General Plan Noise Element, the project site and the eastern 
portion of the Fairsite Elementary School are within the projected 60 CNEL noise contour for SR 99 in 
2030 (City 2009). Therefore, project construction would not result in a temporary increase in ambient 
noise levels exceeding the 10 dBA threshold, measured at the closed NSLU. 

Operation 

Project maintenance activities, including vegetation maintenance and trash collection, would be similar 
to the current maintenance activities for the existing Chabolla Sake Park and would not result in an 
increase in noise during project operation.  

Estimates of new vehicle trips for the project were not available at the time of this analysis. Based on 
the project Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Assessment, project trips were conservatively 
estimated based on the 20 parking spaces in the adjacent parking lot, and assuming weekday trips 
would be approximately equal to the project parking spaces (20 trips per day) and weekend trips would 
be approximately equal to twice the project parking spaces (40 trips per day; HELIX 2025a). As discussed 
in Noise Metrics, above, people begin to detect sound level increases of 3 dBA in typical noisy 
environments, and a 3 dBA increase in noise requires a doubling of sound energy. The addition of 40 
daily project trips on City streets would not double traffic volumes and would not result in a noticeable 
increase in traffic noise. 

Noise from recreational use of the project (skateboarding) was modeled using CadnaA, as described in 
Methodology and Assumptions, above. Data for number of visitors to the existing Chabolla Skate Park, 
or future visitors to the enhanced skate park were not available at the time of this analysis. However, 
based on observations of existing skate parks in Poway and San Diego during noise measurements, the 
project is conservatively assumed to be used by up to 40 visitors at a time, with two thirds of those 
visitors (27) actively skateboarding at one time. Although the peak use of the project is anticipated to 
occur in the afternoon, on weekends, and holidays when schools are not in session (including the 
adjacent Fairsite Elementary School), to be conservative, this analysis assumes the maximum number of 
skateboarders using the project at one time (27 people actively skateboarding) would occur while the 
Fairsite Elementary School is in session.  

Based on the noise measurement from the existing skate parks in Poway and San Diego, the loudest 
skateboarding noise during project operation would be from kickflip tricks. Each skateboarder was 
modeled producing noise from kickflips at two locations for up to three minutes total, resulting in 54 
point sources dispersed throughout the project skateboard area, operating for a combined 81 minutes 
during an hour. Three receivers (S1 through S3) were placed in the model at the Fairsite Elementary 
School property line near the project skateboard area, and one receiver (R1) was placed in the model at 
the front yard of the closest residence to the project site, across Caroline Avenue to the north of the 
project site. See Figure 4 of Appendix E for the modeled receiver locations. Table 11, Operational 
Skateboarding Noise, compares the noise modeling results to the City standards. The modeling does not 
account for noise reductions resulting from intervening structures or terrain. A printout of the CadnaA 
input and output table are included in Attachment D in Appendix E. 
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Table 11 
OPERATIONAL SKATEBOARDING NOISE 

Receiver Noise Level (dBA LEQ) City Standard (dBA) Exceed Standard? 
S1 (school) 59.3 70 No 
S2 (school) 62.0 70 No 
S3 (school) 59.3 70 No 

R1 (residence) 44.6 50 No 
Source: CadnaA 
dBA = A-weighted decibels; LEQ = equivalent sound level, time averaged 

As shown in Table 11, noise from skateboarding in the project would not exceed the City standards. 
These results are conservative because the peak hour noise results shown for the school receivers are 
compared to the City’s 24-hour average acceptable noise standard for schools. 24-hour average noise 
from skateboarding in the project would be lower because the Chabolla Skate Park is closed from sunset 
to 6:00 a.m. 

Impact Summary 

On-site construction equipment noise levels during project construction would not result in a temporary 
increase of ambient noise levels over existing levels exceeding the 10 dBA increase threshold. Once 
operational, project maintenance would not result in a substantial increase in noise levels compared to 
maintenance of the existing park. The addition of project traffic to City streets would not result in a 
noticeable increase in traffic noise. Noise from recreational use of the project would not exceed the City 
standards for the closest residential receiver, or for receivers along the Fairsite Elementary School 
property line near the project site. Therefore, the project would not result in the generation of a 
substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project 
exceeding standards established in the City General Plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of 
other agencies. The impact would be less than significant. 

