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The project would not displace housing. There is no potential for a significant impact due to substantial growth with the
proposed parcel map and rezone either directly or indirectly. For this "Population and Housing" category, the thresholds of
significance have not been exceeded.

Discussion:

A substantial adverse effect on Public Services would occur if the implementation of the project would:

. Substantially increase or expand the demand for fire protection and emergency medical services without increasing
staffing and equipment to meet the Department's/District's goal of 1.5 firefighters per 1,000 residents and 2
firefighters per 1,000 residents, respectively;
Substantially increase or expand the demand for public law enforcement protection without increasing staffing and
equipment to maintain the Sheriff's Department goal of one sworn officer per 1,000residents;
Substantially increase the public school student population exceeding current school capacity without also including
provisions to adequately accommodate the increased demand in services;
Place a demand for library services in excess of available resources;
Substantially increase the local population without dedicating a minimum of 5 acres of developed parklands for
every 1,000 residents; or
Be inconsistent with County adopted goals, objectives or policies.

Fire Protection. The EI Dorado HilIs Fire Department currently provides fire protection services to the project area.
Development of the project would result in a minor increase in demand for fire protection services. However, it has
been determined by the Fire Department that the level of service would not fall below the minimum requirements as
a result of the project. The responsible Fire Department would review building permit plans to determine
compliance with their fire standards. Fire Districts have been granted the authority by the State Legislature to
collect impact fees at the time a building permit is secured. Impacts would be less than significant.

b. Police Protection. The proposed parcel map would create two residential lots. Impacts to police protection services
would be less than significant.

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new orphysically altered governmentalfacilities, needfor new orphysically altered governmental
facilities, the construction of which could cause significant environmental impacts. in order to maintain
acceptable service ratios, response times or otherperformance objectivesfor any of the public services:

a. Fire protection? X

b. Police protection? X

c. Schools? X

d. Parks? X

e. Other government services? X

.
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c-e. Schools, Parks and Other Facilities. The proposed parcel map and rezone is located within the EI Dorado Hills
Community Service Districts. Future residential development would be subject to school impact fees at time of
building permit issuance. The parcel map is subject to payment of parkland dedication in-lieu fees. Impacts would
be less than significant.

Findine:

As discussed above, no significant impacts are expected to public services either directly or indirectly. For this "Public
Services" category, the thresholds of significance have not been exceeded.

Discussion:

A substantial adverse effect on Recreational Resources would occur if the implementation of the project would:

. Substantially increase the local population without dedicating a minimum of 5 acres of developed parklands for
every 1,000 residents; or. Substantially increase the use of neighborhood or regional parks in the area such that substantial physical
deterioration of the facility would occur.

a-b. Parks and Recreation. The proposed parcel map and rezone would increase population that would substantially
contribute to increased demand on recreation facilities or contribute to increased use of existing facilities. Park
facilities are maintained by the EI Dorado Hills Community Services District. The El Dorado Hills Community
Services District charges park impact fees in conjunction with building permits. There would be a less than
significant impact.

Findine:

No significant impacts to recreation and open space resources are expected either directly or indirectly. For this "Recreation"
category, the thresholds of significance have not been exceeded.
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XIV. RECREA nON.

a. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the X
facility would occur or be accelerated?

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

A substantial adverse effect on traffic would occur if the implementation of the project would:

. Result in an increase in traffic, which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic load and capacity of the street
system;

. Generate traffic volumes which cause violations of adopted level of service standards (project and cumulative); or. Result in, or worsen, Level of Service "F" traffic congestion during weekday, peak-hour periods on any highway,
road, interchange or intersection in the unincorporated areas of the county as a result of a residential development
project of 10 or more units.

a. Capacity. The Department of Transportation has reviewed the project and has determined that the project does not
exceed the thresholds established in the 2004 General Plan. The number of vehicles associated with the parcel map
and rezone would not change current vehicle trip rates and would not measurably affect traffic volumes or levels of
service on a permanent basis such that County standards would be exceeded. Impacts would be less than significant.

b. Level of Service. The Department of Transportation has reviewed the project and had determined the project would
not decrease the level of service of the roads in the project vicinity. There would be no impact.

c. Traffic Patterns. The project site is not within an airport safety zone. No changes in air traffic patterns would
occur or be affected by the proposed project. There would be no impact.

d. Hazards. The project site is readily accessible nom Hillview Drive and Miller Road. No traffic hazards such as
sharp curves, poor sight distance, or dangerous intersections exist on or adjacent to the project site. Impacts would
be less than significant.

xv. TRANSPORT ATIONrrRAFFIc. Would theproject:

a. Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial in relation to the existing traffic
load and capacity of the street system (Le., result in a substantial increase in X
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on roads, or
congestion at intersections)?

b. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads X
or highways?

c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic X
levels or a change in location that results in substantial safety risks?

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

e. Result in inadequate emergency access? X

f. Result in inadequate parking capacity? X

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



Environmental ChecklistIDiscussion of Impacts

Page 24, Z06-0028/P06-0024

e
~
'2
.SP'Ucnm
>.0.=E.!!I-e
~0..

e
!3
!Ec
.SP'Ucnm
co.
mE.c-?-
mm
j

tSm0.
.5
o
z

e. Emergency Access. The project site receives access off Hillview Drive and Miller Road which would tenninate on
site in a fire safe approved turn around. Road improvements are required to increase the road width and emergency
vehicle load ratings pursuant to fire safe regulations and are being placed upon the conditions of approvals for the
parcel map prior to final map recording. Based upon the required road improvements there would be no disruption
of emergency access to and from the existing residence or those in surrounding parcels. There would be no impact.

f. Parking. No additional parking required for the existing residential units on the subject parcel. There would be no
impact.

g. Alternative Transportation. No public transportation systems, bicycle lanes or bicycle storage would be affected
because such features are not present at or adjacent to the project site. There would be no impact.

