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Plate GPC-3: 435 West Delano Street Zoning Map 
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E"ZZJ APN: 202-0101-047-0000 

ZONING 

- AG-20 AGRICULTURAL - 20 ACRES 

AG-80 AGRICULTURAL - 80 ACRES 

- AR-1 AG-RES - 1 ACRE 
AR-2 AG-RES - 2 ACRES 

- AR-5 AG-RES - 5 ACRES 

- IR INTERIM-AG RESERVE 

- M-1 LIGHT INDUSTRIAL 

- M-2 HEAVY INDUSTRIAL 

- RD-2 RESIDENTIAL 
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Plate GPC-4: 435 West Delano Street Site Plan 
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I. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

New Substantial Equal or 
Significant Increase in Less 

Impact Severity of Severity of 
Would the project: Impact Impact 

a. Have a substantially adverse effect, either directly or □ □ 1:8:1 
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 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? 

d. Interfere substantially with the movement of any □ □ 1:8:1 
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. Adversely affect or result in the removal of native or □ □ ~ 
landmark trees? 

f. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances □ □ 1:8:1 
protecting biological resources? 

g. Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat □ □ 1:8:1 
Conservation Plan, Natural Community 
Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, 
or state habitat conservation plan? 

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

The proposed project site consists of three terrestrial vegetation communities; annual grassland, 
ruderal, and developed. 

The annual grasslands (totaling approximately 1.2 acres) occur within the northern portion of the 
site. Vegetation within this area is dominated by annual grasses and forbs. However, a single 
seasonal wetland swale conveys water from east to west across the northern portion of the 
proposed project. The seasonal wetland swale feature contains a range of wetland vegetation. 

The ruderal community (totaling approximately 2.6 acres) occurs within the central and southern 
portions of the proposed project area. It consists of regularly disturbed, but not developed, areas 
adjacent to the residential homes and associated infrastructure. 
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The developed area, totaling approximately 1.1 acres, consists of a rural residential homestead 
located in the southern portion of the project site, as well as several sheds, small accessory 
structures, and a gravel driveway. A parking area is situated within the central portion of the site. 
Several ornamental tree and shrub species, likely associated with landscaping around the 
homestead, are also present within the developed area. 

REGULATORY SETTING 

MIGRATORY BIRD TREATY ACT 

The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, which states "unless and except as permitted by 
regulations, it shall be unlawful at any time, by any means or in any manner, to pursue, hunt, 
take, capture, kill, attempt to take, capture, or kill" a migratory bird. Section 3(19) of the Federal 
Endangered Species Act defines the term "take" means to harass, harm, pursue, hunt, shoot, 
wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect, or to attempt to engage in any such conduct. Causing a bird 
to abandon an active nest may cause harm to egg(s) or chick(s) and is therefore considered 
"take." 

WETLANDS AND OTHER SURFACE WATERS 

Federal and state regulation (Clean Water Act Sections 404 and 401) uses the term "surface 
water" to refer to all standing or flowing water which is present above-ground either perennially 
or seasonally. There are many types of surface waters, but the two major groupings are linear 
waterways with a bed and bank (streams, rivers, etc) and wetlands. The Clean Water Act has 
defined the term wetland to mean "those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or 
ground water at a frequency and duration sufficient to support, and that under normal 
circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil 
conditions". The term "wetlands" includes a diverse assortment of habitats such as perennial 
and seasonal freshwater marshes, vernal pools, and wetted swales. The 1987 Army Corps 
Wetlands Delineation Manual is used to determine whether an area meets the technical criteria 
for a wetland and would therefore be subject to local, State or Federal regulation of that habitat 
type. A delineation verification by the Army Corps will verify the size and condition of the 
wetlands and other waters in question, and will help determine the extent of government 
jurisdiction. 

Wetlands are regulated by both the Federal and State government, pursuant to the Clean Water 
Act Section 404 (federal) and Section 401 (state). The United States Army Corps of Engineers 
(Army Corps) is generally the lead agency for the federal permit process, and the Regional 
Water Quality Control Board (Regional Water Board) is generally the lead agency for the state 
permit process. The Clean Water Act protects all "navigable waters", which are defined as 
traditional navigable waters that are or were used for commerce, or may be used for interstate 
commerce; tributaries of covered waters; and wetlands adjacent to covered waters, including 
tributaries. Isolated wetlands, that is, those wetlands that are not hydrologically connected to 
other "navigable" surface waters (or their tributaries), are not considered to be subject to the 
Clean Water Act. 

In addition to the Clean Water Act, the state also has jurisdiction over impacts to surface waters 
through the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act, which does not require that waters be 
"navigable". For this reason, Federal non-jurisdictional waters - isolated wetlands - can be 
regulated by the State of California pursuant to Porter-Cologne. 
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The Clean Water Act establishes a "no net" loss" policy regarding wetlands for the state and 
federal governments, and General Plan Policy CO-58 establishes a "no net loss" policy for 
Sacramento County. Pursuant to these policies, any wetlands to be excavated or filled require 
1 :1 mitigation, and construction within the wetlands cannot take place until the appropriate 
permit(s) have been obtained from the Army Corps, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
(USFWS), the Regional Water Board, the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and any 
other agencies with authority over surface waters. Any loss of delineated wetlands not mitigated 
through the permitting process must be mitigated pursuant to County policy. Appropriate 
mitigation may include establishment of a conservation easement over wetlands, purchase of 
mitigation banking credits, or similar measures. 

There are regulatory setbacks established for vernal pools and other seasonal wetlands which 
may contain vernal pool crustaceans. The purpose of a setback is to buffer the wetland from the 
indirect impacts of development, such as polluted runoff. According to the Programmatic 
Consultation for vernal pool crustaceans, all construction activities must remain a minimum of 
250 feet from any vernal pool in order to avoid impacts (refer to the discussion "Vernal Pool 
Crustaceans"). There is no regulatory setback for other surface waters, but the County 
Environmental Review Section has typically required a minimum 50-foot setback. Maintenance 
of these setbacks will avoid indirect impacts to the surface water. A direct impact is the filling or 
excavation of surface waters. Note that if filling or excavation occurs within any portion of a 
vernal pool or seasonal wetland, the entire wetland should be considered directly impacted. 

DISCUSSION 

a. Would the project have a substantially 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? 

Madrone Ecological Consulting prepared a biological resources assessment on October 20, 
2025 (Appendix A) for the proposed project and included a list of special status wildlife and 
plant species. Table GPC-1 illustrates the provided list of the special status plant and 
wildlife species with potential to occur based upon the available data from U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Services (USFWS) Information for Planning and Consultation (IPaC), and the 
California Natural Diversity Data Base (CNDDB). The table describes their regulatory status, 
habitat, and potential for occurrence on the project site. 
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Table GPC-1: Special-Status Species and Sensitive Habitat 
Biota Scientific Name Federal State Habitat Requirement Potential to Occur 

Common Name Status1 Status1 

Plant Astragalus tener -- CRPR Occurs in vernally mesic No Habitat Present. No 
var. ferrisiae 1B.1 meadows and seeps, and on subalkaline flats are present 

Ferris' milk-vetch subalkaline flats in foothill and within the Study Area. 
walley grasslands ( elevation 5' -
245'). 

