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SECTION J - REPORT PREPARATION
ORGANIZATIONS AND PERSONS CONSULTED

REPORT PREPARATION

This report was prepared by Robert E, Grunwald of Grunwald & Associates, City & Environmental
Planning Consultants, 350 Rivergate Way, Sacramento, CA. 95831; Telephone: (916) 429-6734 He
has been assisted on matters conceming transportation and traffic, air quality, biological resources,
infrastructure, and fiscal analysis by the Crane Transportation Group, Dr. Richard Pollack {(Air Quality
Analyst}, Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Moldenhauer Engineering Company and John Cone,

(Urban Economics and Planning Systems), respectively.

ORGANIZATIONS AND PERSONS CONSULTED

City of Isleton & Isleton School Districts

Linda Gonzalez City Clerk Carl Hendren, Building Official
Steve Sinnock, City Engineer Libbie Trimmer, Finance Director
Brenda Galupski Principal

Isleton Elementary School

Brannan/Andrus Levee District Gil Labrie, Manager

County and Regional Agencies

John O’Farrell, Executive Officer, LAFCO (and staff)

Tom Hutchinson (and staff), Sacramento County Community Development Director
Sacramento Housing and Redevelopment Agency

Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG)

State of California

CalTrans, District 10 (prior to shift of jurisdiction to District 3) and District 3.
Govemor’s Office of Planning & Research

Department of Fish and Game

Department of Water Resources

Department of Conservation

Depariment of Boating and Waterways

Department of Finance, Population Division -

State Lands Commission

Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region

Federal Government

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
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City of Isleion
Environmental Checklist Form

Project Title: General Plan Update, Sphere of influence Boundary Change, Pre-Zoning and

Annexation

Lead Agency Name and Address:  Cily of Isleton, Gity Hall, P.O. Box 718, Isleton. CA 95641

Agency Contact: Hobert £, Grunwald, Planning Consultant Phone: {916) 429-6734
Rose Marie Moore, Planning Consuliant Phone: (916) 372-8496
Linda Gonzalez, City Clerk Phone: (816) 777-7770

Project Description and Location:

The General Plan/Pre-Zoning/Annexation portion of the project involves adding an as yet undelermined amount of
acreage for urban expansion, involving residential, commercial, open space/recreation, schnol, and other uses required
for the additional populatinn that may emerge. At this time, three growth aliematives are envisioned: 1) urban infill
and expansion on undeveloped lands within the existing City limits: 2) the expansion envisioned under Scenario #)
along with approximately 150-200 acres of additional urban expansion south of the existing City limits; and 3) the

expansion cnvisioned under Scenarios #'s 1 and 2, along with more than 200 actes of additional urban expansion south
of the existing City limits.

Because of the uncertainties assocised wilth Aliematives # 2 and #3, the City is considering the designation o areas
for urhan expansion as “Urhan Reserve”, with specific criteria and policies to be met before the City would consider
approving any applications for development. Such criteria would include but not be limited to requirements for the
preparation of a Specific Plan, supported by market analysis, fiscal impact analysis, environmental impact evaluation

and a development agreement satisfactory to the City of Isleton. Urban Reserve status would not of itsell constitute
an entitlement for development.

The Sphere of Influence (SOI) boundary change proposals will match the growth alternatives discussed above. They
will also include such additional fand area as the City and Sacramento County LAFCO may deem appropriate as being
within an area of legitimate City interest in what may develop under County jurisdiction in the [utere. The potential
outer limits of the new SOT is shown on Figure 1, and encompasses about 2,700 acres. Tt should be undcrstlnnd by
afl parties having an interest in this project that the SOI shown is nol necessarily intended for future vrbanization.
Such delermination will be made only afler careful analysis of the feasibility of various levels of urban growth for
Isleton. It is anticipated that the SOI will encompass sufTicient acreage beyond thar required for future urbanization
in order to protect the City's very long-range interests in what happens on surrounding lands, including the protection
of water resources, agricultural lands, and biological resources. The City intends at this time that the eventual SOI
boundaries selecled wilf"allow the City 1o exent appropriate influence over development within this predominantly

agricultural area in response to proposals for development that may be filed with the County of Sacramento over a
long-range period of time.

Project Sponsor: {name, address & phone]:

The project sponsor is the City of 1sleton located at City Hall, 210 Jackson Blvd., Isieton. 95641, Phone: (916) 777-
7770.

General Plan Designation and Zoning:

All of the Iand outside of the current City limits within the areas covered by growth scenarios #1 and #2 are

designated Agriculiure by the Sacromento County General Plan and mostly AG-80(F) by the County Zoning
Ordinance.