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Typical groundborne vibration levels produced by common construction 
equipment at a distance of 25 feet are shown in Table 12, Construction Equipment Vibrations (FTA 
2018). 

Table 12 
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT VIBRATIONS 

Equipment PPV at 25 feet 
(inches per second) PPV at 25 feet (VdB) 

Pile Driver, Impact 0.644 104 
Pile Drive, Vibratory 0.170 93 
Large Vibratory Roller 0.210 94 
Large Dozer 0.089 87 
Loaded Truck, Off-Road 0.076 86 
Jackhammer 0.035 79 
Small Dozer 0.003 58 
Source: FTA 2018 
PPV = peak particle velocity 
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Construction activities known to generate excessive groundborne vibration, such as pile driving, would 
not be conducted by the project and construction of the project is not anticipated to require the use of 
large vibratory rollers. The piece of construction equipment with the highest typical vibration level that 
could be used during project construction activities would be a dozer. A dozer could be used within 45 
feet of the closest off-site structure, a Fairsite Elementary School building. 

For assessing potential building damage, a large dozer would create approximately 0.089 inch per 
second PPV at a distance of 25 feet (FTA 2018). A 0.089 inch per second PPV vibration level would equal 
0.047 inch per second PPV at a distance of 45 feet.2 This level would be lower than the structural 
damage impact of 0.2 inches per second PPV for timber and masonry structures. Once operational, the 
project would not be a source of groundborne vibrations. Therefore, the project would not generate 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne noise levels, and the impact would be less than 
significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The closest airport or private airstrip to the project site is the Lodi airport, 
approximately 3.6 miles southeast of the project site. Per the San Joaquin County’s Aviation System 
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan, the project site is not within the noise exposure significant effect or 
marginal effect contours (San Joaquin County Airport Land Use Commission 2018). Therefore, the 
project would not expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise from aircraft 
or airport operations, and the impact would be less than significant.  

  

 
2  Equipment PPV = Reference PPV * (25/D)n (inches per second), where Reference PPV is PPV at 25 feet, D is distance from 

equipment to the receiver in feet, and n = 1.1 (the value related to the attenuation rate through the ground assuming hard 
soil); formula from FTA 2018. 
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XIV. POPULATION AND HOUSING  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an 

area, either directly (for example, by proposing new 
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through 
extension of roads or other infrastructure)?  

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

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

☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Environmental Setting 

The State Housing Element law (Government Code Section 65580 et seq.) mandates that local 
governments must adequately plan to meet the existing and projected housing needs of all economic 
segments of the community. Each local government in California is required to adopt a comprehensive, 
long-term General Plan for the physical development of their city or county. The City of Galt’s 2021-2029 
Housing Element (Housing Element) includes goals, policies, and implementation programs that aim to 
address identified housing needs during the planning period.  

According to the U.S. Census Bureau, the City’s population was estimated to be 25,767 in 2023 (USCB 
2025). The Housing Element estimated that the City’s population is projected to grow approximately 0.8 
percent, or by 3,653 residents, between 2018 and 2036 (City 2022b).  

Impact Analysis 

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

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

No Impact. The proposed project would include the construction of various skate park improvements at 
the existing City-owned Chabolla Skate Park. The project site is currently developed with a paved 
parking lot, sidewalks, lawns and ornamental trees, light poles, and existing skate park facilities. Park 
users would visit the improved Chabolla Skate Park on a temporary basis. The proposed improvements 
could result in an increase in new users of the park; however, it is anticipated that these improvements 
would meet the existing recreation needs of residents in the City. It is anticipated that existing staff that 
currently maintain the park will continue to perform maintenance activities. The project does not 
include the construction of new housing, roads, or other infrastructure that would induce substantial 
unplanned population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would not displace existing people, or 
housing and no impact would occur for questions a) and b).   
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XV. PUBLIC SERVICES  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

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:  

    

a) Fire protection? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
b) Police protection? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
c) Schools? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 
d) Parks? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
e) Other public facilities? ☐ ☐ ☐ ☒ 

 
Environmental Setting 

The City is located within the service area of the Cosumnes Community Services District (CSD) Fire 
Department, which provides emergency response and fire protection services to the City and 
surrounding Sacramento County communities. The Cosumnes CSD Fire Department was formed in 
November 2006 when the Elk Grove CSD Fire Department reorganized with the Galt Fire Protection 
District (City 2005). The Cosumnes CSD Fire Department maintains two fire stations in the City; the 
closest station is Station No. 45, located approximately 0.4 mile northwest of the project site. 