Plant Balsamorhiza -- CRPR Prefers chaparral, cismontane No Habitat Present. The 
macrolepis Big- 18.2 woodland, and valley and Study Area occurs outside 

scale balsamroot foothill grasslands. Often he known elevation range of 
associated with serpentine soils his species, and no 
{elevation 150'-5, 100'). serpentine soils are present 

onsite. 

Plant Chloropyron mo/le -- CRPR Prefers seasonally flooded, No Habitat Present. No 
ssp. hispidum 1B.1 saline-alkali soils. Occurs in saline alkali soils are present 

Hispid bird's-beak valley and foothill grasslands, within the Study Area. 
meadows, and seeps (elevation 
5'-510'). 

Plant Downingia pusilla -- CRPR Occurs in mesic areas in valley Low. The seasonal wetland 
Dwarf downingia 2B.2 and foothill grasslands, and in swale within the Study Area 

il/ernal pools (elevation 3'- supports marginal potential 
1,460'). habitat for this species. 

Plant Gratiola -- CE, CRPR Occurs in vernal pools and Low. The seasonal wetland 
heterosepala Boggs 1B.2 ~long the margins of swale within the Study Area 
Lake hedge-hyssop lakes/ponds on clay soils supports marginal potential 

(elevation 35'-7,790'). habitat for this species. 

Plant Hibiscus -- CE, CRPR Occurs in freshwater marshes, No Habitat Present. The 
lasiocarpos var. 1B.2 including edges. Often in riprap Study Area does not support 

occidental is on the sides of levees ( elevation reshwater marsh habitat 
Woolly rose-mallow 0'-395'). 

Plant Juncus leiospermus -- CRPR Occurs along the edges of No Habitat Present. The 
var. ahartii 1B.2 il,lernal pools and other Study Area occurs outside 

Ahart's dwarf rush ~easonally ponded features he known elevation range of 
( elevation 100' -750'). his species. 

Plant Juncus leiospermus -- CRPR Occurs in vernal mesic areas in No Habitat Present. The 
var. leiospermus 18.1 chaparral, cismontane Study Area occurs outside 
Red Bluff dwarf woodland, meadows and seeps, he known elevation range of 

rush walley and foothill grassland, his species. 
~nd vernal pools (elevation 
115'-4,100'). 
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Biota Scientific Name Federal State Habitat Requirement Potential to Occur 
Common Name Status1 Status1 

Plant Legenere limosa -- CRPR Occurs in vernal pools Low. The seasonal wetland 
Legenere 18.1 (elevation 5'-2,885'). ~wale within the Study Area 

~upports marginal potential 
habitat for this species. 

Plant Orcuttia viscida FE CE, CRPR Occurs in vernal pools No Habitat Present. The 
Sacramento Orcutt 1B.1 (elevation 100'- 330'). Study Area does not support 

grass ~ppropriate vernal pool 
habitat, and the site occurs 
outside the known elevation 
range of this species. 

Plant Sagittaria sanfordii -- CRPR Occurs in emergent marsh No Habitat Present. The 
Sanford's 1B.2 habitat, typically associated with Study Area does not support 

arrowhead drainages, canals, or irrigation emergent marsh habitat. 
ditches (elevation 0'-2, 135'). 

Plant Symphyotrichum -- CRPR Occurs in fresh and salt water No Habitat Present. The 
lentum 1B.2 marshes, often associated with Study Area does not support 

Suisun Marsh aster blackberries, cattails, and freshwater/salt marsh 
bulrush (elevation 0'-1 O'). habitat. 

Invertebrate Branchinecta lynchi FT -- Occurs in vernal pools. Low. The seasonal wetland 
Vernal pool fairy ~wale within the Study Area 

shrimp represents marginal potential 
habitat for this species. 

Invertebrate Danaus plexippus FPT -- Migratory species; most No Habitat Present. No 
Monarch butterfly prevalent in the Central Valley milkweed plants were 

in summer and early fall. observed within the Study 
Dependent upon milkweed Area. 
(Asclepias species) plants as 
~heir exclusive larval host. 

Invertebrate Desmocerus FT -- Dependent upon elderberry No Habitat Present. No 
californicus (Sambucus species) plant as its elderberry shrubs occur 
dimorphus primary host species. within the Study Area. 

Valley elderberry 
longhorn beetle 

Invertebrate Lepidurus packardi FE -- Occurs in vernal pools. Low. The seasonal wetland 
Vernal pool tadpole swale within the Study Area 

shrimp represents extremely 
marginal potential habitat for 
his species. 
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Biota Scientific Name Federal State Habitat Requirement Potential to Occur 
Common Name Status1 Status1 

Fish Oncorhynchus FT csc This anadromous species No Habitat Present. No 
mykiss irideus requires freshwater water ~uitable river/stream habitat 

Steelhead - Central courses with gravelly substrates is present within the Study 
Valley Distinct for breeding. The young remain ~rea. 

Population in freshwater areas before 
Segment (DPS) migrating to estuarine and 

marine environments. 
Reptile Actinemys FPT csc Occurs in ponds, rivers, No Habitat Present. No 

marmorata streams, wetlands, and ~uitable aquatic habitat is 
Northwestern pond irrigation ditches with present within the Study 

turtle associated marsh habitat. ~rea. 

Reptile Thamnophis gigas FT CT Occurs in rivers, canals, No Habitat Present. No 
Giant gartersnake irrigation ditches, rice fields, and ~uitable aquatic habitat is 

other aquatic habitats with slow present within the Study 
moving water and heavy ~rea. 
emerQent veQetation. 

Bird Agelaius tricolor -- CT,CSC Colonial nester in cattails Low. No suitable nesting 
Tricolored blackbird (Typha species), bulrush habitat is present within the 

(Schoenoplectus species), or Study Area, although the site 
blackberry (Rubus species) ~upports marginal potential 
associated with marsh habitats. Woraging habitat for this 
Nesting habitat may be as small ~pecies. 
as 0.01 acres adjacent to 
suitable foraging habitat such as 
grazed grasslands irrigated 
pasture, shallow wetlands, 
agricultural fields (Airola 2024). 

Bird Athene cunicularia -- cc,csc Nests in abandoned ground Low. Few ground mammal 
Burrowing owl squirrel (Otospermophilus burrows are present within 

beechey1) and other mammal ~he Study Area, although 
burrows associated with open iseveral piles of debris occur 
grassland habitats. May also Km-site and represent 
nest in man-made refugia, such marginal potential habitat for 
as culverts or debris piles. ~his species. 

Bird Buteo swainsoni -- CT Nests in large trees, preferably High. Large trees within the 
Swainson's hawk in riparian areas. Forages in immediate vicinity of the 

fields, cropland, irrigated Study Area represent 
pasture, and grassland near potential nesting habitat for 
large riparian corridors. his species, and the 

grasslands on-site represent 
potential foraging habitat. 