Other Agencles whose approval is respuired (and permiis needed):
Agencies having various levels of authority in approving the project are shown on Table 1 (attached)

Environmentn) Factors Potentinlly Affected:

The environmental factors checked below would potentially be affected by this project. Asindicated by the Checklist

and Explanation provided on the following pages, all of the anticipated impacts are expected to gualify the project
for an Environmemal Impact Report (EIR). ' v

@ Land Use & Plaming @ Trensportation/Traffic B Public Services

@ Population & Housing ™ Biological Resources B Uilities & Services
B Geophysical 0 Energy & Minem! Resources E Aesthetics

B Water B Hazards O Cultural Resources
B Air Quality ¥ Noise & Recreation

3 Mandatory Findings of Significance
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Determination:
On the basis of this initial evalvation:

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

..............................................

Signature Print Name
City of Isleton
For . Date



AGENCY

TABLE 1
REQUIRED APPROVALS

APPROVAL

TIMING

| Local Agencies

Isleton Planning Commission

Recommend new General Plan,
zoning ord. And pre-zoning;

approve development applications

Al canclusion of General Plan
updale program

isleton City Council

Cerlify General Plan EIR.and
findings; adopt Gensral Pian and
2oning ordinance; approve
development applications

Al conclusion of General Plan
update program

Local reclamation district(s)

Approve proposals for levea

construction & reconstruction; later

approval of engineering plans

Pror o General Plan adopiion

When engr. plans are prepared

Islelon City Engr.

Engr. & consiruction plans specs for

davelopment permils

SacV Unif. Air Poll. Cont. Dist,

Authority to construct

Building permil slage

Sacramento County LAFCO

Sphere of Influsnce; annexations

Afier general plan/pre-zone adopt.

Sacramento Co. Public Wks
& Community Develop,

Miscellanecus pamils for facililies

that may be located ocutside City

Building penmil stage

i State Agencles:

Reclamalion Board

Encroachment permit for work on or

adjacent lo levees

Building permil stage

Regional Water Quality Control
Board, Central Valley Region

NPODES permit; waste discharge re-
quirements; parmit for land dispos-

al and slorage of effiuent

Buiflding permit stage

Slate Lands Commission

Lease for use of state tands

Building permil stage

Depariment of Fish & Game

Sireambed alteralion permit; egree-
ment on Habital Management Plan

Prior o building permit

Department of Trarfgportation

Approve State RL 160 relocation;

Encroachment penmits

Prior {o General Plan adoplion
Building permit slage

Depart. of Waler Resources

Permit for wastewaler disposal

Prior to treatment plant expansion

| Federal Agencles

U.S. Ammy Corps of Engrs.

Seciion 404 pamit;
Seclion 10 permi

Prior lo working in Sacramenlo
River or Georgiana Slough

Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency (FEMA)

Removal of flood hazard designa-

fien on low-lying lands\

Al conclusion of lavee works

Fish & Wildiife Service

Incidental 1ake permithabitat
management plan approval

Prior to building permit stage

“‘
ll
ﬂ

US, Goast Guerd

Pamil for navigalional constrainls

Prior to any modificalions



Responsible Agencies:

Under the Califomnia Environmental Quality Act, 2 Responsible Agency isa public agency other than a Lead Agency
that has discretionary approval of the project. Prior to acting on or approving a project. a Responsible Agency must
consider the Lead Agency EIR. The Notice of Preparation (NOP) and the Drelt and Final EIRs sre reviewed by all
Responsible A gencies, which may include all of the following agencies:

Local Agencies and Special Districts

Sacramento County LAFCO

Sacramento County Public Works Depariment
Sacramento County Planning Department

Sacramento Valley Unified Air Pollution Contral District
Siale Agencies

Department of Transportation, Caltrans District 6, Sacramento
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Central Valley Region

CHECKLIST OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

A checklist follows listing all environmental factors that may have significance for inclusion in a project EIR.

Evaluation of Environmental Impacls:

1.

A brief expianation is provided for atl answers except “no impact” answers that are adequately supponed by
the information sources cited in the parentheses following each question. The “no impacl” answer is
supponted adequately either because referenced sources show that the impact simply does not apply in this
case, or becanse “No impact” answers are explained adequately following the Checldist.

All answers take account of the whole action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as
well as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacls.

Where one or more “polentially significant impacts” are checked, discussion in an EIR is required.

The last three categories of "potentiaily significant unless mitigated”, "Jess than significant” and “no impact”
are discussed as appropriate in the Explanation that follows the Checklist. For “potentially significant
impacts” that can be mitigated, they are placed in the “poientially significant unless mitigated” calegory.
Mitigation meaSres may be briefly described in (he Explanation to indicate how "potentially significant
impacts” are reduced to “less than significant” impacts. [Note: where appropriate, mitigation measures from
Section XVII of the Checklist pertaining to "Earlier Analyses” may be cross-referenced . If there is no cross-
referencing, it is because other environmental documents have not been cited in support of any conclusion

of the Checklist.] If answers fall into one or more of the last three categories, a finding for a Nepative
Declaration is indicated.

