
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

FILES: S11-0009/PD11-0005

PROJECT NAME: Green Valley Nursery and Landscape

NAME OF APPLICANTS: Don and Julie Devorss

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NO.: 124-301-03 SECTION: 21 & 28 T: 10N R: 9E

LOCATION: Southeast corner of the intersection of Shadowfax Lane and Green Valley Road in the north EI
Dorado Hills area, EI Dorado County.

D GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT:

D REZONING: FROM:

D TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP

D SUBDIVISION

SUBDIVISION (NAME):

[8l SPECIAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW:

FROM: TO:

Special Use Permit request and Development Plan to allow a nursery and landscaping business with outdoor
sales and storage.

[8l OTHER: Planned Development

REASONS THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT:

D NO SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS WERE IDENTIFIED DURING THE INITIAL STUDY.

[8l MITIGATION HAS BEEN IDENTIFIED WHICH WOULD REDUCE POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT
IMPACTS.

D OTHER:

In accordance with the authority and criteria contained in the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), State
Guidelines, and EI Dorado County Guidelines for the Implementation of CEQA, the County Environmental Agent analyzed
the project and determined that the project will not have a significant impact on the environment. Based on this finding,
the Planning Department hereby prepares this MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION. A period of thirty (30) days from
the date of filing this mitigated negative declaration will be provided to enable public review of the project specifications
and this document prior to action on the project by COUNTY OF EL DORADO..A copy of the project specifications is on
file at the County of EI Dorado Planning Services, 2850 Fairlane Court, Placerville, CA 95667.

This Mitigated Negative Declaration was adopted by the (hearing body) on (date)

Executive Secretary

Exhibit P
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EL DORADO COUNTY PLANNING SERVICES

2850 FAIRLANE COURT

PLACERVILLE, CA 95667

INITIAL STUDY

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Project Title: S11-0009/PD11-0005/Green Valley Nursery

Lead Agency Name and Address: El Dorado County, 2850 Fairlane Court, Placerville, CA 95667

Contact Person: Tom Dougherty I Phone Number: (530) 621-5355

Applicant's Name and Address: Don and Julie Devorss, 2481 Shadowfax Lane, El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

Property Owner: Barbara Orosco, 1000 Orosco Drive, El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

Project Location: Southeast comer of the intersection of Shadowfax Lane and Green Valley Road in the north
El Dorado Hills area, in El Dorado County.

Assessor's Parcel Number: 124-301-03 Acres: 9.62

Zoning: Commercial-Planned Development (C-PD)

Sections: 21 & 28 T: ION R: 9E

General Plan Designation: Commercial (C)

Description of Project: Special Use Permit request and development plan to allow the existing nursery with
outdoor sales and storage of landscape plants and bulk landscape materials, and outdoor growing areas. Also
proposed is the operation of a landscaping business, seasonal sales of Christmas trees and pumpkins, the growing
and sales of fruit and vegetables, and the continued operation of the growing and sales of strawberries by a
separate tenant. The applicants are requesting they obtain a formal "Right to Farm" protection under Zoning
Ordinance Section 17.13.030 as part of the Special Use Permit request and to utilize one 64 square-foot free
standing sign and wall signs for the entire project parcel.

The project also includes requests for waivers for the following requirements:

1. To connect to public sewer and water;

2. To provide a fire hydrant;

3. To construct a permanent bathroom;

4. The paving of the interior roadways and parking lot areas; and

5. The no impact or disturbance requirement of General Plan Policy 7.3.3.4 within the required 50-foot
setback from the intermittent streambed.

Surrounding Land Uses and Setting:

Zoning General Plan Land Use/Improvements

Site C-PD C Agricultural strawberry farm, commercial nursery and
landscape business.

North RF OS Green Valley Road and Folsom Lake State Recreation Area

South R2A MDRlPF Shadowfax Lane and single-family residence and Mormon
Island Relocation Cemetery

East C-PD CIMDR Vacant, and one single-family residence

West R2A MDR Shadowfax Lane and the Mormon Island Wetland Preserve
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Briefly describe the environmental setting: The 9.62-acre parcel is located between 400 and 420 feet elevation
above sea level. It is bordered on the north and west sides by roadways. There is an unnamed intermittent
stream flowing east to west bisecting the parcel which empties into the Mormon Island Wetland Preserve, which
is located on the west side of Shadowfax Lane. The Mormon Island Dam, one of the dams containing Folsom
Lake, is located approximately 900 feet to the northwest across Green Valley Road. The Sacramento County line
is located one parcel away to the west. Approximately five acres south of the intermittent stream is planted in
strawberries and contains a storage shed. The area north of the stream has been graded flat and is the location of
the interior driveways, strawberry patch sales shed, a well pump house, the applicant's modular office building,
graveled parking area, and outside storage area for nursery plants in containers and piles of bulk landscaping
materials. There is one well located north of the stream within a small shed, and one south of it located within
another storage shed. There is one mature valley oak tree located on the parcel located near where the stream
exits the parcel near Shadowfax Lane.
Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, financing approval, or participation agreement)
1. Department of Transportation: Encroachment permit and road striping.
2. Environmental Health Division: Septic, water system, and restroom improvement review.
3. Air Quality Management District: Condition compliance review.
5. Building Services: Building and grading permit review.
6. El Dorado Hills Fire Department: Condition compliance review.
7. El Dorado County Resource Conservation District: Grading permit review.
8. EID: Facility Improvement Letter, if required.
9. California Department ofFish and Wildlife: 1602 Permit review, if required.
10. Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board: SWPPP compliance, if applicable.

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, involving at least one impact
that is a "Potentially Significant Impact" as indicated by the checklist on the following pages.

Aesthetics Agriculture and Forestry Resources Air Quality

X Biological Resources Cultural Resources Geology / Soils

Greenhouse Gas Emissions Hazards & Hazardous Materials Hydrology / Water Quality

Land Use / Planning Mineral Resources Noise

Population / Housing Public Services Recreation

Transportation/Traffic Utilities / Service Systems X Mandatory Findings of Significance

DETERMINATION

On the basis ofthis initial evaluation:

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

I:8J I find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the environment, there will not be
a significant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

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

D I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially significant unless
mitigated" impact on the environment, but at least one effect: 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to applicable legal standards; and 2) has been addressed by Mitigation Measures based on
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the earlier analysis as described in attached sheets. An ENvIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required, but it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

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

Printed Name:

Signature: Date:
--L.....:.::.....;....----=-~--==------7"~~<------

For: El Dorado County

Signature:

Printed Name: Peter N. Maurer, Principal Planner

Date:

For:

J; 1vE. lolL{

El Dorado County

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Introduction

This Initial Study has been prepared in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to
evaluate the potential environmental impacts resulting from the proposed park project.

Project Description

Special Use Permit request and development plan to allow a nursery and landscaping business with outdoor sales
and storage

Project Location and Surrounding Land Uses

The 9.62-acre site is located on the southeast comer of the intersection of Shadowfax Lane and Green Valley Road
in the north EI Dorado Hills area. The surrounding land uses include a cemetery and residence to the south, the
Folsom Lake State Recreation Area to the north, the Mormon Island Wetland Preserve to the west, and a vacant
commercial parcel and residence adjoining the east boundary.

Project Characteristics

1. Transportation/Circulation/Parking

The project currently has encroachments onto two County maintained roads, Green Valley Road and Shadowfax
Lane and plan to utilize them as their access points. A Phase 1 Initial Determination - Traffic Impact Study form
was reviewed. The project does not exceed any of the thresholds to require any further traffic studies. Frontage and
encroachment improvements would be required.

2. Utilities and Infrastructure

There are existing electrical facilities which would be extended within the parcel to the project. Domestic water
service is available at the site and would be upgaded as required by the EID. There are two existing wells currently
utilized for water service. The applicants would be required to connect to public sewer or a septic system, unless
waived by the Planning Commission in which case wells and a septic system would be utilized.
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3. Construction Considerations

Construction of the project would consist of installation of erosion control measures, stream restoration, and a
permanent fence barrier. The Transportation Division (Transportation) would require encroachment and striping
improvements. Building Services would require an "as built" building permit for the modular unit, a sign permit for
the signs, an "as built" grading permit, and a building permit for construction of a restroom. If the requirement to
connect to public sewer is waived, the applicants would be required to construct a septic system. The parking lot
would be required to be paved unless waived in lieu of utilizing the existing graveled surface.

Project Schedule and Approvals

This Initial Study is being circulated for public and agency review for a 3D-dayperiod. Written comments on the
Initial Study should be submitted to the project planner indicated in the Summary section, above.