Bird Circus hudsonius -- csc Nests in emergent Low. The grasslands within 
Northern harrier wetland/marsh, open lthe northern portion of the 

grasslands, or savannah Study Area represent 
habitats. Forages in open areas marginal potential breeding 
such as marshes, agricultural and foraging habitat for this 
fields, and grasslands. species. 
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Biota Scientific Name Federal State Habitat Requirement Potential to Occur 
Common Name Status1 Status1 

Bird Coccyzus FT CE Inhabits extensive deciduous No Habitat Present. The 
americanus riparian thickets or forests with Study Area does not support 
occidental is k:lense, low-level or understory riparian woodlands. 

Western yellow- ~oliage, adjacent to slow moving 
billed cuckoo waterways, backwaters, or 

seeps. 

Bird Contopus cooperi -- csc Nests in late-successional No Habitat Present. No 
Olive-sided conifer forests with open conifer forest habitat is 
flycatcher canopies. Mostly associated present within the Study 

with edges and openings in Area. 
otherwise relatively dense 
'orests but can also occupy 
semi open forests. 

Bird Elanus /eucurus -- CFP Forages in open grasslands, High. Trees on-site and 
White-tailed kite 'ields, and meadows. Nests in Within the immediate vicinity 

Isolated trees in close proximity pf the Study Area represent 
,,o foraging habitat. potential nesting habitat for 

lthis species, and the 
srasslands on-site represent 
potential foraging habitat. 

Bird Geothlypis trichas -- csc Nests in marshy areas that are No Habitat Present. No 
sinuosa usually higher off the ground, 'reshwater/salt marsh habitat 

Saltmarsh common where they are safer from is present within the Study 
yellowthroat flooding. Requires suitable ~rea. 

~reshwater and salt marshes 
With nearby willow thickets. 

Bird Haliaeetus -- CE, CFP Nests in large trees within 1 Low. Trees within the vicinity 
/eucocepha/us mile of lakes, rivers, or larger of the Study Area support 

Bald eagle ~treams. marginal potential nesting 
habitat for this species. 
Portions of Steelhead Creek 
occur within 1 mile of the 
Study Area and represent 
potential foraging habitat. 

Bird Melospiza me/odia -- csc Nests in emergent freshwater No Habitat Present. The 
pop. 1 marshes dominated by cattails Study Area does not support 

Song sparrow (Typha spp.) or bulrushes freshwater marsh or riparian 
("Modesto" ( Scirpus or Schoenop/ectus habitat. 
population) spp.), as well as riparian willow 

(Sa/ix species) thickets. This 
species also nests in riparian 
'orests of valley oak (Quercus 
tobata) with a blackberry (Rubu~ 
spp.} understory, along 
vegetated irrigation canals and 
levees, and in recently planted 
valley oak restoration sites 
(Shuford and Gardali 2008). 
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Biota Scientific Name Federal State Habitat Requirement Potential to Occur 
Common Name Status1 Status1 

Bird Melospiza melodia -- csc Occurs exclusively on San No Habitat Present. The 
graminea Miguel, Santa Rosa, and Study Area is outside the 

Channel Island Anacapa Island. known range of this species. 
song sparrow 

Bird Passerculus -- CE Resides year-round in coastal No Habitat Present. The 
sandwichensis salt marshes in southern Study Area is outside the 

beldingi California. known range of this species. 
Belding's savannah 

sparrow 

Mammal Antrozous pallidus -- csc, Day and night roosts include Low. Trees and structures 
Pallid bat WBWGH crevices in rocky outcrops and within the Study Area 

cliffs, caves, mines, trees (e.g., provide marginal potential 
basal hollows of coast roosting habitat for this 
redwoods [ Sequoia ~pecies. 
sempeNirens] and giant 
sequoia [Sequoiadendron 
giganteum], bole cavities of 
oaks [Quercus species], 
exfoliating Ponderosa pine 
[Pinus ponderosa] and valley 
oak [Quercus lobata] bark, 
deciduous trees in riparian 
areas, and fruit trees in 
orchards), and various human 
structures such as bridges 
(especially wooden and 
concrete girder designs), barns, 
porches, bat boxes, and human-
occupied as well as vacant 
buildings. 

Mammal Lasionycteris -- WBWGM Roosts in abandoned No Habitat Present. The 
noctivagans woodpecker holes, under bark, Study Area does not support 

Silver-haired bat and occasionally in rock ~ppropriate roosting habitat 
crevices. It forages in open ~or this species. 
wooded areas near water 
'eatures. 

Mammal Lasiurus frantzii -- CSC, Requires large leaf trees such No Habitat Present. The 
Western red bat WBWGH as cottonwoods (Populus Study Area does not support 

species), willows (Sa/ix ~ppropriate roosting habitat 
species), and fruit/nut trees for ~or this species. 
daytime roosts. Often 
associated with wooded 
habitats that are protected from 
above and open below. Often 
found in association with 
riparian corridors. Requires 
open space for foraging. 
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Biota Scientific Name Federal 
Common Name Status1 

Mammal Lasiurus cinereus --
Hoary bat 

Note: Status Codes1 

CC - CDFW Candidate for Listing Rank 
Threatened 

CE - CDFW Endangered 

CSC - CDFW Species of Concern 

CT - CDFW Threatened 

CFP - CDFW Fully Protected 

CRPR - California Rare Plant 

SPECIAL STATUS PLANTS 

435 W Delano Street Parcel Map 

State Habitat Requirement Potential to Occur 
Status1 

WBWGM Roosts primarily in foliage of Low. Trees within the Study 
both coniferous and deciduous Area provide marginally 
ltrees at the edges of clearings. suitable roosting habitat for 

his species. 

FE - Federally Endangered 

FT - Federally Threatened FPT - Federally Proposed 

FPT - Federally Proposed 

WBWG H - Western Bat Working Group (High Threat Rank) 

WBWG M - Western Bat Working Group (Medium Threat Rank) 

The GPU Final EIR determined that there are existing regulations that protect special status 
species and those specific measures are not imposed at the General Plan level because 
project-level details are necessary to determine the appropriate level of mitigation that is 
required. The new and amended policies proposed as part of the General Plan Update 
strengthened and complemented conservation policies and regulations for improving diverse 
habitat types. Thus, General Plan policies and existing regulations, combined with project­
level mitigation would result in impacts on special status species, including special status 
plants, to be less than significant. 

A variety of plant species are adapted to the hydrologic and soil conditions present in vernal 
pools and generally do not occur elsewhere. Vernal pool habitats have dramatically declined 
in California, and as a result many of the plant species associated with the habitat have 
likewise declined. Vernal pool-associated special-status plant species found in Sacramento 
County are: Ahart's dwarf rush, Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop, dwarf downingia, legenere, 
pincushion navarretia, Sacramento Orcutt grass, and slender Orcutt grass. If project 
activities occur a minimum of 250 feet from vernal pools, then it may be presumed that 
impacts to rare plants within the vernal pools will be avoided. 