Earlier analyses (Section XVIT) are referenced where, pursuant to CEQA, an effect has been enalyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration.

References 1o information sources are provided for Checklist questions where appropriate. If included, this

source list can be found after the Checklist. Other sources used or individu als contacted may also be cited
in the “Explanation” which follows the Checklist.



EIR NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Potentially Polenliatly
Sipnificant Signilicant | Less Then
Impact Unlass Signilicant No tmpact
Miligaled
b -~ " —— ——— "%
L LAND USE AND PLANNING  Would the proposal:
a. Conllid with General Plan of zoning? [source #s i 0 O 0O [
b. Conllici with applicable environmental plans and polides edopled by R 0 (] 7|
agencies having jurisdiction? [source #s ]
c. Aliecl agriculiural resources or opetations? [source #s ] A O (] (]
d. Disrupl or divide physical arangement of an esteblished ] O Qa ™
communfly, incuding low-income or minority? [sowrcs #s ]
S s T s —— ===
n POPULATION AND HOUSING  Would the proposal:
a. Cumualively exceed official regional or lozal population =] O 0 O
projeclions? [source #s )]
b. Inducs stbstantial growth Through projecis in an undaveloped 1] O O ]
area of exiension of major Infrashiucture? [source # )|
c. Displace existing housing, espedially affordable? [#s 1 0 (] 0 i |

n

GEOPHYSICAL  Would the proposal resul in or expase people lo polential impacls involving:

a. Sefamicity: faull ruplure? [source ¥s

1

0 £t (W] a
b. Selsmicity: ground shaking or kquelaclion? Jsource #s ] 0 Jes] O Q
c. Selsmicily: seicha or \sunemi? [source #s )] 8] (W Qa &3
d. Lendslides of mudstidos? [stwrce #s )] 0 ] 0 A
8. Erosion, changes in lopo. or unstabla soil conditions from (] O [ |
excavalion, grading or (il? [source #3 ]
1. Subsidence of the land? {source #is } o] ] ] 0
g. Expansive soils? [source #s ] 0 = 0 a
h. Unique geologic or physicat fealures?  [source #s ] 0 O 0
a. Changes in absorption rales, drainage patiems or the rate and 1% ] O 0 0
amount of surface waler runoli? Isource #s = ]
b. Exposure of people or preperty to waler related hazards such as [
Flooding? [source #s ]
c. Discharge into or other allerations of surface water quakiy? [ ] =] 0
d. Changes in the amount of surface waler in any waler body? ] 0 = Q
[source #s i




e. Changes in cutrenls or the course of direclion of waler [H] 0 (] B
movoments? [souree #s ]
§. Changein the quaniily of groundwatet, eilher lhrough direct O a = ]
additions ar wilhdrawals, or by intercepting an aquile? {#s R
g. Allered direclion or rate of groundwatet llow? [source #s ); ) a B |
h. Impacls lo groundwaler qualily? [source #s ] a a = 0
v. AIRQUALITY Would the proposal:
a. Violale any alr guality slandard of conlribule lo an existing or ] || 0 1]
projedied air quafity violalion? [source #s 1
b. Expose sensitive receplors to poliutanis? [source #s 1 | E 9]
. Aler alf movemenl, moisture, or lemperature, of cause any Q 3 2
change in climale? [source #s ]
ER NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Polentially | Potentially .
Significant | Significant | Less Than
impad Unless Significan! No impaci
Miligated
r\n. TRANSPORTATION/CIRCULATIONLTRAFFIC  Would the proposal result in:
8. increasad vehicle trips or Iralfic congeslion? [source #s | ® 0O (W] O
b. Hazards lo salely from design fealwres?  [source #s ] 0 R 0 (W]
c. Inadequale emergency access of to nearby uses? fis )] [ 0 ]
d. Insuffictent paildng capacily on- or off-slile?  [source #s } [ ] 0O T | a
e. Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? [source ¥#s 1 (] A} & (]
I. Conliicts with adopled policles supporting allemalive transporia- a O R 0
tion? [source #s 1
g. Rail, waterborne or air lraffic? [sourca #s 1 = a 0 a
w
Vil. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES  Would the proposal resull in impacls to:
a Endangeted, threatened or rare species or lheir habllats, g | 0 0
including it nol limited o plants, fish, insecls, animals and
birds? [source #s i
b. Locally designaled species (e.g., herilage lrees) {source #s 1 0 ] O ]
c. Locally designaled natural communities (e.q., oak lorest) [#s 1 a a (W 2|
d. Welland habllat {e.g., marsh, riparian, vernal} [source #s i ] %] (W] 0
. Wildile dispersal or migralion coridors?  [#s ] O 0 0 =1
S
VHI. ENERGY AND MINERAL RESOURCES WOULD THE PROPOSAL:
a. Conllic with edopled energy conservalion plans? [#s 1 O ] a .