Following the close of the written comment period, the Initial Study will be considered by the Lead Agency in a
public meeting and will be certified if it is determined to be in compliance with CEQA. The Lead Agency will also
determine whether to approve the project.

EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

1. A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are adequately supported
by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses following each question. A "No Impact" answer is
adequately supported if the referenced information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects
like the one involved (e.g., the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should be
explained where it is based on project-specific factors as well as general standards (e.g., the project will not expose
sensitive receptors to pollutants, based on a project-specific screening analysis).

2. All answers must 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 impacts.

3. Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the checklist
answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than significant with mitigation, or less than
significant. "Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is a fair argument that an effect may be
significant. If there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR
is required.

4. "Negative Declaration: Less Than Significant With Mitigation Incorporated" applies where the
incorporation of Mitigation Measures has reduced an effect from "Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less Than
Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the Mitigation Measures, and briefly explain how they reduce
the effect to a less than significant level.

5. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document
should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

6. Lead agencies are encouraged to incorporate into the checklist references to information sources for
potential impacts (e.g., general plans, zoning ordinances). Reference to a previously prepared or outside document
should, where appropriate, include a reference to the page or pages where the statement is substantiated.

7. Supporting Information Sources: A source list should be attached, and other sources used, or individuals
contacted should be cited in the discussion.

14-0386 E 5 of 193



Initial Study/Environmental Checklist

S Il-0009/PD II-0005/Green Valley Nursery
Page 5

8. This is only a suggested form, and lead agencies are free to use different formats; however, lead agencies
should normally address the questions from this checklist that are relevant to a project's environmental effects in
whatever format is selected.

9. The explanation of each issue should identify:

a. the significance criteria or threshold, if any, used to evaluate each question; and
b. the mitigation measure identified, if any, to reduce the impact to less than significant.

14-0386 E 6 of 193



Environmental Checklist/Discussion of Impacts

SII-0009/PDII-0005/Green Valley Nursery

Page 6

I'

"E C ~

r:::
cu cu r::: ~(J (J 0
~ l;:

~
c ;;;

c 'r: ,g 'c ts
.91 ts Ol Ol

~ ..<t ..~ cu
(J) cu en ~

0.
0. 0

C 0. E
'~'E ~

l/) e- CUEcu- ~ l/) 0 s: 0
+:;,; C Q) (J I':' zc c .=
~ *::J '~$
D.. D.. ...J

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

I. AESTHETICS. Would the project:

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

b. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual character quality of the site and its
surroundings?

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

x

x

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect to Visual Resources would result in the introduction of physical features that are not
characteristic of the surrounding development, substantially change the natural landscape, or obstruct an identified public
scenic vista.

a. Scenic Vista: The project site and vicinity is not identified by the County as a scenic view or resource (El Dorado
County Planning Services, El Dorado County General Plan Draft EIR (SCH #2001082030), May 2003, Exhibit 5.3­
I and Table 5.3-1). There would be no impacts.

b. Scenic Resources: The project site is not located near any roadway that is classified as a State Scenic Highway
(California Department of Transportation, California Scenic Highway Program, Officially Designated State Scenic
Highways, (http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/LandArch/scenic_highways/scenic_hwy.htm)). There were no trees or
historic buildings found that have been identified by submitted biological report or cultural resources study as
contributing to exceptional aesthetic value at the project site. There would be no impacts.

c. Visual Character: The proposed project would not degrade the visual character or quality of the site and its
surroundings in ways not anticipated for lands designated by the General Plan for C land uses. As mitigated for
stream restoration, the property would provide enhanced natural visual character and quality that currently exist by
improving the scenic areas of the property. Impacts would be less than significant.

d. Light and Glare: The project does include exterior lighting. If the special use permit and Development Plan are
approved, any future lighting would at a minimum require Development Services review prior to installation.
Impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: For the "Aesthetics" category, the thresholds of significance have not been exceeded. As conditioned,
mitigated, and with adherence to County Code, no significant environmental impacts would result from the project.
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II. AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOURCES. In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in assessing
impacts on agriculture and farmland, In determining whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are
significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by California Department of
forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state's inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment
Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forrest
Protocols adopted by the California Air Resources Board. Would the project:

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

b. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act Contract?

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

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

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

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect to Agricultural Resources would occur if:

x

x

x

x

x

• There is a conversion of choice agricultural land to nonagricultural use, or impairment of the agricultural
productivity of agricultural land;

• The amount of agricultural land in the County is substantially reduced; or

• Agricultural uses are subjected to impacts from adjacent incompatible land uses.

a. Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program: Review of the Important Farmland GIS map layer for El Dorado
County developed under the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program indicates that the project site contains
AwD, (Auburn silt loam with 2 to 30 percent slopes). AwD soils are not classified as unique and soils of local
importance or as statewide important farmland or prime farmland. The project site is designated for commercial
uses, and is not located within or adjacent to lands designated with the Agricultural Districts (A) General Plan Land
Use Overlay. As such, there would be no impacts.

b. Williamson Act Contract: The property is not located within a Williamson Act Contract and the project would not
conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, and would not affect any properties under a Williamson Act
Contract. There would be no impact.

c. Conflicts with Zoning for Forest/timber Lands: No conversion of timber or forest lands would occur as a result
of the project. There would be no impact.
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d. Loss of Forest land or Conversion of Forest land: Neither the General Plan nor the Zoning Ordinance designate
the site as an important Timberland Preserve Zone and the underlying soil types are not those known to support
timber production. There would be no impact.

e. Conversion of Prime Farmland or Forest Land: The project would not result in conversion of existing lands
designated by the General Plan and zoned for agricultural uses. The project site is designated for commercial uses
by the General Plan and is zoned for a commercial development. There is an existing strawberry growing and sales
operation located on the parcel, but that use existed prior to the rezoning of the parcel and has been determined to be
a legal non-conforming, interim use. There would be no impact.

FINDING: This project would have no significant impact on agricultural lands, would not convert agricultural lands to non­
agricultural uses, and would not affect properties subject to a Williamson Act Contract. For the "Agriculture" category, the
thresholds of significance have not been exceeded. For this "Agriculture" category, impacts would be less than significant.

III. AIR QUALITY. Would the project:

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

b. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to an existing or
projected air quality violation?

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state
ambient air quality standard (including releasing emissions which exceed
quantitative thresholds for ozone precursors)?

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

e. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people?

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Air Quality would occur if:

x

• Emissions ofROG and No., will result in construction or operation emissions greater than 821bs/day (See Table 5.2,
of the El Dorado County Air Pollution Control District - CEQA Guide);

• Emissions of PM IO, CO, SOz and No., as a result of construction or operation emissions, will result in ambient
pollutant concentrations in excess of the applicable National or State Ambient Air Quality Standard (AAQS).
Special standards for ozone, CO, and visibility apply in the Lake Tahoe Air Basin portion of the County; or

• Emissions of toxic air contaminants cause cancer risk greater than 1 in 1 million (lOin 1 million if best available
control technology for toxics is used) or a non-cancer Hazard Index greater than 1. In addition, the project must
demonstrate compliance with all applicable District, State and U.S. EPA regulations governing toxic and hazardous
emissions.

a. Air Quality Plan: El Dorado County has adopted the Rules and Regulations ofthe EI Dorado County Air Pollution
Control District, (February 15, 2000), establishing rules and standards for the reduction of stationary source air
pollutants (ROG/VOC, NOx, and 03). Any activities associated with the grading and construction of this project
would pose a less than significant impact on air quality because the El Dorado County Air Quality Management
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District (AQMD) would require that the project implement a Fugitive Dust Plan ifdeemed applicable during grading
activities. Such a plan would address grading measures and operation of equipment to minimize and reduce the
level of defined particulate matter exposure and/or emissions below a level of significance.

b. Air Quality Standards: The project would potentially create air quality impacts which may contribute to an
existing or projected air quality violation during grading and construction. Construction activities, project related
and those anticipated in the future, include grading and site improvements, for roadway expansion, utilities,
driveway, and associated on-site activities. These activities are typically intermittent and for short time frames in
days. Construction related activities would generate PMI0 dust emissions that would exceed either the state or
federal ambient air quality standards for PMlO. This is a temporary but potentially significant effect. The AQMD
reviewed the project and determined that with the implementation of standard County measures, including requiring
a Fugitive Dust Plan during grading and construction activities, the project would have a less than significant impact
on the air quality.