The project site is characterized by non-native annual grasslands. Within a 5-mile buffer, five 
CNDDB occurrences of dwarf downingia (Downingia pusil/a) were recorded. The closest 
occurrence was recorded 0.1 miles southwest from the proposed project site. One 
documented occurrence of Bogg's Lake hedge-hyssop is situated about 1.0 mile to the 
southeast, and two documented occurrences of legenere are located roughly 3.2 miles 
southeast of the site. 

The seasonal wetland swale on-site provides suitable habitat for these species. 
Construction related activities, such as grading, could potentially impact the species if 
present; therefore, Mitigation Measure BIO-1 requires a rare-plant survey to be completed 
before any work is done within 250 feet of a vernal pool or suitable habitat. It has been 
incorporated to minimize potential impacts to special status plants. The project will have an 
equal or less severity of impact than what was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 
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SPECIAL STATUS SPECIES 

As noted above, the GPU Final EIR determined that there are existing regulations to protect 
special status species and those specific measures are not imposed at the General Plan 
level. New and amended policies proposed as part of the General Plan Update 
strengthened and complemented conservation policies and regulations for improving diverse 
habitat types. The General Plan policies, existing regulations and project-level mitigation 
would result in impacts on special status species to be less than significant. 

SWAINSON'S HAWK 

There are 17 known Swainson's hawk occurrences recorded within a 5-mile buffer of the 
proposed project site. The nearest occurrence of nesting is located approximately 2.1 miles 
north of the site. Trees in the area could provide nesting habitat for Swainson's hawk, and 
the grasslands on-site support potential foraging habitat. Mitigation Measure BI0-2 has 
been added to address potential impacts to nesting hawks and consists of preconstruction 
surveys. The purpose of the survey requirement is to ensure that construction activities do 
not agitate nesting hawks, potentially resulting in nest abandonment or other harm to 
nesting success. If Swainson's hawk nests are found, the developer is required to contact 
California Fish and Wildlife to determine what measures need to be implemented in order to 
ensure that nesting hawks remain undisturbed. The measures selected will depend on many 
variables, including the distance of activities from the nest, the types of activities, and 
whether the landform between the nest and activities provides any kind of natural screening. 
The project will have an equal or less severity of impact than what was determined in the 
GPU Final EIR. 

TRICOLORED BLACKBIRD 

There are no large stands of cattails, bulrush, blackberry, or other potential colonial nesting 
habitat within the proposed project site, and there is no suitable nesting habitat for tricolored 
blackbird on-site. However, the grasslands within the proposed project site represent 
marginal potential foraging habitat for this species. There are three documented 
occurrences of tricolored blackbird within five miles of the proposed project site. The nearest 
occurrence is located approximately 1.5 miles northwest of the site. 

There are about 1.1 acres of annual grasslands on the site, all concentrated within proposed 
parcel 2, at the northern portion of the property. The buildable area on proposed parcel 2 
encompasses less than half an acre of those grasslands; residential development 
associated with the project will not remove all of the grasslands on the property and other 
similar rural agricultural-residential properties exist around the subject property that will 
continue to provide similar foraging habitat for tricolored blackbirds. Therefore, given that 
there is no nesting habitat present on the site combined with the avoidance of most of the 
grasslands on proposed parcel 2, the project will result in an equal or less severity impact to 
the tricolored blackbird as was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

NESTING BIRDS OF PREY 

Raptors within the Sacramento region include tree-nesting species such as the red-tailed 
hawk and red-shouldered hawk, as well as ground-nesting species such as the northern 
harrier. The following raptor species are identified as "special animals" due to concerns over 
nest disturbance: Cooper's hawk, sharp-shinned hawk, golden eagle, northern harrier, and 
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white-tailed kite. Trees located on-site and in the immediate vicinity of the proposed project 
provide potentially suitable nesting habitat. In addition, the annual grasslands present within 
the project area offer potential foraging habitat for nesting raptors. 

To avoid impacts to nesting raptors, if construction will occur during the nesting season of 
February 1 to September 15, Mitigation Measure 810-4 will be applicable; 810-4 mitigation 
involves pre-construction nesting surveys to identify any active nests and to implement 
avoidance measures if nests are found. The purpose of the survey requirement is to ensure 
that construction activities do not agitate or harm nesting raptors, potentially resulting in nest 
abandonment or other harm to nesting success. If nests are found, the developer is required 
to contact California Fish and Wildlife to determine what measures need to be implemented 
in order to ensure that nesting raptors remain undisturbed. The measures selected will 
depend on many variables, including the distance of activities from the nest, the types of 
activities, and whether the landform between the nest and activities provides any kind of 
natural screening. If no active nests are found during the focused survey, no further 
mitigation will be required. Mitigation Measure 810-4 will ensure that impacts to nesting 
raptors will have an equal or less severity of impact than what was determined in the GPU 
Final EIR. 

MIGRATORY NESTING BIRDS 

Trees in the project vicinity provide potential nesting habitat for migratory birds. The trees on 
the project site provide suitable nesting habitat and some are proposed for removal. To 
ensure active nests are not removed, or nesting pairs are not agitated by site construction, 
mitigation requiring preconstruction nesting surveys and consultation with the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife is recommended. Mitigation Measure 810-5 has been 
included to ensure that the project implements best practices to avoid take under the 
Migratory Bird Treaty Act. The project will have an equal or less severity of impact than what 
was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

ROOSTING BA TS 

There are no documented occurrences of pallid bat (Antrozous pallidus) and hoary bat 
(Lasiurus cinereus) within five miles of the proposed project site. However, buildings and 
trees within and adjacent to the proposed project area provide marginally suitable roosting 
habitat for several special-status bat species, including the pallid bat and hoary bat. If 
individuals of these species are roosting in trees or structures slated for removal during 
project construction, incidental take could occur. Therefore, Mitigation Measure 810-6 
requires assessing and surveying suitable bat habitat prior to project construction and 
implements avoidance, buffering, or exclusion if bats are present. It has been included to 
ensure that impacts to roosting bats will have an equal or less severity of impact than what 
was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

BURROWING OWL 

There are 15 documented occurrences of burrowing owl within five miles of the proposed 
project area. The nearest occurrence is located approximately 0.1 miles southwest of the 
site, and dates from 1993. Few mammal burrows and scattered refugia provide limited 
potential habitat for burrowing owl within the proposed project area. If ground disturbance 
occurred while owls were occupying burrows, incidental mortality of individuals of this 
species could occur. Furthermore, development of approximately 0.46 acres of annual 
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grassland on-site would result in the removal of marginal potential foraging habitat for this 
species. Therefore, Mitigation Measure BI0-7 has been included to ensure that impacts to 
burrowing owls will have an equal or less severity of impact than what was determined in the 
GPU Final EIR. 