The Galt Police Department provides law enforcement and policing services to the City. The Galt City 
Police Department is located approximately one mile north of the project site. 

The City has two public school districts: Galt Joint Union Elementary School District and Galt Joint Union 
High School District. The nearest school to the project site is Fairsite Elementary School and Preschool, 
located immediately west of the site. 

The project site is located at the Chabolla Skate Park, which is maintained by the City’s Parks and 
Recreation Department. Other City-maintained recreation facilities in the vicinity of the project site 
include the Gora Aquatic Center, located immediately south; Chabolla Park/Galt Sports Complex, located 
approximately 700 feet to the east; and the Veteran’s Soccer Field, located approximately 230 feet to 
the northeast. 

The Galt-Marian O. Lawrence Library is operated by the Sacramento County Library System and is 
located approximately 800 feet northeast of the project site. The library's service area is in the southern 
part of Sacramento County and includes portions of northern San Joaquin County. Communities served 
include the City of Galt, Wilton, Herald, Acampo, and Lockeford.  
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Impact Analysis 

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: 

a) Fire protection? 

b) Police protection? 

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 5.XIV, Population and Housing, the proposed 
project would not result in substantial unplanned population growth; therefore, the proposed project 
would not substantially alter existing service ratios or response times related to fire and police 
protection. Although there is potential for crime or accidents to occur during project construction due to 
increased personnel on-site and risk of injury, the incremental demand on fire and police protection 
services would be temporary and would not overburden existing fire and police protection services that 
serve the project area. Following construction of the proposed improvements, operation of the Chabolla 
Skate Park would be similar to existing conditions and would not require a substantial increase in 
demand on fire and police protection services. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant for 
questions a) and b). 

c) Schools? 

No Impact. As discussed in Section 5.XIV, Population and Housing, the proposed project would not 
result in substantial unplanned population growth, and, therefore, would not cause a substantial 
increase in demand for schools. The project would not require the construction or expansion of new 
schools or result in the degradation of schools in the region. Therefore, no impact would occur. 

d) Parks? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would include the construction of various skate park 
improvements at the existing City-owned Chabolla Skate Park, including a new central bowl and various 
ramps, banks, box jumps, ledges, curbs, and pipes. The project would also include various new 
amenities, such as a picnic table and seating, landscaping, and pedestrian improvements. The proposed 
improvements would be constructed primarily within the existing Chabolla Skate Park footprint. As 
discussed in Section 5.XIV, Population and Housing, the proposed improvements would result in an 
increase in users of the park; however, it is anticipated that these improvements would meet the 
existing recreation needs of residents in the City and would not induce substantial unplanned 
population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would not increase the use of Chabolla Skate Park 
or other parks in the project vicinity such that significant environmental impacts would occur. See 
Section 5.XVI, Recreation, for further analysis on potential recreational impacts. Therefore, the impact 
would be less than significant. 



Chabolla Skate Park Enhancements Project  

 

73 

e) Other public facilities? 

No Impact. As discussed in Section 5.XIV, Population and Housing, the proposed project would not 
result in substantial unplanned population growth, and, therefore, would not result in a substantial 
increase in demand on other public facilities, nor would require the construction or expansion of public 
facilities or result in the degradation of public facilities. Therefore, no impact would occur. 
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XVI. RECREATION  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional 

parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be 
accelerated? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

 
Environmental Setting 

The City’s Parks and Recreation Department provides a variety of activities for City residents that include 
youth and adult sports. In addition, the Parks and Recreation Department is responsible for the 
maintenance and scheduling of parks, pools, and all City facilities, recreational programs, park 
information, and facility rental (City 2005). The project site is located at the Chabolla Skate Park, which is 
maintained by the City’s Parks and Recreation Department. Other City-maintained recreation facilities in 
the vicinity of the project site include the Gora Aquatic Center, located immediately south; Chabolla 
Park/Galt Sports Complex, located approximately 700 feet to the east; and the Veteran’s Soccer Field, 
located approximately 230 feet to the northeast. 