Operational air quality impacts would be minor, and would cause an insignificant contribution to existing or
projected air quality violations. Source emissions would be from vehicle trip emissions, landscape equipment, and
consumer products. Those effects would be typical of public facility uses. Impacts would be less than significant as
measured with current air quality standards.

c. Cumulative Impacts: The AQMD reviewed the project and determined that with the implementation of standard
conditions of approval for air quality should it be determined the grading or encroachment permits require it, the
project would have a less than significant cumulative impact.

d. Sensitive Receptors: The AQMD reviewed the project and did not respond that sensitive receptors exist in the area.
There would be no impacts anticipated.

e. Objectionable Odors: Nursery operations are not classified as an odor generating facility within Table 3.1 of the EI
Dorado County AQMD CEQA Guide. The proposed project would not be anticipated to create significant levels of
odors as measured with current standards. Impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: The project would not significantly affect the implementation of regional air quality regulations or management
plans. The project would result in increased emissions due to grading and operation; however existing regulations would
reduce these impacts to a less-than-significant level. The project would not cause substantial adverse effects to air quality,
nor exceed established significance thresholds for air quality impacts.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat
modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status

Xspecies in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California
Department ofFish and Game 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 X
the California Department ofFish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?

14-0386 E 10 of 193



Initial Study/Environmental Checklist

SII-0009/PDII-0005/Green Valley Nursery

Page 10

"E "E "E
«I «I <:: «I
0 0 0 0
~ I;::

~
<:: I;::

<:: ·c ,g ·c 0
.Qlo Ol Ol

~
Ol 0 <Il

(/) «I en :-2 en «I a.
a. ~:2

0 a. E~ oS e- <::
Ejij jij (/)

0
«I 0(/) L:

~
~ Q) 0 I- Z

ct ;:: .=
~ 2 (J)

:::> (J)
0 Q)a. a. -l

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally protected wetlands as defmed by
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal

Xpool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other
means?

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

e. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources,
X

such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?

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

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

• Substantially reduce or diminish habitat for native fish, wildlife or plants;
• Cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels;
• Threaten to eliminate a native plant or animal community;
• Reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal;
• Substantially affect a rare or endangered species of animal or plant or the habitat of the species; or
• Interfere substantially with the movement of any resident or migratory fish or wildlife species.

a. Special Status Species: A Biological Evaluation Letter Report dated April 25, 2006 (Bio Report), and General Plan
Policy 7.3.3.4 Analysis of Setback to a Wetland Swale for the Green Valley, dated November 27, 2013 (Wetland
Analysis) were submitted for the project. No listed species or habitats for listed species were found on the project
parcel. The studies found that the project would not have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modification, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status species in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service. The parcel does not fall within designated critical habitat or core areas for the Red-legged and Yellow­
legged frog species. The project site is located Rare Plant Mitigation Area 2. Impacts would be less than
significant.

b-e, Riparian Habitat, Wetlands: There is an unnamed intermittent stream that bisects the parcel and flows east to
west and empties into the Mormon Island Wetland Preserve. The Analysis concluded that, although the stream is
considered an intermittent stream through the properties to the east, it is classified as a wetland swale through the
subject parcel. Both types require a 50-foot setback. The Preliminary Jurisdictional Delineation Report dated April
25, 2006, determined there were no isolated wetlands but that the wetland swale constituted 0.27 acre of potential
jurisdictional wetlands. Additionally, Bio Report and Wetland Analysis identified the plants within the bed and
bank, and determined that the existing strawberry and vegetable growing area consists of 5.01 acres. The Wetland
Analysis was submitted as required by the Interim Interpretive Guidelines for General Plan Policy 7.3.3.4 to support
their request to reduce the 50-foot setback to between 9 and 23 feet as shown on the Proposed Wetland Setback map
dated December 5,2013 .. The Analysis concluded that this setback would be adequate to protect the wetland swale,
with inclusion of mitigation measures for the removal oflandscaping materials from the setback, re-vegetating of the
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previously disturbed areas within the setback, seeding for Best Management Practices, and control of the invasive
weeds. Their conclusion was based on the following findings:

"a. The area within 50 feet of the north side of the wetland swale did not contain riparian vegetation prior to
establishment of the nursery;

b. The vegetation in the wetland swale that was removed has recovered to a similar vegetative community as
previously existed;

c. The wetland swale provides limited value for wildlife movement due to conditions in the surrounding area, and
the project will not result in any new barriers, and

d. The reduced setback distance will not affect special-status species."

The strawberry and vegetable grower reports to the El Dorado County Department of Agriculture to obtain an
Operator Identification number for the application of herbicides and to assure they are aware of potential problems
of pesticide and fertilizer runoff issues. The Department of Agriculture staff has visited the site and found no
evidence of those issues. Should the nursery operation be approved, the Department of Agriculture wilI visit the site
for the Nursery program and Pest Exclusion Inspections.

The applicants have graded the wetland swale bed and banks without permit so mitigation measures are
recommended to restore the habitat. Allowing tractors, trucks, hand and machine digging of plants within the
riparian zone would adversely affect the stream and riparian habitat community. The concentrations of fertilizer
leaching and soil compaction and disturbance would not stabilize, enhance, or adequately protect the natural riparian
biological community. Up and down-stream from the site, willows, valley oaks, and cottonwoods exist that show
that this is a viable biological stream system that drains a large watershed area, albeit portions of have been stripped
of natural vegetation mechanically and with weed killers in the past. This watershed system drains into a man-made
ditch located on the west side of Shadowfax Lane. The ditch was constructed when soil from the dam construction
was deposited and leveled in that area. That ditch travels south approximately 800 feet, turns to the west, and
empties over the top of a waterfall into a round-rock pool and stream channel that joins the waters of the Mormon
Island Wetland Preserve. The Preserve is significantly lower in elevation because of the soil deposits, creating the
waterfall. The Mormon Island Wetland Preserve is a cooperative effort between Ducks Unlimited, Bureau of
Reclamation, and California State Parks.

Planning has included recommended mitigation measures to require a grading permit that implements Best
Management Practices and requiring a permanent barrier such as field fencing with t-posts be set at the Proposed
Wetland Setback map dated December 5, 2013, from the high water mark on the north side. Additionally, the
applicants would be required to submit a re-vegetation plan to include only species that currently grow within that
stream system.

The following measures are proposed to mitigate impacts to a less-than-significant level from grading and other
activities within the northern portion of the existing wetland swale and associated habitat:

BIO-I: Wetland Swale: The applicant is required to submit an "as built" grading permit application for
the entire portion of the parcel north of the strawberry patch within 60 days of a project approval. The
grading plan shall include the following provisions:

a. The applicant shall be obtain the appropriate permits from State and Federal agencies or any other
agency that may be involved;

b. Best Management Practices that conform with the County's California Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan, issued by the State Water Resources Control Board for erosion and sediment control,
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shall be incorporated into the project development plans and implemented as approved by Building
Services during the grading permit process.

c. No equipment shall be allowed within the water channel. Landscaping in the approved setback shall
be removed (including shredded bark mulch, cobble, soil, rock berm, etc.).

d. A permanent barrier such as field fencing with t-posts, or similar barrier approved by Planning
Services, shall be set on the north side of the intermittent stream. The fencing shall be placed from the
eastern to western property boundary but allow vehicular access across the existing driveway spanning
the culvert.

e. The applicants shall submit a re-vegetation/restoration plan for the previously disturbed area within the
approved setback of nine to 23 feet, consistent with the General Plan Policy 7.3.3.4 Analysis of
Setback to a Wetland Swale for the Green Valley, dated November 27, 2013, and the Proposed
Wetland Setback map dated December 5, 2013.

Any seeded or planted vegetation shall be I) native to California, and 2) previously documented from
the area (such as previously reported from the project site or the nearby Mormon Island Wetland
Preserve). The vegetation shall be considered re-established when the plant cover is similar to the area
of the water channel that was not landscaped. Suitable species include Baltic rush (Juncus balticus),
iris-leaved rush (J. xiphioides), spikerush (Eleocharis macrostachya), clustered field sedge (Carex
praegracilis), or comparable species.

If seeding of the banks is included in the BMPs, any seeded vegetation shall be I) native to the direct
project vicinity or sterile, and 2) if native, previously documented from the area (such as previously
reported from the project site or the nearby Mormon Island Wetland Preserve). Suitable species
include blue wild rye (Elymus glaucus), creeping wild rye (E. [=Leymus] triticoides), foothill
needlegrass (Stipa [=Nassella] lepida), lupines (Lupinus sp.), or comparable species.