VERNAL POOL INVERTEBRATES 

There are a variety of invertebrate species which rely on vernal pools and similar seasonal 
wetland habitat. Species associated with vernal pools include California linderiella, midvalley 
fairy shrimp, vernal pool fairy shrimp, and vernal pool tadpole shrimp. All of these species 
spend their life cycle within the margins of vernal pools. Since these species are not readily 
observed through casual observation, lack of recorded sightings is not a basis to conclude 
that the species is not present. Therefore, if suitable habitat is present, the species should 
be assumed to be present unless surveys have found the species to be absent. 

According to the Recovery Plan for Vernal Pool Ecosystems of California and Southern 
Oregon (vernal pool recovery plan)1, California linderiella, midvalley fairy shrimp, vernal pool 
fairy shrimp, and vernal pool tadpole shrimp use the same habitat types, though California 
linderiella tends to prefer deeper pools. The shrimp feed on algae, bacteria, protozoa, 
rotifers and bits of detritus. The females carry their eggs in a ventral brood sac until they are 
dropped to the bottom of the pool, or the mother dies and sinks. At the end of the rainy 
season, as the pool dries up, the eggs remain in a dormant stage in the dried pool until the 
rains of the next season, or other environmental stimuli cause them to hatch. Cysts will 
hatch when the pool refills, although not all cysts present will hatch during the following rainy 
season, and they may remain dormant in the soil for multiple seasons. 

Survey requirements and mitigation protocols published by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
("Interim Survey Guidelines to Permittees for Recovery Permits under Section 10(a)(1)(A) of 
the Endangered Species Act for the Listed Vernal Pool Branchiopods" published April 19, 
1996 and the Programmatic Formal Endangered Species Act Consultation published on 
February 28, 1996) are only required by U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service for the two species 
listed under the ESA: vernal pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lynch,) and vernal pool tadpole 
shrimp (Lepidurus packardt). Surveys to determine presence or absence of the species must 
include either 2 years of wet season surveys completed within a 5-year period or 
consecutive wet season and dry season surveys. As previously noted, in the absence of 
surveys, presence should be assumed. 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's programmatic consultation can only be used by projects 
involving a maximum impact of one acre; all other projects must be individually permitted 
through the Army Corps and the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. Although, it is reasonable to 
assume that vernal pool avoidance and mitigation requirements developed during the 
individual permitting process would be similar to those found in the programmatic 
consultation. 

Vernal pool habitats may be subject to either direct or indirect impacts. Indirect impacts may 
be caused because development in proximity of a vernal pool could deliver runoff polluted 
with urban contaminants and introduce non-native species associated with development 
landscaping. Development may also reduce the size of the watershed which supports the 

1 United States Fish and Wildlife Service, "Recovery Plan for Vernal Pool Ecosystems of California and 
Southern Oregon", December 2005. 
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vernal pool, by diverting runoff which once went into the vernal pool into a storm drainage 
system. This watershed reduction could cause a reduction in the depth and/or duration of 
ponding. Shorter inundation durations may mean a change in pool temperature, depth, and 
pH. Features that may have been utilized by species that required specific inundation 
durations for the completion of breeding cycles may no longer provide suitable habitat. The 
programmatic consultation indicates that all habitats within 250 feet of proposed 
development may be subject to indirect impacts. Thus, all development must occur a 
minimum of 250 feet from the margin of any vernal pool in order to achieve total avoidance 
of impacts, unless a lesser buffer is approved by U.S. Fish and Wildlife. 

A direct impact is the filling or excavation of a vernal pool. Programmatic consultation 
specifies that if filling or excavation occurs within any portion of a vernal pool, the entire 
vernal pool should be considered directly impacted. Programmatic consultation also 
indicates that mitigation for direct impacts (removal of wetlands) requires both preservation 
of existing wetlands and creation of wetlands, at ratios that vary depending on whether the 
mitigation bank credits are at banks approved by U.S. Fish and Wildlife (2:1 and 1 :1 
preservation and creation at approved banks, and 3: 1 and 2: 1 preservation and creation at 
non-approved banks). Encroachment within the 250-foot buffer requires 2:1 preservation 
mitigation. 

Approximately 0.119-acres of aquatic resources, consisting of a single seasonal wetland 
swale, is present within the proposed project site and provides suitable habitat for vernal 
pool fairy shrimp (Branchinecta lyncht), and vernal pool tadpole shrimp (Lepidurus packardt). 
Aquatic resources mapped within the proposed project area are expected to be fully 
avoided, and it is anticipated that no impacts to the seasonal wetland swale will occur. 
Mitigation Measure BIO-8 has been included, which requires either avoidance with a 250-
foot buffer around wetlands, or obtain permits and provide mitigation for any affected vernal 
pool habitat; potential impacts to these federal listed species will be reduced to equal or less 
severity of impact than what was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

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

The GPU Final EIR determined that riparian and wetland area impact analysis and 
recommendation of mitigation measures would continue to be on a project-by-project basis. 
Impacts to riparian habitat would continue to be considered under the current process, 
which relies on federal, state and County policies/regulations to analyze and minimize 
impacts to wetlands and riparian areas. No net loss would have to be demonstrated, either 
by evidence of permits and/or mitigation fees paid prior to issuance of grading permits 
and/or building permits. Impacts were determined to be less than significant. 

The site does not contain any streams, ponds, or riparian habitat. The closest riparian 
habitat or other sensitive natural community is the Steelhead Creek, located approximately 
0. 7 miles west from the project site. The wetlands on the site will be avoided through 
implementation of Mitigation Measure BIO-8 (see discussion above). Therefore, 
implementation of the project would not result in impacts greater than what was determined 
by the GPU Final EIR. 
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c. Would the project have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands 
(including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, 
hydrological interruption, or other means? 

The GPU Final EIR determined that impacts on wetlands are less than significant. 

The property was assessed for aquatic resources, including wetlands like vernal pools or 
seasonal wetlands, marshes, and streams by Madrone Ecological Consulting, LLC 
(Madrone), on October 17, 2025 (Appendix B). The evaluation found a single seasonal 
wetland swale located within the northern portion of the proposed project site, totaling 
approximately 0.119 acres of wetland features. This is shown in Plate GPC-5. 

The seasonal wetland swale conveys water from east to west across the northern portion of 
the site. The swale continues west off-site approximately 0. 7 miles before emptying into 
Steelhead Creek. The feature passes through several small culverts before draining into 
Steelhead Creek, including culverts under El Rio Avenue, Sorento Road, and a Union 
Pacific Railroad right-of-way. 

The project site plan identifies the buildable area on Parcel 2 while avoiding the seasonal 
wetland swale. Future development within Parcel 2 will be confined to the designated 
buildable area to avoid disturbance of the seasonal wetland swale. Inclusion of Mitigation 
Measure BIO-8 further ensures that the project would not result in impacts to wetland 
features greater than what was determined by the GPU Final EIR. 
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Plate GPC-5: Wetland Delineation Map 
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d. Would the project interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife 
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites? 