b. Use non-renewable iesources in a wasteful and insfiicient

Q 0 Q %)
manner? [source #s ]
™. HAZARDS Would the proposal involve:
a. A risk of accidental explosion or release of hazardous O 0 Q =
substances (e.q., oll, pesticides, chemicals, radialion)? [#s 1
b. Interference with emerpency response/evacualion plan? [#s 1 O i 0O O
¢ Creation of any health hazard or polential? [resource #s } 0 (] 0 P
d. Exposute of people o existing healih hazards? jresource #s ) O 0 0 5|
e. Increased wildland fire hazard? [resource #s ) (] ] D &=
- ER NEGATIVE DECLARATION
Polentially Polentially
Significant | Significant | Less Than
Impact Unless Significant | No Impact
Mitigaled
Tt — e
x NOISE  Would the proposal result in: '
8. Increases in existing noise levels? [source #s } O O v O
b. Exposure of peopls lo severe noise levels? [sowes #s } | O = Q-
—_ e _
XL PUBLIC SERVICES Would the proposal alfec! or cause need for the loflowing new or altered governmenl services:
a. Fire prolection or pofice protection? s ] O JE 0 O
b. Schools? {#s } Q = | (W] a
e. Maintenance of public laciilies, incl. roads? [#s ] O & ] (W}
d. Other governmental services? [#s ] [ (] Q
e e e == . —
Xt

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS Would the proposal cause need for the

Ioflowing new or allered systems:

a. Power of nalural gas? i#s 1 0 O a

b. Comsnunications syslems? [#s ] Q il ] il a

c. Local or regional watet ireatment/distribulion facilities?[#s ] 0 0 @A a

d. Sewes or seplic syslems? l#s ] | i} 0 0

8. Slormwaler drainage? Sofid waste disposal? [#s ] O =) a a

XHL  AESTHETICS Would the proposak:

a. Affec! a sconic vista or scenic highway?  [#s ) 0 0 0

b. Have a demonstrable negative sesthelic eflecl? [source #s ] O 0 | E'.
c. Creale adverse conditions of light or glare? [¥s ] () O Q
Xiv. CULTURAL RESOCURCES i

Would Ihe proposal:

10




u. Distorh pateanolopicsl resources? I#s 1 0 0 0 Jrit
h. Distarh archazolopical resovrres? I#s } Q || (W] B
c. Affect hisiorics) resources? [#s } 0 (] o a
d. Have polential to cause a physical change that would affect D (| (W] R
unique ethnic cultural valves?  |#s ]

e. Resirict existing religions or sacred uses?  [#s ] 0 1} . ]
XV. RECREATION Woald the propnsal:
. Increase demond for recrention focilitizs or afTect exisling

recreation opportunilies? s

XVIL. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

a. Doss the project have the potential 1o degrade the quality of the a | a 0
environment. suhstantistly reduce the habilal of a fish or wiliife species.

cnuse a fish or wildlife population to fall below sell-sustoining Jevels,
thresten 1o eliminale a plant of enims) community. reduce the n omber or
restrict the ranpe of 2 rare or endangered plant or animal, or climinate
Important examples of the mejor periods of California histary or pre-history?

b. Does the project have the poiential to achieve short-term. to the
disadvanisge of long-tetm, environmental goals

‘9
O

c. Does the project have impacts that are individually Timited but m' 0 0
cumulatively considerable? {"Cumulatively conziderable™ means that the

incremental effects of a project sre considerable when viewed in eonnection
whih the effects of past, current and proboble future projects.]

d. Does the project have environmental effects which will cause 0 0 0 E
sobstantial edverse effects on people. eillicr directly or
indirectly ?

EXPLANATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS

L Land Use

Development opportunity east, west and south of the City limits is constrained by the existing SOI
boundary which is coterminous with the City limit line. Residential and commercial expansion has
occurred or soon will occur out to this line. As noted in the project description, safeguards ate to be
provided that will assure City control over areas designated “Urban Reserve”, including requirements for

specific plans, market analysis, fiscal analysis, environmental analysis and a development agreement \}rith
the City.

Impacts on agricultural Jand require assessment in a Project EIR since they are not covered by the
General Plan EIR of 1979 or the Redevelopment Plan EIR of 1983.
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