Monitoring Responsibility: Planning Services and Building Services

Monitoring Requirement: The applicant shall include mitigations a-e above on the grading permit
plans. Planning Services shall review the grading permit plans to ensure their inclusion prior to
issuance of a grading permit. The Building Services field inspector shall verify compliance with said
mitigations upon site inspection for the grading permit. Planning Services shall make a field
inspection of the planted area prior to finaling the grading permit.

The Department of the Army, Corps of Engineers reviewed the project and determined that the project would not
require a 404 Permit. The project may be regulated by a Streambed Alteration Agreements to be obtained from
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, if applicable, pursuant to Sections 1602 of the California Fish and
Wildlife Code. Fish and Wildlife would require review of the development plans prior to issuance of a grading
permit. The mitigation measures recommended below would reduce the impacts to the unnamed intermittent stream
to a less than significant level.

Impact: The project has affected the adjacent riparian habitat outside of the Ordinary High Water Mark and within
the streambed and banks by grading the entire area. This impact is considered significant.

Implementation of the following mitigation measure, if deemed applicable by the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife would reduce impacts to the unnamed intermittent stream riparian habitat:
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BIO-2: Streambed Alteration Agreement: A Streambed Alteration Agreement, pursuant to Fish and
Game Code 1602, shall be obtained by the applicant from the California Department of Fish and
Wildlife, if applicable.

Monitoring Responsibility: Planning Services

Monitoring Requirement: The applicant shall provide a copy of the 1602 Streambed Alteration
Agreement to Planning Services prior to issuance of the grading permit. If it has been determined by
Fish and Wildlife that said permit does not apply after their review of the development plans, the
applicant shall provide Planning Services with verification from Fish and Wildlife that no Agreement
is needed for the project, prior to issuance of an "as built" grading permit.

Impact: The Wetland Analysis found that the soil disturbance and vegetation removal may have led to the
establishment of two invasive weeds that were not previously found at the site, stinkwort (Dittrichia graveolens) and
tree tobacco (Nicotiana glauca), and has recommended the following mitigation measure to abate that exoansion:

BIO-3: Invasive Weeds: Invasive weed control measures shall be implemented for stinkwort
(Dittrichia graveolens) and tree tobacco (Nicotiana glauca). The County Department of Agriculture
shall be consulted for appropriate control and disposal methods for these species. If manual or
mechanical control is not feasible and herbicide is necessary, application will occur in compliance with
applicable regulations, including regulations for application near water.

Monitoring Responsibility: Planning Services

Monitoring Requirement: The applicants shall provide Planning Services proof of the
applicants consultation with the County Department of Agriculture, as well provide a copy of the
invasive weed control planned mutually developed with them, prior to issuance of a grading permit.

d. Migration Corridors: Review of the California Department of Fish and Wildlife California Wildlife Habitat
Relationship System indicates that there are no mapped critical deer migration corridors on the project site. No
removal of significant trees or shrubs would result from a project approval. As mitigated, the project would not
substantially interfere with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with any
established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of wildlife nursery sites. During the
grading of the streambed and bank, no trees and shrubs were lost. The riparian habitat would be subject of a
restoration plan that would upgrade its potential for being a migration corridor. Impacts would be less than
significant.

e. Local Policies: El Dorado County Code and General Plan Policies pertaining to the protection of biological
resources would include protection of rare plants, setbacks to riparian areas, and mitigation of impacted oak
woodlands. Rare plants were discussed above in the Special Status Species section.

General Plan Policy 7.3.3.4 requires a minimum non-development setback of 50 feet from intermittent streams and
wetlands. These standards may be modified in a particular instance if more detailed information relating to slope,
soil stability, vegetation, habitat, or other site or project-specific conditions supplied as part of the review for a
specific project demonstrates that s different setback is necessary or would be sufficient to protect the particular
riparian area.

Provided that appropriate storm water Best Management Practices (BMPs) are in place to catch runoff as required
by the mitigation measures listed above, there would be no significant effect to the wetlands. The following is a list
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of the BMPs that the project would be required to adhere as a part of the grading permit requirements by County
Code. The Building Services Plan Checker will review the submitted grading plan and verify that the plan includes
BMPs consistent with the County's California Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan issued by the State Water
Resources Control Board, prior to grading permit issuance:

Erosion Control , Sediment Control .... Tracking rntltrAl Storm 'Water,Mariagementv '..
o Hydroseeding o Silt Fence o Stabilized Construction o Water Conservation Practices

Entrance
o Straw Mulch o Fiber Rolls Waste Management o Vehicle and Equipment Cleaning
o Geotextiles and o Gravel Bag Berm o Material Delivery and o Vehicle and Equipment
Mats Storage Maintenance
Erosion Control o Street Sweeping and o Material Use Non Storm Water Management

Vacuuming

As conditioned, and with adherence to County Codes, the project would incorporate "Best Management Practices"
and Mitigation Measures to minimize impacts on the wetland swale.

Policy 7.4.4.4 establishes the native oak tree canopy retention and replacement standards. There is one valley oak
tree located along the south bank of the intermittent stream setback area and would not be located within the areas of
the parcel where the primary business activities would occur.

f. Adopted Plans: This project, as designed, would not conflict with the provistons of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan. There would be a less than significant impact in this category.

FINDING: Mitigation measures have been included to reduce potentially significant impacts to a less than significant level.
For the "Biological Resources" category, the thresholds of significance have not been exceeded and no significant
environmental impacts would result from the project.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource as
defined in Section 15064.5?

b. Cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of archaeological
Xresource pursuant to Section 15064.5?

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or
Xunique geologic feature?

d. Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of formal
Xcemeteries?

DISCUSSIOn: In general, significant Impacts are those that diminish the integrity, research potential, or other characteristics
that make a historical or cultural resource significant or important. A substantial adverse effect on Cultural Resources would
occur if the implementation of the project would:

• Disrupt, alter, or adversely affect a prehistoric or historic archaeological site or a property or historic or cultural
significant to a community or ethnic or social group; or a paleontological site except as a part of a scientific study;
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• Affect a landmark of culturallhistorical importance;
• Conflict with established recreational, educational, religious or scientific uses of the area; or
• Conflict with adopted environmental plans and goals of the community where it is located.

a. Historic Resources: The Cultural Resources Survey prepared by Sycamore Environmental Consultants, dated May
2006 identified no significant prehistoric or historic archaeological sites, features, or artifacts. In the event sub­
surface historical, cultural, or archeological sites or materials are disturbed during earth disturbances and grading
activities on the site, standard Conditions of Approval would be included to reduce impacts to a less than significant
level.

b-e. Archaeological Resource, Paleontological Resource: According to the Cultural Resources Study, no significant
prehistoric or historic archaeological sites, features, or artifacts were found and the project site does not contain any
known paleontological sites or known fossil strata/locales. In the event sub-surface historical, cultural, or
archeological sites or materials are disturbed during earth disturbances and grading activities on the site, standard
Conditions of Approval would be included to reduce impacts to a less than significant level.

d. Human Remains: There is a small likelihood of human remain discovery on the project site. During all grading
activities, standard Conditions of Approval would be required that address accidental discovery of human remains.
Impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: No significant cultural resources were identified on the project site. Standard Conditions of Approval would be
required with requirements for accidental discovery during project construction. This project would have a less than
significant impact within the Cultural Resources category.

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. Would the project:

a. Expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or

X
based on other substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42.

ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? X

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including liquefaction? X

iv) Landslides? X

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss oftopsoil? .i,NJ····

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

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defmed in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform
X

Building Code (1994) creating substantial risks to life or property?