Impact Analysis 

a) 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? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would include the construction of various skate park 
improvements at the existing City-owned Chabolla Skate Park, including a new central bowl and various 
ramps, banks, box jumps, ledges, curbs, and pipes. The project would also include various new 
amenities, such as a picnic table and seating, landscaping, and pedestrian improvements. Temporary 
closure of the skate park would be required during the anticipated seven-month construction period; 
however, temporary park closure would not result in a substantial increase in demand on other parks or 
recreational facilities in the project vicinity such that physical deterioration of the facilities would occur. 
In addition, the park is currently closed and is being used as a staging area for a new waterslide at the 
Gora Aquatic Center. As discussed in Section 5.XIV, Population and Housing, the proposed 
improvements could result in an increase in users of the park; however, it is anticipated that these 
improvements would meet the existing recreation needs of residents in the City. Therefore, project 
operation would not increase the use of existing parks or recreational facilities such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  
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b) Does the project include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. The proposed project would include the 
construction of various skate park improvements at the existing City-owned Chabolla Skate Park, 
including a new central bowl and various ramps, banks, box jumps, ledges, curbs, and pipes. The project 
would also include various amenities, such as a picnic table and seating, landscaping, and pedestrian 
improvements. As discussed throughout this IS/MND, implementation of the proposed project would 
not result in an adverse physical effect on the environment with the implementation of Mitigation 
Measures AQ-1, BIO-1, BIO-2, CUL-1, CUL-2, GEO-1, and GHG-1. Therefore, the impact would be less 
than significant with mitigation incorporated.  
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XVII. TRANSPORTATION  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:      
a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy 

addressing the circulation system, including transit, 
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?  

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 
 
Environmental Setting 

Roadways 

The following roadways provide primary circulation within the vicinity of the proposed project: 

• Caroline Avenue is a two-lane roadway that runs east-west from Fairway Drive to S. Lincoln 
Way. Caroline Avenue is located north of the project site and intersects with Chabolla Avenue to 
the northeast. 

• Chabolla Avenue is a two-lane roadway that runs north-south from Caroline Avenue to S. 
Lincoln Way. Chabolla Avenue is located adjacent and to the east of the project site.  

• S. Lincoln Way is a four-lane major arterial that transitions to a two-lane arterial at its 
intersection with Caroline Avenue. S. Lincoln Way is located west of the project site and runs 
north-south between A Street and Liberty Road. 

• SR 99 is a four-lane divided freeway that runs north-south between Interstate 5 near Wheeler 
Ridge and SR 36 near Red Bluff. SR 99 is located approximately 0.4 mile east of the project site. 

Vehicular access to the Chabolla Skate Park parking lot is available via an ingress/egress driveway off 
Chabolla Avenue. 

Pedestrian and Bicycle Facilities 

Pedestrian facilities within the project vicinity include sidewalks located along Caroline Avenue, Chabolla 
Avenue, and S. Lincoln Way. Pedestrian crosswalks are located at Caroline Avenue – across from the 
Fairsite Elementary School entrance, at the intersection of Caroline Avenue and Chabolla Avenue, and at 
Chabolla Avenue near the Gora Aquatic Center entrance. Bicycle facilities within the project vicinity 
include a Class II bike lane along S. Lincoln Way to the west of the site. 
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Pedestrian access to Chabolla Skate Park is currently provided by an entrance to the north, the sidewalk 
along Chabolla Avenue to the east, and the sidewalk that accesses the Gora Aquatic Center to the south.  

Transit Facilities 

Transit services in the City are available through South County Transit (SCT), which includes the 
following systems: Dial-A-Ride, Highway 99 Express, Delta Route, and Commuter Express. Dial-A-Ride 
provides service within the City limits of Galt, and the Highway 99 Express provides service connecting 
Galt with the Lodi Transit Center, Elk Grove, and South Sacramento. Delta Route provides services from 
Isleton and other Delta communities to Galt, and the Commuter Express provides direct service from 
Galt to midtown and downtown Sacramento. The nearest South County Transit (SCT) bus stop is located 
near the Galt City Hall at Civic Street and C Street, approximately 0.2 mile northeast of the project site 
(SCT 2025). 