Findin2

As discussed above, no significant traffic impacts are expected either directly or indirectly. For this "TransportationlTraffic"
category, the thresholds of significance have not been exceeded.

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would theproject:

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable Regional Water X
Quality Control Board?

b. Require or result in the construction of new water or wastewater treatment
facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could X
cause significant environmental effects?

c. Require or result in the construction of new stonnwater drainage facilities or
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause X
significant environmental effects?

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing X
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed?

e. Result in a detennination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or
may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's X
projected demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments?

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient pennitted capacity to accommodate the X
project's solid waste disposal needs?

g. Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid X
waste?

h. Result in demand for expansion of power or telecommunications service
facilities without also including provisions to adequately accommodate the
increased or expanded demand. X
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Discussion:

A substantial adverse effect on Utilities and Service Systems would occur if the implementation of the project would:

. Breach published national, state, or local standards relating to solid waste or litter control;. Substantially increase the demand for potable water in excess of available supplies or distribution capacity without
also including provisions to adequately accommodate the increased demand, or is unable to provide an adequate on-
site water supply, including treatment, storage and distribution;

. Substantially increase the demand for the public collection, treatment, and disposal of wastewater without also
including provisions to adequately accommodate the increased demand, or is unable to provide for adequate on-site
wastewater system; or. Result in demand for expansion of power or telecommunications service facilities without also including provisions
to adequately accommodate the increased or expanded demand.

a. Wastewater. The creation of two parcels with their own septic systems, would not involve discharges of untreated
domestic wastewater that would violate water quality control board requirements. Storm water runoff would be
negligible (see Item c, below). There would be no impact.

b., d., e. New Facilities No new or expanded water or wastewater facilities would be required for the proposed parcel since
the proposed water would be from ground water and would contain an approved septic system. The existing second
residence is currently served by public water. There would be no impact.

c. Storm Water Drainage. All required drainage facilities for the project shall be built in conformance with the
standards contained in the "County of El Dorado Drainage Manual," as determined by the Department of
Transportation. The Department of Transportation has reviewed the project proposal and has concluded that the
provisions of the drainage manual would not be required. There would be no impact.

f & g. Solid Waste. No anticipated increases of solid waste generated from the existing residential units and proposed
residential unit once the parcel is divided into two or affect recycling goals. There would be no impact.

h. Power. Power and telephone facilities are currently in place and utilized at the project site. No further expansion of
power anticipated from parcel map and rezone. There would be no impact.

Findine:

No significant utility and service system impacts are expected either directly or indirectly. For this "Utilities and Service
Systems" category, the thresholds of significance have not been exceeded.
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Discussion

a. As discussed in Item V (Cultural Resources), the proposed project would have no significant effect on historical or
unique archaeological resources as mitigated. There would be no effects on fish habitat (Item IV). There would be
no significant effect on special-status plant or animal species (Item IV). Impacts would be less than significant.

b. Due to the small size of the proposed project, types of activities proposed, and site-specific environmental
conditions, which have been disclosed in the Project Description and analyzed in Items I through XVI, there would
be no significant impacts related to agriculture resources, air quality, biological resources, cultural resources,
geology/soils, hazards/hazardous materials, hydrology/water quality, land use/planning, mineral resources, noise,
populationlhousing, public services, recreation, traffic/transportation, or utilities/service systems that would combine
with similar effects such that the project's contribution would be cumulatively considerable. For these issue areas, it
has been determined there would be no impact or the impact would be less than significant.

c. Due to the small size of the proposed project, types of activities proposed, and site-specific environmental
conditions, there would be no environmental effects that would cause substantial adverse impacts on people either
directly or indirectly. There would be no impact.

XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. Does the project:

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

b. Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are X
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects)?

c. Have environmental effects which will cause substantial adverse effects on X
human beings, either directly or indirectly?
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SUPPORTING INFORMATION SOURCE LIST

The following documents are available at the EI Dorado County Planning Department in Placerville.

EI Dorado County General Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report
Volume I -Comments on Draft Environmental Impact Report
Volume II -Response to Comment on DEIR
Volume III -Comments on Supplement to DEIR
Volume IV -Responses to Comments on Supplement to DEIR
Volume V -Appendices

EI Dorado County General Plan -Volume I -Goals, Objectives, and Policies

EI Dorado County General Plan -Volume II -Background Information

Findings of Fact of the EI Dorado County Board of Supervisors for the General Plan

EI Dorado County Zoning Ordinance (Title 17-County Code)

County ofEI Dorado Drainage Manual (Resolution No. 67-97, Adopted March 14, 1995)

County of EI Dorado Grading, Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance (Ordinance No. 3883, amended Ordinance
Nos. 4061, 4167,4170)

EI Dorado County Design and Improvement Standards

EI Dorado County Subdivision Ordinances (Title 16 -County Code)

Soil Survey ofEI Dorado Area, California

California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Statutes (Public Resources Code Section 21000, et seq.)

Title 14, California Code of Regulations, Chapter 3, Guidelines for Implementation of the California Environmental
Quality Act (Section 15000, et seq.)

Record Search Results for Lewis Parcel (APN 067-301-17), North Central Information Center, July 2006.

Tentative Parcel Map prepared by Bob Olson, July 2006.
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