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

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

• Allow substantial development of structures or features in areas susceptible to seismically induced hazards such as
groundshaking, liquefaction, seiche, and/or slope failure where the risk to people and property resulting from
earthquakes could not be reduced through engineering and construction measures in accordance with regulations,
codes, and professional standards;

• Allow substantial development in areas subject to landslides, slope failure, erosion, subsidence, settlement, and/or
expansive soils where the risk to people and property resulting from such geologic hazards could not be reduced
through engineering and construction measures in accordance with regulations, codes, and professional standards; or

• Allow substantial grading and construction activities in areas of known soil instability, steep slopes, or shallow
depth to bedrock where such activities could result in accelerated erosion and sedimentation or exposure of people,
property, and/or wildlife to hazardous conditions (e.g., blasting) that could not be mitigated through engineering and
construction measures in accordance with regulations, codes, and professional standards.

a. Seismic Hazards:

i) According to the California Department of Conservation, Division of Mines and Geology, there are no Alquist- Priolo
fault zones within EI Dorado County. The nearest such faults are located in Alpine and Butte Counties. There would be
no impact.

ii) The potential for seismic ground shaking in the project area is considered less than significant. Any potential impacts
due to seismic impacts would be addressed through compliance with the Uniform Building Code. All structures would
be built to meet the construction standards of the UBC for the appropriate seismic zone. Impacts would be less than
significant.

iii) El Dorado County is considered an area with low potential for seismic activity. The potential areas for liquefaction on
the project site would be the wetlands which would be filled as part of the project. Impacts would be less than
significant.

iv) All grading activities onsite would be required to comply with the El Dorado County Grading, Erosion Control and
Sediment Ordinance. Compliance with the Ordinance would reduce potential landslide impacts to less than significant.

b. Soil Erosion: All grading activities exceeding 250 cubic yards of graded material or grading completed for the
purpose of supporting a structure must meet the provisions contained in the County of El Dorado - Grading,
Erosion, and Sediment Control Ordinance Adopted by the County of El Dorado Board of Supervisors, August 10,
2010 (Ordinance #4949). According to the Soil Survey for EI Dorado County, the project site contains AwD,
(Auburn silt loam with 2 to 30 percent slopes) with slight to moderate erosion hazard. All grading activities onsite
would comply with the EI Dorado County Grading, Erosion Control and Sediment Ordinance including the
implementation of pre- and post-construction Best Management Practices (BMPs). The implemented BMPs are
required to be consistent with the County's California Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan issued by the State
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Water Resources Control Board to eliminate run-off and erosion and sediment controls. Implementation of these
BMPs would reduce potential significant impacts of soil erosion or the loss of topsoil to a less than significant level.

c-d. Geologic Hazards, Expansive Soils: As stated above, the project site contains Auburn silt loam soils. The Soil
Survey for EI Dorado County lists this type as having low shrink-swell potential. There are no excessively steep
slopes on the surrounding parcels entering into the subject parcel. The site would not be anticipated to be subject to
off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse, nor does it have expansive soils. The
project would be required to comply with the EI Dorado County Grading, Erosion and Sediment Control Ordinance
and the development plans for the proposed buildings would be required to implement the Uniform Building Code
Seismic construction standards. As such, impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level.

e. Septic Capability: The project is required by the General Plan to connect to public sewer unless it is proven that
this is unfeasible. If the project is not required to connect to public sewer, the project septic system design would be
reviewed and approved by the Environmental Health Division. The 9.62-acre size would be anticipated to allow
sufficient area for an adequate septic system. Impacts would be less than significant.

FINDING: All grading activities would be required to comply with the El Dorado County Grading, Erosion Control and
Sediment Ordinance which would address potential impacts related to soil erosion, landslides and other geologic impacts.
Future development would be required to comply with the Uniform Building Code which would address potential seismic
related impacts. For this 'Geology and Soils' category impacts would be less than significant.

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have
.

Ii·.... .Ii .X
a significant impact on the environment? ..... .'5:7;'l;l;. '.~~~

b. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of .
;..~~~'

reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? .... ;; :

a-b. Generate Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Policy. The prominent GHGs contributing to the greenhouse effect as
specifically listed in Assembly Bill AB 32, the California Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006, are carbon
dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide, hydrofluorocarbons, perfluorocarbons, and sulfur hexafluoride. Emissions of GHGs
contributing to global climate change are attributable in large part to human activities associated with the
industrial/manufacturing, utility, transportation, residential, and agricultural sectors; in California, the transportation
sector is the largest emitter of GHGs, followed by electricity generation. California Energy Commission. 2006.
Inventory of California Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Sinks: 1990 to 2004. (Staff Final Report). Publication CEC­
600-2006-013-SF.

GHGs are a global pollutants, unlike criteria for air pollutants and toxic air contaminants, which are pollutants of
regional and local concern. Carbon dioxide equivalents are a measurement used to account for the fact that different
GHGs have different potential to retain infrared radiation in the atmosphere and contribute to the greenhouse effect.

Emitting C02 into the atmosphere is not itself an adverse environmental affect. It is the increased concentration of
C02 in the atmosphere potentially resulting in global climate change and the associated consequences of such
climate change that results in adverse environmental affects (e.g., sea level rise, loss of snowpack, severe weather
events). Although it is possible to generally estimate a project's incremental contribution of C02 into the
atmosphere, it is typically not possible to determine whether or how an individual project's relatively small
incremental contribution might translate into physical effects on the environment.
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In June 2008, the Office of Planning and Research's (aPR) issued a technical advisory (CEQA and Climate
Change) to provide interim guidance regarding the basis for determining the proposed project's contribution of
greenhouse gas emissions and the project's contribution to global climate change. In the absence of adopted local or
statewide thresholds, aPR recommends the following approach for analyzing greenhouse gas emissions: Identify
and quantify the project's greenhouse gas emissions; Assess the significance of the impact on climate change; and if
the impact is found to be significant, identify alternatives and/or Mitigation Measures that would reduce the impact
to less-than-significant levels.

The project proposes a nursery and landscaping business with features and intermittent uses similar to other existing
similar facilities within the County and it would be required to incorporate modem construction and design features
that reduce energy consumption to the extent feasible during the grading and building permit processes.
Implementation of these requirements required by the Air Quality Management District Rules would help reduce
potential GHG emissions resulting from the development of the proposed project. In light of these factors, impacts
related to the project's expected contribution to GHG emissions would not be considered significant, either on a
project-level or cumulative basis. Impacts would be anticipated to be less than significant.

FINDING: The project would result in less than significant impacts to greenhouse gas emissions because of the project's
size and inclusion of design features to address the emissions of greenhouse gases.

VIII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

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

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

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

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

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

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project result in
a safety hazard for people residing or working in the project area?

g. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

h. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires, including where wildlands are adjacent to urbanized areas
or where residences are intermixed with wildlands?

x

x

x
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Discussion: A substantial adverse effect due to Hazards or Hazardous Materials would occur if implementation of the
project would:

• Expose people and property to hazards associated with the use, storage, transport, and disposal of hazardous
materials where the risk of such exposure could not be reduced through implementation of Federal, State, and local
laws and regulations;

• Expose people and property to risks associated with wildland fires where such risks could not be reduced through
implementation of proper fuel management techniques, buffers and landscape setbacks, structural design features,
and emergency access; or

• Expose people to safety hazards as a result of former on-site mining operations.

a-b. Hazardous Materials: The project may involve transportation, use, and disposal of hazardous materials such as
construction materials, paints, fuels, and landscaping materials. The majority of the use of these hazardous materials
would occur primarily during construction and/or routine intermittent maintenance. Any uses of hazardous
materials would be required to comply with all applicable federal, state, and local standards associated with the
handling and storage of hazardous materials. Prior to any use of any excessive amounts of hazardous materials, the
project would be required to obtain a Hazardous Materials Business Plan through the Environmental Management­
Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste Division of El Dorado County. With adherence to County Code, impacts
would be a less than significant.

c. Hazardous Materials Near Schools: The project parcel is not located within 0.25 mile from a school. There
would be no impacts.

d. Hazardous Sites: A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment dated February 2006 was submitted for the previous
Z07-0024 project involving the subject parcel. That study evaluated the potential for or the existence of recognized
environmental conditions on or beneath the assessed property as a result of current or past land use. No evidence of
recognized environmental conditions was found. Additionally, no parcels within El Dorado County are included on
the Cortese List which lists known hazardous sites in California. Impacts would be anticipated to be less than
significant.

e-f. Aircraft Hazards, Private Airstrips: The project is not located in the vicinity of a public or private airstrip. As
such, the project would not be subject to any land use limitations contained within any adopted Comprehensive
Land Use Plan and there would be no immediate hazard for people residing or working in the project area or safety
hazard resulting from airport operations and aircraft over-flights in the vicinity of the project site. No impacts would
be anticipated to occur within these categories.

g. Emergency Plan: The nursery and landscaping business would not be anticipated to increase the impacts to the
existing road systems. As conditioned, neither DOT nor El Dorado Hills Fire Department responded with any
concern that the emergency plan would be affected by the current proposal. Impacts would be less than significant.

h. Wildfire Hazards: The degree of hazard in wildland areas depends on weather variables like temperature, wind,
and moisture, the amount of dryness and arrangement of vegetation, slope steepness, and accessibility to human
activities, accessibility of firefighting equipment, and fuel clearance around structures. The El Dorado Hills Fire
Department has reviewed the project and did not identify wildfire hazards particular to this site. Impacts would be
anticipated to be less than significant level.
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FINDING: The project is not anticipated to expose the area to hazards relating to the use, storage, transport, or disposal of
hazardous materials. Any proposed use of excessive amounts of hazardous materials would be subject to review and
approval of a Hazardous Materials Business Plan issued by the Hazardous Materials and Solid Waste Division. For this
'Hazards and Hazardous Materials' category, impacts would be less than significant.