Multiple trees are present within the project site, along with the on-site grassland habitat, 
which may provide potential nesting habitat for migratory birds. Construction-related 
activities have the potential to disturb nesting birds if they occur during the breeding season. 
In order to ensure active nests are not removed or nesting pairs are not agitated by site 
construction, in accordance with The Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918, Mitigation Measures 
BIO-2, BIO-3, BIO-4, and BIO-5 requiring preconstruction nesting surveys and consultation 
with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife is recommended. Therefore, 
implementation of the project would not result in impacts to migratory birds greater than 
what was determined by the GPU Final EIR. 

e. Would the project adversely affect or result in the removal of native or landmark trees? 

To provide access to Parcel 2, the project will require the removal of four trees of varying 
sizes to accommodate construction of a fire department turnaround, in accordance with 
SacMetro Fire District standards. However, these trees are not native trees or considered 
landmark trees. In addition, the non-native trees proposed for removal represent a limited 
component of the existing urban tree canopy and do not provide a substantial canopy 
contribution. Therefore, the project would have an equal or less severity of impact than what 
was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

f. Would the project conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological 
resources? 

With the implementation of Mitigation Measures BIO-1 through BIO-8, the project is 
consistent with local policies/ordinances protecting biological resources. The project site 
contains approximately 0.119 acres of a singular seasonal wetland. Mitigation Measures 
BIO-1 and BIO-8 ensure no loss of wetland features or adverse impacts to vernal pool 
crustaceans. Mitigation Measures BIO-2, BIO-3, BIO-4, BIO-5, BIO-6, and BIO-7 ensures 
nesting habitat for migratory and nesting raptors, burrowing owls, and roosting bats are 
addressed. Therefore, the project would have an equal or less severity of impact than what 
was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

g. Would the project conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conservation plan? 

The proposed project site is not within a Habitat Conservation Plan and there are no known 
conflicts with any approved plan for the conservation of habitat. Therefore, the project would 
have an equal or less severity of impact than what was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

APPLICABLE MITIGATION MEASURES 

MITIGATION MEASURE 810-1 : RARE VERNAL POOL PLANTS 

Prior to any grading, grubbing, or excavation within 250 feet of a vernal pool or other suitable 
habitat, rare plant surveys shall be performed. The surveys should be floristic in nature, 
meaning that all plant species found in the survey area shall be identified to the taxonomic level 
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necessary to determine rarity and listing status. The rare plant surveyor shall have experience 
as a botanical field investigator and familiarity with the local flora and potential rare plants in the 
habitats to be surveyed. The surveys shall be conducted when the rare plants at the site will be 
easiest to identify (i.e. flowering stage), and when the plants reach that stage of maturity. A 
minimum of three site visits shall be required during the plants flowering period in order to 
determine absence. Each site visit must be no less than 7 days apart. 

Submit a written report to the Environmental Coordinator which describes the survey. The 
survey report should include a brief description of the vegetation, survey results (which includes 
a list of all species observed), photographs, time spent surveying, date of surveys, a map 
showing the location of the survey route and any rare plant populations and copies of any rare 
plant occurrence forms. If no rare plants are found, no further mitigation for plant species is 
required. If a special status plant or natural community is located, complete and submit to the 
CNDDB a California Native Species (or Community) Field Survey Form or equivalent written 
report, accompanied by a copy of the relevant portion of a 7.5-minute topographic map with the 
occurrence mapped. Total avoidance of habitats which contain rare plants shall be required 
unless deemed infeasible by the Environmental Coordinator. If avoidance is infeasible, prior to 
construction within 250 feet of the vernal pool(s) which contain the rare plant occurrences, notify 
California Fish and Wildlife and U.S. Fish and Wildlife and comply with any permit or mitigation 
requirements stipulated by those agencies. Submit copies of all such correspondence, including 
a copy of any required permits, to the Environmental Coordinator. 

MITIGATION MEASURE B1O-2: SWAINSON'S HAWK SURVEY (TAC 2000) 

If construction, grading, or project-related improvements are to commence between February 1 
and September 15, focused surveys for Swainson's hawk nests shall be conducted by a 
qualified biologist within a ½-mile radius of project activities, in accordance with the 
Recommended Timing and Methodology for Swainson's Hawk Nesting Surveys in California's 
Central Valley (Swainson's Hawk TAC 2000). To meet the minimum level of protection for the 
species, surveys should be completed for the two survey periods immediately prior to 
commencement of construction activities in accordance with the 2000 TAC recommendations. If 
active nests are found, CDFW shall be contacted to determine appropriate protective measures, 
and these measures shall be implemented prior to the start of any ground-disturbing activities. If 
no active nests are found during the focused survey, no further mitigation will be required. 

MITIGATION MEASURE B1O-3: RAPTOR NEST PROTECTION 

If construction activity (which includes clearing, grubbing, or grading) is to commence within 500 
feet of suitable nesting habitat between February 1 and September 15, a survey for raptor nests 
shall be conducted by a qualified biologist. The survey shall cover all potential tree and ground 
nesting habitat on-site and off-site up to a distance of 500 feet from the project boundary. The 
survey shall occur within 30 days of the date that construction will encroach within 500 feet of 
suitable habitat. The biologist shall supply a brief written report (including date, time of survey, 
survey method, name of surveyor and survey results) to the Environmental Coordinator prior to 
ground disturbing activity. If no active nests are found during the survey, no further mitigation 
will be required. If any active nests are found, the Environmental Coordinator and California Fish 
and Wildlife shall be contacted to determine appropriate avoidance/protective measures. The 
avoidance/protective measures shall be implemented prior to the commencement of 
construction within 500 feet of an identified nest. 
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MITIGATION MEASURE 810-4: MIGRATORY BIRD NEST PROTECTION 

To avoid impacts to nesting migratory birds the following shall apply: 

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

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

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

MITIGATION MEASURE 810-5: ROOSTING BATS 

• Habitat Assessment. A qualified biologist with education and experience in bat biology 
and identification, shall conduct a habitat assessment for potentially suitable bat habitat 
within six months of Project activities. If the habitat assessment reveals suitable bat 
habitat, then a qualified bat biologist shall do a presence/absence survey during the 
peak activity periods. If bats are present, then the qualified biologist shall submit a bat 
avoidance plan to CDFW for review and approval. 

• Bat Avoidance Plan. The bat avoidance plan should identify: 1) the location of the 
roosting sites; 2) the number of bats present at the time of assessment (count or 
estimate); 3) species of bats present; 4) the type of roost (e.g. day/night, maternity, 
hibernaculum, bachelor); and 5) species specific measures to avoid and minimize 
impacts to bats. The bat avoidance plan shall evaluate the length of time of disturbance, 
equipment noise, and type of habitat present at the Project. 

• No Disturbance Buffer. If during the habitat assessment the qualified bat biologist 
identifies a bat roost within the Project boundary that is not proposed for demolition or 
removal, then a no disturbance buffer shall be established around the roost in 
consultation with CDFW. The width of the buffer should be determined by the qualified 
bat biologist based on the bat species, specific site conditions, and level of disturbance. 
The buffer should be maintained until the qualified bat biologist determines that the roost 
is no longer occupied. 