Impact Analysis 

a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, 
roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities? 

Less Than Significant Impact. Under the proposed project, park users would continue to access Chabolla 
Skate Park by the three existing points of entrance along the northern, eastern, and southern 
boundaries of the park. These entrances would be improved with new ADA-compliant gates. Parking 
would continue to be provided by the existing on-site parking lot located between the skate park and 
the City’s Parks and Recreation Department building; however, the project would include new parking 
lot striping with truncated domes within the existing parking lot to provide ADA-compliant access the 
northern skate park entrance. The project would also include a short-term bicycle rack near the eastern 
park entrance.  

The existing pedestrian, bicycle, and transit facilities in the project vicinity, as discussed under 
Environmental Setting above, would continue to provide circulation to Chabolla Skate Park following 
completion of the proposed skate park improvements. Implementation of the proposed project would 
not conflict with a program plan, ordinance, or policy addressing these existing facilities. Therefore, the 
impact would be less than significant. 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 requires that transportation impacts be 
analyzed based on VMT. If existing models or methods are not available to estimate the VMT for the 
particular project being considered, a lead agency may analyze the project’s VMT qualitatively. 
According to the Governor’s Office of Land Use and Climate Innovation’s (LCI) Technical Advisory on 
Evaluating Transportation Impacts in CEQA, small land use projects that would generate or attract fewer 
than 110 trips per day generally may be assumed to cause a less than significant impact related to VMT 
(LCI 2018).  

During construction, the proposed project would result in up to 18 vehicle trips per day to the project 
site, as discussed in Section 5.III, Air Quality. Once operational, project activities would be similar to the 
current use of Chabolla Skate Park. The proposed improvements could result in an increase in users of 
the park; however, it is anticipated that these improvements would meet the existing recreation needs 
of residents in the City. In addition, it is anticipated that City staff that currently maintain the Chabolla 
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Skate Park would continue to maintain the park post-project, and no additional staff would be required. 
Based on the existing 20 parking spaces on-site, it is conservatively estimated that operation of the park 
would result in 20 daily weekday trips and 40 daily weekend trips. Therefore, as construction and 
operational-related vehicle trips would be less than 110 trips per day, the project would not conflict or 
be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3(b), and the impact would be less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Project construction would require the transportation of construction 
equipment and vehicles to the site, which would utilize existing roadways in the project vicinity. 
However, once at the site, it is anticipated that the majority of construction equipment and vehicles 
would remain on-site until construction is completed. Therefore, because the seven-month construction 
period would be short-term and temporary, project construction would not substantially increase 
hazards due to incompatible uses (e.g., construction equipment). Additionally, the proposed project 
does not include changes to the existing circulation system in the vicinity of the project site and would 
not increase hazards due to a geometric design feature. Once operational, project activities would be 
similar to the current use of Chabolla Skate Park, and no incompatible uses would be introduced. 
Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

d) Result in inadequate emergency access? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The nearest evacuation routes to the project site include S. Lincoln Way to 
the west of the site and C Street to the north of the site. Under the proposed project, park users would 
continue to access Chabolla Skate Park by the three existing points of entrance along the northern, 
eastern, and southern boundaries of the park. These entrances would be improved with new ADA-
compliant gates. Parking would continue to be provided by the existing on-site parking lot located 
between the skate park and the City’s Parks and Recreation Department building. In the event of an 
emergency or evacuation, it is anticipated that park users would evacuate via Chabolla Avenue. Project 
construction activities would be confined on-site and would not interfere with Chabolla Avenue. Once 
operational, project activities would be similar to the current use of Chabolla Skate Park, and in the 
event of an emergency, access to the site would continue to be available via Chabolla Avenue. 
Therefore, the project would not result in inadequate emergency access, and the impact would be less 
than significant. 
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XVIII. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) 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 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 (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 
5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the 
significance of the resource to a California Native 
American tribe. 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Environmental Setting 

CEQA, as amended in 2014 by AB 52, requires that lead agencies provide notice to California Native 
American tribes that have requested notice of projects subject to CEQA review, and consult with tribes 
that responded to the notice within 30 days of receipt with a request for consultation. Section 21073 of 
the PRC defines California Native American tribes 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.” 
This includes both federally and non-federally recognized tribes. 