IX. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. Would the project:

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements?

b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such that there would be a net deficit in aquifer volume or a
lowering of the local groundwater table level (e.g., the production rate of pre-­
existing nearby wells would drop to a level which would not support existing land
uses or planned uses for which permits have been granted)?

c. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, in a manner which would
result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or -off-site?

d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including
through the alteration of the course of a stream or river, or substantially increase the
rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or
off-site?

e. 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'?

f. Otherwise substantially degrade water quality?

g. Place housing within a IOO-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

h. Place within a IOO-year flood hazard area structures which would impede or
redirect flood flows?

i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss, injury or death
involving flooding, including flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

j. Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow?

X

X

X

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Hydrology and Water Quality would occur if the implementation of the project
would:

• Expose residents to flood hazards by being located within the lOO-year floodplain as defined by the Federal
Emergency Management Agency;

• Cause substantial change in the rate and amount of surface runoff leaving the project site ultimately causing a
substantial change in the amount of water in a stream, river or other waterway;

• Substantially interfere with groundwater recharge;
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• Cause degradation of water quality (temperature, dissolved oxygen, turbidity and/or other typical stormwater
pollutants) in the project area; or

• Cause degradation of groundwater quality in the vicinity of the project site.

a. Water Quality Standards: Any grading, encroachment, and improvement plans required by the DOT and
Development Services would be required to be prepared and designed to meet the County of EI Dorado Grading,
Erosion, and Sediment Control Ordinance. These standards require that erosion and sediment control be
implemented into the design of the project. If the project is not required to connect to public sewer, the project
septic system design would be reviewed and approved by the Environmental Health Division. Project related
construction activities would be required to adhere to the EI Dorado County Grading, Erosion Control and Sediment
Ordinance which would require the implementation and execution of Best Management Practices (BMPs) to
minimize degradation of water quality during implementation of the Best Management Practices, stream restoration,
and potential parking lot paving. As conditioned, impacts would be anticipated to be less than significant.

b. Groundwater Supplies: The Environmental Health Division reviewed the project proposal and did not report
evidence that the project would substantially reduce or alter the quantity of groundwater in the vicinity, or materially
interfere with groundwater recharge. Impacts would be less than significant.

c-f Drainage Patterns: As conditioned for stream restoration and the implementation of Best Management Practices
during the grading permit, no adverse increase in the overall runoff and flows are expected. The project would be
required to conform to the EI Dorado County Grading, Erosion Control and Sediment Ordinance. Impacts would be
less than significant.

g-h. Flood-related Hazards: The project site is not located within any mapped 100-year flood areas as shown on Firm
Panel Number 06017C0725E, revised September 26, 2008. The project would not result in the construction of any
structures that would impede or redirect flood flows any more than they have for the past 20 years. Impacts would
be less than significant.

i. Dam or Levee Failure: The Morman Island Dam, one of the dams containing Folsom Lake, is located
approximately 900 feet to the northwest across Green Valley Road. The subject property is located adjacent to the
dam but not directly downstream. Impacts would be anticipated to be less than significant.

j. Inundation by Seiche, Tsunami, or Mudflow: The proposed project is not located near a coastal area or adjacent
to a large body of water such as a bay, or estuary, volcanoes, or other volcanic features. As discussed above, due to
the project location, there is no potential for impacts from seiche or tsunami, and less than significant impacts
anticipated from mudflow potentially coming from a dam failure.

FINDING: The proposed project would require an encroachment permit through the DOT and grading permit through
Building Services that would address erosion and sediment control. As conditioned and with adherence to County Code, no
significant hydrological impacts are expected with the development of the project either directly or indirectly.
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a. Physically divide an established community?

b. Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to, the general plan,
specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?

c. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community
conservation plan? x

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Land Use would occur ifthe implementation of the project would:

• Result in the conversion of Prime Farmland as defined by the State Department of Conservation;
• Result in conversion of land that either contains choice soils or which the County Agricultural Commission has

identified as suitable for sustained grazing, provided that such lands were not assigned urban or other
nonagricultural use in the Land Use Map;

• Result in conversion of undeveloped open space to more intensive land uses;
• Result in a use substantially incompatible with the existing surrounding land uses; or
• Conflict with adopted environmental plans, policies, and goals of the community.

a. Established Community: As conditioned and mitigated, the project would be compatible with the surrounding
residential, commercial and open space land uses and would not be anticipated to create land use conflicts. With an
approved special use permit and development plan, the project would be compatible with the C land use designation
and with the C-PD zoning designation. Impacts would be anticipated to be less than significant.

b. Land Use Consistency: As conditioned, the proposed project would be consistent with the specific, fundamental,
and mandatory land use development goals, objectives, and policies of the 2004 General Plan, and would be
consistent with the development standards contained within the El Dorado County Zoning Ordinance. With an
approved special use permit and development plan, the project would be consistent with the project site's General
Plan C land use designation, and the C-PD Zone District. Impacts would be anticipated to be less than significant.

c. Habitat Conservation Plan: The project site is not within the boundaries of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan
(HCCP), or a Natural Community Conservation Plan (NCCP), or any other conservation plan. As such, the
proposed project would not conflict with an adopted conservation plan. There would be no impact.

FINDING: With an approved special use permit and development plan, the proposed uses of the land would be consistent
with the zoning and the General Plan land use designation. There would be no significant impact from the project due to a
conflict with the General Plan or zoning designations for use of the property. No significant impacts are expected.

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:
:'".

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of r "

X
value to the region and the residents of the state? •. :# :.<
b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource '.I>

recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use plan? X
.;..:,',
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Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Mineral Resources would occur if the implementation of the project would:

• Result in obstruction of access to, and extraction of mineral resources classified MRZ-2x, or result in land use
compatibility conflicts with mineral extraction operations.

a. Mineral Resource Loss-Region, State: The project site is not mapped as being within a Mineral Resource Zone
(MRZ) by the State of California Division of Mines and Geology or in the EI Dorado County General Plan. No
impacts would occur.

b. Mineral Resource Loss-Locally: The Western portion of EI Dorado county is divided into four, 15 minute
quadrangles (Folsom, Placerville, Georgetown, and Auburn) mapped by the State of California Division of Mines
and Geology showing the location of Mineral and Resource Zones (MRZ). Those areas which are designated MRZ­
2a contain discovered mineral deposits that have been measured or indicate reserves calculated. Land in this
category is considered to contain mineral resources of known economic importance to the County and/or State.
Review of the mapped areas of the County indicates that this site does not contain any mineral resources of known
local or statewide economic value. No impacts would occur.

FINDING: No impacts to any known mineral resources would occur as a result of the project. Therefore, no mitigation is
required. For the 'Mineral Resources' category, the project would not exceed the identified thresholds of significance.

XII. NOISE. Would the project result in:

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies?

b. Exposure of persons to or generation of excessive groundborne vibration or
groundborne noise levels?

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise levels in the
project vicinity above levels existing without the project?

e. For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has
not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would
the project expose people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise
level?

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the project expose
people residing or working in the project area to excessive noise levels?

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect due to Noise would occur if the implementation of the project would:

• Result in short-term construction noise that creates noise exposures to surrounding noise sensitive land uses in
excess of 60dBA CNEL;
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• Result in long-term operational noise that creates noise exposures in excess of 60 dBA CNEL at the adjoining
property line of a noise sensitive land use and the background noise level is increased by 3dBA, or more; or

• Results in noise levels inconsistent with the performance standards contained in Table 6-1 and Table 6-2 in the El
Dorado County General Plan.

a. Noise Exposures: The project would not be anticipated to cause the exposure of persons to, or cause the generation
of noise levels in excess of standards established in the General Plan Noise Section from transportation or non­
transportation sources because of the location, parcel size, and nature of the nursery and landscaping business.
There would be no significant impacts.

b. Ground Borne Shaking: The project may generate intermittent ground borne vibration or shaking events during
project construction. These potential impacts would be limited to project construction and grading. Adherence to
the time limitations of construction activities to 7:00am to 7:00pm Monday through Friday and 8:00am to 5:00pm
on weekends and federally recognized holidays would limit the ground shaking effects in the project area. Impacts
would be anticipated to be less than significant.

c. Short-term Noise Increases: The project would include construction activities for the implementation of Best
Management Practices and stream restoration. The short-term noise increases would potentially exceed the
thresholds established by the General Plan. Standard Conditions of Approval would limit the hours of construction
activities to 7:00am to 7:00pm Monday through Friday and 8:00am to 5:00pm on weekends and federally
recognized holidays. Adherence to the limitations of construction would be anticipated to reduce potentially
significant impacts to a less than significant level.

d. Long-term Noise Increases: The project would not be anticipated increase the ambient noise levels in the area in
excess of the established noise thresholds because of the nature of the landscaping and nursery businesses. No
additional development is proposed as part of the project but an approval would require the existing building and
graded areas to be brought into compliance with County Code. Impacts would be anticipated to be less than
significant.

e-f. Aircraft Noise: The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or is it within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport. There would be no significant impacts.