• Replacement Structures. If the bat roost cannot be avoided, replacement roost 
structures (bat houses or other structures) shall be designed to accommodate the bat 
species they are intended for. Replacement roost structures shall be in place for a 
minimum of one full year prior to implementing the Project. The replacement structures 
should be monitored to document bat use. Ideally, the Project would not be implemented 
unless and until replacement roost structures on site are documented to be acceptable 
and used by the bat species of interest. 

§15183 General Plan Consistency Analysis 25 PLNP2024-00105 



435 W Delano Street Parcel Map 

• Roost Removal Timing. The Project that results in the loss or modification of the 
original roost structure should be implemented outside hibernation and maternity 
seasons, Nov 1 - Feb 1 and April 1 -August 31 respectively. 

• Bat Exclusion. If an active bat roost is found in a tree or structure that must be 
removed, the qualified bat biologist should prepare a Bat Exclusion Plan for the passive 
exclusion of the bats from the roost. Exclusion shall be scheduled either ( 1) between 
March 1 and March 31, prior to parturition of pups; or (2) between September 1 and 
October 31 prior to hibernation (or prior to evening temperatures dropping below 45°F 
and onset of rainfall greater than ½ inch in 24 hours). The qualified bat biologist shall 
confirm the absence of bats prior to the start of construction. The Bat Exclusion Plan 
shall be submitted to CDFW for review and approval a minimum of 10 days prior to the 
installation of exclusion devices. CDFW does not support eviction of bats during the 
maternity or hibernation periods. 

• Tree Removal. Tree removal shall be scheduled either (1) between approximately 
March 1 and March 31, prior to parturition of pups; or (2) between September 1 and 
October 31 prior to hibernation (or prior to evening temperatures dropping below 45°F 
and onset of rainfall greater than ½ inch in 24 hours). Removal of trees containing 
suitable bat habitat should be conducted under the supervision of a qualified bat 
biologist. 

MITIGATION MEASURE B1O-6: BURROWING OWL 

On October 1 O, 2024, the California Fish and Game Commission accepted a petition to list 
western burrowing owl under CESA and designated the species as a candidate species. To 
avoid take of burrowing owl, the project applicant shall implement the following: 

1. Burrowing Owl Surveys. Project proponent shall conduct a burrowing owl survey over all 
suitable habitat present within Project area. Burrowing owl surveys shall be conducted 
by a qualified biologist in accordance with the protocol described in the Staff Report on 
Burrowing Owl Mitigation (CDFW, March 7, 2012). If possible, surveys should be 
conducted during both the breeding (February 1 -August 31) and non-breeding seasons 
(September 1 - January 31) immediately preceding the planned start of construction 
activities to ascertain the seasonal residency status of any owls occupying the site. The 
presence of burrowing owl or their sign anywhere on the site or within a 500-foot 
accessible radius around the project site shall be recorded and mapped. Surveys shall 
disclose all burrows and occurrence of sign of burrowing owl on the project site and 
within the 500-foot buffer. Results of the survey shall be submitted to the County. 

2. Burrowing Owl Take Avoidance. During the breeding season (February 1 to August 31), 
surveys shall document whether burrowing owl are nesting in or within 500 feet of the 
project area. During the non-breeding season (September 1 to January 31), surveys 
shall document whether burrowing owl are using habitat in or directly adjacent to any 
area to be disturbed. Survey results shall only be valid for the season (breeding or non­
breeding) during which the survey was conducted. If a lapse in project-related work of 
fifteen (15) calendar days or longer occurs, another focused survey and consultation 
with the County and CDFW shall be required before project work can be reinitiated. If a 
burrowing owl or evidence of presence at or near a burrow entrance is found to occur 
within 500 feet of the project site, the following measures shall be implemented: 
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• If burrowing owl are found during the non-breeding season 
(approximately September 1 to January 31), the project applicant shall 
establish a minimum 160-foot (50-meter) buffer zone around active 
burrows. The buffer zone shall be flagged or otherwise clearly marked. 
Measures such as visual screens may be used to further reduce the 
buffer with CDFW approval and provided a qualified biologist confirms 
that such measures do not cause agitated behavior. 

• If burrowing owl are found during the breeding season (approximately 
February 1 to August 31), the project applicant shall: 

• Avoid all nest sites that could be disturbed by project construction during 
the remainder of the breeding season or while the nest is occupied by 
adults or young (occupation includes individuals or family groups foraging 
on or near the site following fledging). 

• Establish a minimum 500-foot non-disturbance buffer zone around nests, 
unless otherwise approved by the County in writing, in consultation with 
CDFW. The buffer zone shall be flagged or otherwise clearly marked. 
Should construction activities cause the nesting bird to vocalize, make 
defensive flights at intruders, or otherwise display agitated behavior, then 
the exclusionary buffer will be increased such that activities are far 
enough from the nest so that the bird(s) no longer display this agitated 
behavior. Construction shall only occur within the 500-foot buffer zone 
during the breeding season if a qualified biologist monitors the nest and 
determines that the activities do not disturb nesting behavior, or the birds 
have not begun egg-laying and incubation, or that the juveniles from the 
occupied burrows have fledged and moved off site. Any modifications to 
this buffer shall be approved by the County, in consultation with CDFW 
prior to its implementation. The buffer reduction request shall include 
relevant information and/or propose new measures to justify the buffer 
reduction. The buffer area must be clearly marked to prevent project­
related activities from occurring within the buffer zone. 

3. Eviction of Burrowing Owls. If after all applicable avoidance and minimization measures 
are implemented and Project proponent needs to evict burrowing owl, an Incidental Take 
Permit (ITP) shall be obtained for the activity and a burrowing owl eviction plan shall be 
developed by a qualified biologist for the County's review and approval, in consultation 
with CDFW. This plan, including its proposed mitigation, shall be consistent with the 
most recent available guidelines (e.g., 2012 Staff Report on Burrowing Owl Mitigation). 
Burrow eviction shall only be conducted during the non-breeding season for burrows 
located in the project footprint, and in limited instances within a buffer zone around the 
project site, as determined by the County in consultation with CDFW after all avoidance 
and minimization measures have been exhausted. 

MITIGATION MEASURE 810-7: VERNAL POOL CRUSTACEANS 

Presence of listed vernal pool crustaceans (Branchinecta lynchi & Lepidurus packardi)) shall be 
assumed unless determinate surveys that comply with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife protocol 
"Survey Guidelines of the Listed Large Branchiopods" (published on May 31, 2015) conclude 
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that the species is absent. In order to reduce impacts to listed vernal pool branchiopods and 
wetland habitat the applicant shall comply with one or a combination of the following: 

1. Total Avoidance: Species is present or assumed to be present. Unless a smaller buffer 
is approved through formal consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife, construction 
fencing shall be installed a minimum of 250 feet from the delineated wetland margin. All 
construction activities are prohibited within this buffer area. If total avoidance is 
achieved, no further action is required. 