The purpose of consultation is to identify Tribal Cultural Resources (TCRs) that may be significantly 
impacted by the proposed project, and to allow the County to avoid or mitigate significant impacts prior 
to project approval and implementation. Section 21074(a) of the PRC defines TCRs for the purpose of 
CEQA as: 

Sites, features, places, cultural landscapes (geographically defined in terms of the size and 
scope), sacred places, and objects with cultural value to a California Native American tribe that 
are either of the following: 

(a) included or determined to be eligible for inclusion in the California Register of Historical 
Resources; and/or, 
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(b) included in a local register of historical resources as defined in subdivision (k) of Section 
5020.1; and/or, 

(c) a resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of 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. 

Because the first two criteria also meet the definition of a Historical Resource under CEQA, a TCR may 
also require additional consideration as a Historical Resource. TCRs may or may not exhibit 
archaeological, cultural, or physical indicators and can only be identified by a culturally affiliated tribe, 
which has been determined under State law to be the subject matter expert for TCRs. 

Impact Analysis 

a) 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 Public Resources Code Section 5020.1(k)? 

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 (c) of Public Resources 
Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of the resource to a California 
Native American tribe? 

Less Than Significant Impact. CEQA requires that the City initiate consultation (known as AB 52) with 
tribes at the commencement of the CEQA process to identify TCRs. Furthermore, because a significant 
effect on a TCR is considered a significant impact on the environment under CEQA, consultation is 
required to develop appropriate avoidance, impact minimization, and mitigation measures. Therefore, 
in accordance with the requirements summarized above, the City carried out the tribal consultation 
period for the project from May 6, 2025, to June 6, 2025. Formal invitations to consult under CEQA were 
sent by the City to 25 tribal representatives from the following 11 tribes on May 6, 2025: 

• Buena Vista Rancheria of Me-Wuk Indians 

• Calaveras Band of Mi-Wuk Indians 

• California Valley Miwok Tribe 

• Chicken Ranch Rancheria of Me-Wuk Indians 

• Ione Band of Miwok Indians 

• Jackson Rancheria Band of Miwuk Indians 
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• Nashville Enterprise Miwok-Maidu Nishinam Tribe 

• Pakan’yani Maidu of Strawberry Valley Rancheria 

• Tule River Indian Tribe 

• United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn Rancheria 

• Wilton Rancheria 

Each tribal representative was provided with a brief description of the project and its location, the 
contact information for the City’s authorized representative, and a notification that the tribal 
representative has 30 days to request consultation. The City received an email response from one tribal 
representative of the Wilton Rancheria, on June 2, 2025, indicating that, although the project is within 
the ancestral territory of the tribe, the tribe did not have further comments and did not request to open 
consultation. No other tribal responses were received by the City and the tribal consultation period 
closed June 6, 2025. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant. 
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XIX. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

Would the project:     
a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, 
or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or 
otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction 
goals?  

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

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

 
Environmental Setting 

Water Supply 

The City’s water supply is entirely from groundwater. See Section 5.X, Hydrology and Water Quality, for 
additional information on groundwater. The City’s Public Works Department operates the City’s water 
system, which consists of four water storage tanks and ten well sites. The wells have capacities ranging 
from 1,000 to 1,550 gallons per minute (gpm) with a total capacity of approximately 8,900 gpm. The 
depth to groundwater is approximately 80 feet to 100 feet with the wells drawing water from depths 
ranging from 350 feet to 900 feet. The water distribution system consists of pipelines ranging in size 
from 4-inches to 12-inches in diameter. The water transmission system consists of pipelines ranging in 
size from 16-inches to 24-inches in diameter (City 2005). 

Wastewater 

The City’s Public Works Department operates the City’s sanitary sewer collection and treatment system. 
The collection system consists of collection lines and trunk lines ranging in size from 4-inches to 24-
inches in diameter, which is conveyed by sanitary sewer lift stations and placed in a two-mile long 14-
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inch to 16-inch force main where it is transported to the City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant (WWTP) 
located north of the City (City 2005). 