FINDING: For the 'Noise' category, impacts would be anticipated to be less than significant.

XIII. POPULATION AND HOUSING. Would the project:

a. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either directly (i.e., by
··C._

proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (i.e., through extension of roads
;!,t~~·

X
or other infrastructure)?

.;.';. ..

b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, necessitating the construction
r

I' ;;.V.
X

of replacement housing elsewhere? I ....•..... ; •
c. Displace substantial numbers of people, necessitating the construction of .

Xreplacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Population and Housing would occur if the implementation of the project would:
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• Create substantial growth or concentration in population;
• Create a more substantial imbalance in the County's current jobs to housing ratio; or
• Conflict with adopted goals and policies set forth in applicable planning documents.

a-c. Population Growth, Housing Displacement, and Replacement Housing: No housing or people would be displaced.
Routine maintenance visits to the facility would be limited to employees or carrier-approved maintenance personnel.
There would be no impacts anticipated.

FINDING: The project would not displace housing. There would be no potential for a significant impact due to substantial
growth with the communications facility either directly or indirectly. For this "Population and Housing" category, the
thresholds of significance would not be anticipated to be exceeded.

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision ofnew or physically altered governmental facilities, needfor new or physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction ofwhich could cause significant environmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times or other performance objectives for any ofthe public services:

a. Fire protection?

b. Police protection?

c. Schools? X

d. Parks? X

e. Other government services?

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 staffmg and
equipment to maintain the Sheriff's Department goal of one sworn officer per 1,000 residents;

• 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.

a. Fire Protection: The El Dorado Hills Fire Department currently provides fire protection services to the project
area. Development of the project would not be anticipated to increase the demand for fire protection services, and
would not prevent the Department from meeting its response times for the project or its designated service area any
more than exists today. Impacts would be less than significant.
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b. Police Protection: Police services would continue to be provided by the EI Dorado County Sheriffs Department.
Due to the size and scope of the project, the demand for additional police protection would not be anticipated,
Impacts would be less than significant.

c, d, e. Schools, Parks, Government Services: Project approval would not result in any permanent population-related
increases that would substantially contribute to increased demand on schools, parks, or other governmental services
that could, in tum, result in the significant need for new or expanded facilities. Impacts would be less than
significant.

FINDING: Adequate public services are available to serve the project. There would be insignificant levels of increased
demands to services anticipated as a result of the project. For this 'Public Services' category, impacts would be less than
significant.

XV. RECREATION.

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

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

x

x

Discussion: A substantial adverse effect on Recreational Resources would occur ifthe 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 Recreational Services: The proposed project does not include any increase in permanent population that
would contribute to increased demand on recreation facilities or contribute to increased use of existing facilities.
There would be no impact.

FINDING: No impacts to recreation would be expected for this wireless telecommunications facility either directly or
indirectly. For this "Recreation" category, the thresholds of significance have not been exceeded.
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XVI. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC. Would the project:

a. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance or policy establishing measures of
effectiveness for the performance of the circulation system, taking into account all
modes of transportation including mass transit and non-motorized travel and
relevant components of the circulation system, including but not limited to
intersections, streets, highways and freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths, and
mass transit?

b. Conflict with an applicable congestion management program, including, but not
limited to level of service standards and travel demand measures, or other standards
established by the county congestion management agency for designated roads or
highways?

c. Result in a change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic
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
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

e. Result in inadequate emergency access?

f. Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or programs regarding public transit,
bicycle, or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise decrease the performance or safety of
such facilities?

x

x

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 5 or more units.

a-b. Traffic Increases, Levels of Service Standards: The 2004 General Plan Policies TC-Xe and TX-Xf (which
incorporate Measure Y) require that projects that "worsen" traffic by two percent, or 10 peak hour trips, or 100
average daily trips construct (or ensure funding and programming) of improvements to meet Level of Service
standards in the General Plan Transportation and Circulation Element. Transportation has reviewed the proposed
project and determined that it would not trigger the threshold described above because of its limited size. Impacts
would be less than significant.

c. Air Traffic: The project would not result in a change in established air traffic patterns for publicly or privately
operated airports or landing field in the project vicinity. No impacts would occur.

d. Design Hazards: The project site does have existing road design features that would increase hazards. DOT has
conditioned the project to rectify these hazards with required road improvements on Green Valley Road.
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This project lies on the south side of Green Valley Road between the County border with Sacramento County and
Sophia Parkway. The project currently has encroachments onto two County maintained roads, Green Valley Road
and Shadowfax Lane. Green Valley Road fronting the project is currently a 2 lane road. Just a couple hundred feet to
the east at Sophia Parkway, Green Valley Road has been improved to a 4 lane road with curb, gutter, sidewalks and
a striped median. Folsom Dam is directly across Green Valley Road from the project and is currently undergoing
improvements in both El Dorado County and the City of Folsom. Once the improvements to the dam are complete,
the County will coordinate the new alignment and improvements of Green Valley Road with the City of Folsom.
Because the final improvements for this stretch of Green Valley Road are undetermined, the Transportation Division
has determined that permanent frontage improvements would not be required at this time.

West bound traffic on Green Valley Road is turning left at the Green Valley Road encroachment to enter the project,
crossing the 2-double yellow striped median. This turning movement was determined by Transportation to be not
only illegal, but hazardous. There is not a left tum lane for this movement so the vehicles waiting to cross the east
bound lane can block the west bound traffic. One solution is to discourage the use of the Green Valley Road
driveway by the west-bound vehicles and direct the traffic to the existing left tum pocket at Shadowfax Lane. From
there the vehicles can enter the project from the existing Shadowfax Lane encroachment. The existing Green Valley
Rd encroachment can be used for "right-in right-out" only traffic. Transportation has recommended conditions to
correct the existing potentially hazardous conditions.

Shadowfax Lane is a county maintained road. The project currently has an existing encroachment onto Shadowfax
Lane. It is the responsibility of the owner to maintain the encroachment to County standards. Transportation
determined that this existing encroachment is satisfactory and that no further actions are required at this time.

As conditioned for standard traffic safety improvements to address the left-tum improvements from Green Valley
Road, impacts would be less than significant.

e. Emergency Access: The project was reviewed by the El Dorado Hills Fire Department for the adequacy of the
interior project road circulation and availability of adequate emergency ingress and egress emergency access in the
project design. Approved fire apparatus access roads are required to extend to within 150 feet of all portions of the
exterior walls of the first story of the building as measured by an approved route around the exterior of the building
or facility (in accordance with the El Dorado Hills Fire Department Emergency Apparatus Access Ways Standard B­
003 and (per CFC Section 503.1.1). All fire apparatus access roads are required to be an asphalt, concrete, or other
approved driving surface capable of supporting the imposed load of fire apparatus weighing at least 40,000 pounds.
Alternative surfacing designs may be permitted from a Civil Engineer certifying the driveway will support a 40,000
pound load and be all-weather in accordance with State Fire Regulations. Additionally, ach dead end fire apparatus
access road greater than 150 feet shall have a turnaround constructed at its terminus (per CFC 503.2.5). All turn-a­
rounds are required to meet the California Fire Code Appendix D. The Fire Department has recommended
conditions of approval for these requirements. As conditioned, impacts would be less than significant.

f. Alternative Transportation: The project would not conflict with adopted plans, polices or programs relating to
alternative transportation because a nursery business would not be anticipated to be a destination for bicyclists. The
project would provide a sidewalk that would eventually help pedestrian traffic when other sidewalks eventually join
the one recommended to be constructed by this applicant along the project frontage. There would be no negative
impacts anticipated.

FINDING: For the "Transportation/Traffic" category, the identified thresholds of significance have not been exceeded and
no significant environmental impacts would result from the project.
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XVII. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

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 cause .: X
significant environmental effects? I>

c. Require or result in the construction of new stormwater drainage facilities or
..

expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could cause significant lii£·~i.:.·
environmental effects? I.....· .'.,"c' ...,....

d. Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project from existing
'. ';

.... ·X.,········
entitlements and resources, or are new or expanded entitlements needed? . I' •.. 0;;;.)_,"

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or ·•.i.······ •• • IV~~·.
» ..

r-.
may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project's projected I ~.)•••!
demand in addition to the provider's existing commitments? , '"

...' ,"!,,'
ii. ....