2. Compensate for habitat removed. Mitigate for all vernal pools consistent with the 
Programmatic Formal Endangered Species Act Consultation published on February 28, 
1996 for vernal pool branchiopods, if the project qualifies. Also, obtain all applicable 
permits from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, California Fish 
and Wildlife, and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board for the 
proposed modifications to on-site wetlands and mitigate for habitat loss in accordance 
with the published regulatory guidelines. 
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II. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY 

New Substantial Equal or 
Significant Increase in Less 

Impact Severity of Severity of 
Would the project: Impact Impact 

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste D D 181 
discharge requirements or otherwise substantially 
degrade surface or ground water quality? 

b. Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or D D 181 
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 a substantial erosion or siltation on- or off- D D 181 
site; 

ii. substantially increase the rate or amount of D D 181 
surface runoff in a manner which would result in 
flooding on- or offsite; 

iii. create or contribute runoff water which would D D 181 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide 
substantial additional sources of polluted runoff; or 

iv. impede or redirect flood flows? D D 181 

d. Develop in an area that is subject to 200 year urban D D 181 
levels of flood protection (ULOP)? 

e. In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk D D 181 
release of pollutants due to project inundation? 

f. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water D D 181 
quality control plan or sustainable groundwater 
management plan? 

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 

The proposed project site is currently developed with a single-family residence served by a 
private water well and an onsite septic system. 

Surface runoff from the project site generally flows west through roadside ditches, driveway and 
cross culverts, and minor drainage channels traversing the parcels before ultimately discharging 
to the Natomas East Main Drainage Canal. According to the Federal Emergency Management 
Agency's (FEMA) Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) panel number 060670053J, the project site 
is located within Zone X, or an unaffected area of the 100-year floodplain. 
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The Sacramento County Department of Water Resources (DWR) approved the Level 3 
Drainage Study on February 3, 2026, and determined that it is sufficient to support the proposed 
civil design plans. 

DISCUSSION 

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

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

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

Applicable projects applying for a County grading permit must show proof that a NOi has 
been filed and must submit a copy of the SWPPP. Although the County has no enforcement 
authority related to the Construction General Permit, the County is required by its Municipal 
Stormwater Permit to verify that SWPPPs include six minimum components. 

During the wet season (October 1 - April 30), the project must include an effective 
combination of erosion, sediment and other pollution control BMPs in compliance with the 
County ordinances and the State's Construction General Permit. During the rest of the year, 
typically erosion controls are not required, except in the case of predicted rain. 

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

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

It is the responsibility of the project proponent to verify that the proposed BMPs for the 
project are appropriate for the unique site conditions, including topography, soil type and 
anticipated volumes of water entering and leaving the site during the construction phase. In 
particular, the project proponent should check for the presence of colloidal clay soils on the 
site. Experience has shown that these soils do not settle out with conventional 
sedimentation and filtration BMPs. The project proponent may wish to conduct settling 
column tests in addition to other soils testing on the site, to ascertain whether conventional 
BMPs will work for the project. 

If sediment-laden or otherwise polluted runoff discharges from the construction site are 
found to impact the County's storm drain system and/or Waters of the State, the property 
owner will be subject to enforcement action and possible fines by the County and the 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board. 

Project compliance with requirements outlined above, as administered by the County 
Municipal Services Agency and the Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board will 
ensure that project-related erosion and pollution impacts are less than significant. 

Compliance with the Stormwater Ordinance and Land Grading and Erosion Control 
Ordinance (Chapters 15.12 and 14.44 of the County Code respectively) will ensure that the 
project will not create substantial sources of polluted runoff or otherwise substantially 
degrade ground or surface water quality. Therefore, the project is consistent with the 
policies of the General Plan and existing regulations; the project would have an equal or 
less severity of impact than what was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

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

The project is within the Rio Linda/Elverta Water District; however, existing potable water 
service is not available nearby. Therefore, the project will continue to be served by private 
water wells. The proposed project consists of a parcel split into two lots. The existing home 
on Parcel 1 is developed with its own water well and septic system. Resultant Parcel 2 must 
have its own water well and septic system installed in accordance with Sacramento County's 
Department of Environmental Management (EMO). The future development of single-family 
homes, developed at a density consistent with zoning, does not represent a significant 
increase in water usage. Therefore, the project would have an equal or less severity of 
impact than what was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

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

i. result in a substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site; 
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The proposed project would not alter the course of a water body, nor would it alter 
the existing site drainage pattern. The site drainage is not expected to result in 
substantial on or off-site siltation or erosion. Therefore, the project would have an 
equal or less severity of impact than what was determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

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

The majority of the proposed project site slopes downwards to the rear/north end of 
the parcel, where a low-lying area conveys overland runoff. The project does not 
involve any modifications that would substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 
and/or increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner that would lead to 
flooding. 

Compliance with applicable requirements of the Sacramento County Floodplain 
Management Ordinance, Sacramento County Water Agency Code, and Sacramento 
County Improvement Standards will ensure that the project would not result in 
impacts to surface runoff greater than what was determined by the GPU Final EIR. 

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

The project would not create or contribute runoff that would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stormwater drainage systems. The project will connect to an 
existing storm drain system, roadside ditches. Adequate on-site drainage 
improvements will be required pursuant to the Sacramento County Floodplain 
Management Ordinance and Improvement Standards. Therefore, the project would 
have an equal or less severity of impact than what was determined in the GPU Final 
EIR. 

iv. impede or redirect flood flows? 

The proposed project site is within a floodplain or a local flood hazard area. DWR 
reviewed the proposed project site and approved the Level 3 drainage study. The 
buildable area of the project site was determined through the analysis within the 
drainage study and represents the area outside of the 100-year floodplain. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not impede or redirect flood flows. The project 
would have an equal or less severity of impact than what was determined in the GPU 
Final EIR. 

d. Would the project develop in an area that is subject to 200-year urban levels of flood 
protection (ULOP)? 

The project is not located in an area subject to 200-year urban levels of flood protection 
(ULOP). Therefore, the project would have an equal or less severity of impact than what was 
determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

e. Would the project in flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to 
project inundation? 
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The Pacific Ocean is approximately 118 miles to the west; therefore, there would not be a 
risk of tsunami. There are no large bodies of water near the project site that would result in 
seiche hazards nor is the project region subjected to strong seismic ground shaking. 
Therefore, the proposed project would not risk the release of pollution due to project 
inundation and the project would have an equal or less severity of impact than what was 
determined in the GPU Final EIR. 

f. Would the project conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater management plan? 

The proposed project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the regional 
Basin Plan and therefore implementation of the project would not result in impacts greater 
than what was determined by the GPU Final EIR. 

APPLICABLE MITIGATION MEASURES 

None recommended. 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION 

As demonstrated by the analysis herein, implementation of the project would not result in any 
new additional significant impacts, nor would it substantially increase the severity of previously 
identified significant impacts. Rather, all the impacts associated with the project are found to be 
within the scope of impacts previously addressed and disclosed in the certified General Plan 
Update EIR and do not constitute a new or substantially increased significant impact. Based on 
this determination and pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15183, the project qualifies for 
an exemption. 
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