Stormwater Drainage 

The City’s Public Works Department operates the City’s storm drain collection and disposal system. The 
storm drain system consists of curbs and gutters which collect storm water and direct it into catch 
basins where it enters an underground system of pipes. The underground piping system then conveys 
the storm runoff to one of three drainage channels: Dry Creek, Hen Creek, or Deadman’s Gulch (City 
2005).  

Solid Waste 

California Waste Recovery Systems (CWRS) provides residential and commercial solid waste collection 
within the City via a franchise agreement. CWRS is a private franchise that can haul solid waste to any 
approved landfill facility in the area. Solid waste in the City is transferred to the Sacramento County 
Landfill located on Kiefer Boulevard. 

Energy 

Gas in the City is provided by Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E), and electricity is provided by the 
Sacramento Municipal Utilities District (SMUD). 

Impact Analysis 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would include demolition of the existing skate park 
amenities and concrete pad and construction of various skate park improvements, as well as other 
amenities, landscaping, and facility improvements. The project would also include the installation of a 
new drinking fountain and would replace the existing lighting on-site. The new drinking fountain would 
tie into the City’s water distribution system. Therefore, the proposed skate park improvements would 
not require the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment or storm 
water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities that would cause significant 
environmental effects. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  

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

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would include the installation of a new drinking 
fountain and a 6,038-sf irrigated landscape area. However, as Chabolla Skate Park’s lawns and 
ornamental trees are currently irrigated and the drinking fountain would tie into the City’s water 
distribution system, the proposed skate park improvements would not result in a substantial increase in 
water use compared to existing conditions. Therefore, the proposed project would have sufficient water 
supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, 
dry and multiple dry years. The impact would be less than significant. 
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c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the 
project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project’s projected demand in addition to the 
provider’s existing commitments? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project would not include the construction of new 
restrooms, as park users would continue to use the existing restrooms at the adjacent Gora Aquatic 
Center that currently serves the Chabolla Skate Park. As discussed in Section 5.XIV, Population and 
Housing, the proposed improvements could result in an increase in users of the park; however, it is 
anticipated that the improvements would meet the existing recreation needs of residents in the City. 
The project does not include the construction of new housing, roads, or other infrastructure that would 
induce substantial unplanned population growth. Therefore, the proposed project would not generate a 
substantial increase in wastewater such that it would exceed existing capacity, and the impact would be 
less than significant.  

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals? 

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

Less Than Significant Impact. Solid waste, recyclable materials, and compostable material collection 
within the City of Galt is operated by CWRS, a private franchise that can haul solid waste to any 
approved landfill facility in the area. The Sacramento County Landfill located on Kiefer Boulevard covers 
1,084 acres of land, 660 acres of which are permitted for disposal. The site’s permit allows the landfill to 
receive a maximum of 10,815 tons of waste per day. According to the California Department of 
Resources Recycling and Recovery (CalRecycle), the Sacramento County Landfill has a remaining capacity 
of 102,300,000 CY out of a total permitted capacity of 117,400,000, or 96 percent remaining capacity. 
Currently, CalRecycle estimates the landfill has an approximate closure date of 2080 (CalRecycle 2025). 

Construction of the proposed project would require demolition of the existing concrete pad. It is 
estimated that approximately 50 CY of vegetation and 120 CY of concrete debris would be hauled off-
site during construction. However, this removal of vegetation and concrete debris during construction 
would not substantially affect the available capacity of the Sacramento County Landfill as the total CY 
removed would be well below the remaining CY capacity. In addition, operation of the proposed project 
would not be expected to generate substantial amounts of solid waste beyond existing conditions. The 
project would be required to comply with all applicable provisions of Chapter 8.16, Garbage, of the Galt 
Municipal Code. The proposed project would not 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 and would comply with federal, State, and local management and reduction 
statutes and regulations related to solid waste. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant for 
questions d) and e). 
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XX. WILDFIRE  

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands 
classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would the 
project: 

    

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan 
or emergency evacuation plan?  ☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, 
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project 
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or 
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated 
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency 
water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may 
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or 
ongoing impacts to the environment? 

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including 
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a 
result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage 
changes?  

☐ ☐ ☒ ☐ 

 
Environmental Setting 

PRC Section 4201-4204 directs the California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) to 
map fire hazard within SRAs based on fuel loading, slope, fire weather, and other relevant factors 
present, including areas where winds have been identified by the department as a major cause of 
wildfire spread. These zones, referred to as FHSZ, classify a wildland zone as Moderate, High, or Very 
High fire hazard based on the average hazard across the area included in the zone.  

According to the Fire Hazard Severity Zones in State Responsibilities Map prepared by CAL FIRE in 
September 29, 2023 (effective April 1, 2024), the project site, as well as the entirety of the City, are 
located outside of an SRA and the nearest area mapped as a VHFHSZ is located approximately eight 
miles northeast of the site (CAL FIRE 2025). 

Impact Analysis 

a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

Less Than Significant Impact. As discussed in Section 5.IX, Hazards and Hazardous Materials, the 
proposed project would not substantially interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or 
emergency evacuation plan. Emergency access to and from the project site is currently provided by 
Chabolla Avenue. Project construction activities would be confined to the project site and would not 
interfere with evacuation routes in the project vicinity or otherwise substantially interfere with vehicular 
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movement or emergency access along Chabolla Avenue. Once operational, project activities would be 
similar to the current use of Chabolla Skate Park, and in the event of an emergency, access to the site 
would continue to be available via Chabolla Avenue. Therefore, the project would not involve design 
features that would impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation plan. The impact would be less than significant.  

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose 
project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a 
wildfire? 

c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, 
emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may 
result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment? 

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or 
landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes? 

Less Than Significant Impact. The project site is located outside of an SRA and the nearest area mapped 
as a Very High FHSZ is located approximately eight miles northeast of the site (CAL FIRE 2025). Further, 
the project site is generally flat and located within a developed area of the City that is substantially 
surrounded by urban uses. The proposed project design would not involve unique features that would 
exacerbate fire risk beyond existing conditions and would therefore not expose people or structures to 
significant risks. As the project site is not located in or near an SRA or land classified as Very High FHSZ, 
the risk of wildfire would be low. The impact would be less than significant for questions b) through d).  
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XXI. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE 

 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially 
degrade the quality of the environment, substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish 
or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, 
threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, 
substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a 
rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods of California 
history or prehistory? 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable? (“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the incremental effects of a 
project are significant when viewed in connection with 
the effects of past projects, the effects of other current 
projects, and the effects of past, present and probable 
future projects)? 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will 
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either 
directly or indirectly? 

☐ ☒ ☐ ☐ 

Impact Analysis 

a) Does the project have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to 
drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially 
reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate 
important examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory?  

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. Based on the preceding analyses contained in 
Sections 5.IV, Biological Resources and 5.V, Cultural Resources, the proposed project would implement 
Mitigation Measures BIO-1, BIO-2, CUL-1, and CUL-2, to reduce the potential impacts to biological and 
cultural resources to a less than significant level. Therefore, with implementation of these mitigation 
measures, the project would not substantially degrade the quality of the environment substantially 
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or 
restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major 
periods of California history or prehistory. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant with 
mitigation incorporated. 

b) Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? 
(“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects of a project are significant when 
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viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the effects of other current projects, and the 
effects of past, present and probable future projects)? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. As evaluated in Sections 5.I through 5.XX of this 
IS/MND, the proposed project would not result in substantial adverse effects with incorporation of 
Mitigation Measures AQ-1, BIO-1, BIO-2, CUL-1, CUL-2, GEO-1, and GHG-1. Due to the small size of the 
project, and with implementation of these mitigation measures, the project would not result in 
cumulatively considerable impacts in combination with past, present, and probable future projects in 
the City. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated.  

c) Does the project have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly? 

Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated. As described in Sections 5.III, Air Quality, and 5.VII, 
Geology and Soils; the proposed project would not result in substantial environmental effects that 
would cause substantial direct or indirect adverse effects on human beings with implementation of 
Mitigation Measures AQ-1, GEO-1, and GHG-1. As discussed in Section 5.IX, Hazards and Hazardous 
Materials, the project would not 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. Therefore, the impact would be less than significant with mitigation incorporated. 
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6.0 MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING 
PROGRAM 

The MMRP for the proposed project has been prepared by the City per Section 15097 of the CEQA 
Guidelines. The MMRP is included as Appendix F to this IS/MND.  
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