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to accommodate the

~
project's solid waste disposal needs?

.:

Comply with federal, state, and local statutes and regulations related to solid
I· ....

g. ..X ...waste? .•.... '" b·>·'.~

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 Requirements: As conditioned and mitigated for a grading permit to incorporate Best Management
Practices within the graded areas, no significant wastewater discharge would be anticipated to occur as a result from
the proposed project. The project is mitigated to require compliance with the County's California Stormwater
Pollution Prevention Plan issued by the State Water Resources Control Board, as well as any applicable
requirements of the California Water Quality Control Board. Impacts would be less than significant.

b. Construction of New Facilities: The project proposes to use either well water or metered domestic water.
Expansion to the existing EID system would be necessary to serve the project, but those extensions are not
anticipated to result in a significant negative effect on the environment as there are existing facilities nearby. As
conditioned, impacts would be less than significant.
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c. New Stormwater Facilities: All grading activities exceeding 250 cubic yards of graded material or grading
completed for the purpose of supporting a structure must meet the provisions contained in the County ofEl Dorado ­
Grading, Erosion, and Sediment Control Ordinance adopted by the County of El Dorado Board of Supervisors,
August 10, 2010 (Ordinance #4949). All drainage facilities would be required to be constructed in compliance with
standards contained in the County of El Dorado Drainage Manual. As such, impacts would be less than significant.

d. Sufficient Water Supply: The project proposes to use either well water or metered domestic water. As
conditioned for either water use, impacts would be less than significant.

e. Adequate Wastewater Capacity: Wastewater disposal for the proposed project would be provided by either a
septic disposal system or public sewer. The Environmental Health Division would analyze a proposed septic
disposal system for the project to assure it is adequate. As conditioned for either a septic system or an FIL to
support a public sewer hookup, impacts would be anticipated to be less than significant.

f. Solid Waste Disposal: In December of 1996, direct public disposal into the Union Mine Disposal Site was
discontinued and the Material Recovery Facility/Transfer Station was opened. Only certain inert waste materials
(e.g., concrete, asphalt, etc.) may be dumped at the Union Mine Waste Disposal Site. All other materials that cannot
be recycled are exported to the Lockwood Regional Landfill near Sparks, Nevada. In 1997, El Dorado County
signed a 30-year contract with the Lockwood Landfill Facility for continued waste disposal services. The Lockwood
Landfill has a remaining capacity of 43 million tons over the 655-acre site. Approximately six million tons of waste
was deposited between 1979 and 1993. This equates to approximately 46,000 tons of waste per year for this period.

After July of 2006, El Dorado Disposal began distributing municipal solid waste to Forward Landfill in Stockton
and Kiefer Landfill in Sacramento. Pursuant to El Dorado County Environmental Management Solid Waste Division
staff, both facilities have sufficient capacity to serve the County. Recyclable materials are distributed to a facility in
Benicia and green wastes are sent to a processing facility in Sacramento. Impacts would be less than significant.
County Ordinance No. 4319 requires that new development provide areas for adequate, accessible, and convenient
storing, collecting, and loading of solid waste and recyclables. On-site solid waste collection for the proposed lots
would be handled through the local waste management contractor. Adequate space would be available at the site for
solid waste collection. Impacts would be less than significant.

g. Solid Waste Requirements: County Ordinance No. 4319 requires that new development provide areas for
adequate, accessible, and convenient storing, collecting and loading of solid waste and recyclables. Onsite solid
waste collection would be handled through the local waste management contractor. There is an existing dumpster
on site. Impacts would be less significant.

FINDING: As conditioned, adequate water, sewer/septic system, and solid waste disposal would be available to serve the
project. For this 'Utilities and Service Systems' category, impacts would be less than significant.
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XVIII. 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 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
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
human beings, either directly or indirectly?

Discussion:

a. No substantial evidence contained in the project record has been found that would indicate that this project would
have the potential to significantly degrade the quality of the environment, with the exception of potential impacts on
nesting raptors or other migratory birds, and wetlands. As mitigated with BIO-l to 3, conditioned, and with
adherence to County permit requirements, this project and the typical nursery and landscape business uses expected
to follow, would not have the potential to substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce
the number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal, or eliminate important examples of
California history or pre-history. Any impacts from the project would be less than significant due to the design of
the project and required standards that would be implemented with the grading and building permit processes and/or
any required project specific improvements on or off the property.

b. Cumulative impacts are defined in Section 15355 of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines
as two or more individual effects, which when considered together, would be considerable or which would
compound or increase other environmental impacts.

The project would not involve development or changes in land use that would result in an excessive increase in
population growth. Impacts due to increased demand for public services associated with the project would be offset
by the payment of fees as required by service providers to extend the necessary infrastructure services. The project
would not contribute substantially to increased traffic in the area and would not require a significant increase in the
wastewater treatment capacity of the County.

The project would result in the generation of green house gasses, which could contribute to global climate change.
However, the amount of greenhouse gases generated by the project would be negligible compared to global
emissions or emissions in the county, so the project would not substantially contribute cumulatively to global
climate change. Further, as discussed throughout this environmental document, as conditioned and mitigated, the
project would not contribute to a substantial decline in water quality, air quality, noise, biological resources,
agricultural resources, or cultural resources under cumulative conditions.

As outlined and discussed in this document, as conditioned, mitigated, and with compliance with County Codes, this
project, as proposed, would have a less than significant chance of having project-related environmental effects
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which would cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly. Based on the analysis
in this study, it has been determined that the project would have a less than significant impact based on the issue of
cumulative impacts.

c. All impacts identified in this Mitigated Negative Declaration would be either less than significant after mitigation or
less than significant and do not require mitigation. Therefore, the proposed project would not result in
environmental effects that cause substantial adverse effects on human beings either directly or indirectly. Impacts
would be less than significant.

FINDINGS: It has been determined that the proposed project would not result in significant environmental impacts. The
above potentially significant impacts to biological resources have been identified within this document and, when
appropriate, mitigation measures have been applied which reduce these impacts to less than significant. The project would
not exceed applicable environmental standards, nor significantly contribute to cumulative environmental impacts.
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INITIAL STUDY ATTACHMENTS

Attachment 1.. Location Map
Attachment 2 Clarksville U.S.G.S. 7.5 Minute Quadrangle
Attachment 3 Plot Plan dated July 22, 2011
Attachment 4 Site Plan dated September 16,2012
Attachment 5 Biological Evaluation Letter Report dated April 25, 2006
Attachment 6 Preliminary Jurisdictional Delineation Report dated April 25, 2006
Attachment 7 General Plan Policy 7.3.3.4 Analysis of Setback to a Wetland Swale for

the Green Valley, dated November 27,2013
Attachment 8 Cultural Resources Survey dated May 2006
Attachment 9 Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment dated February 2006
AttachmentlO Site grading photos
Attachment 11 Aerial photos (two pages)

SUPPORTING INFORMATION SOURCE LIST

The following documents are available at El Dorado County Planning Services in Placerville.

El Dorado County General Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report
Volume I of 3 - EIR Text, Chapter I through Section 5.6
Volume 2 00 - EIR Text, Section 5.7 through Chapter 9
Appendix A
Volume 3 of3 - Technical Appendices B through H

El Dorado County General Plan - A Plan for Managed Growth and Open Roads; A Plan for Quality Neighborhoods
and Traffic Relief (Adopted July 19, 2004)

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

El 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 Adopted by the County of El Dorado
Board of Supervisors, August 10,2010 (Ordinance #4949).

El Dorado County Design and Improvement Standards Manual

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

Soil Survey of EI 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 ofthe California Environmental
Quality Act (Section 15000, et seq.)

\\dsfsO\OS-SharedIDISCRETIONARy\PD\2011\POll-0005 (also S1l-0009) Green Valley Nursery\S 1l-0009]011-0005 Initial Study­
Environmental Checklist Current.doc.docx
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Mr.David Fisher -
Cornish & Carey Commercial . -I'-'~
3009 Douglas Hlvd., Suite 110
Roseville, CA 95661

Phone: 916/367-6343
Fax: 916/367-6362

rOllA

; .. j i/
I

: l.J 25 April 2006

Dear Mr. Fisher:

~ /Lil;?OO-1D (f)~
SUBJECT: Biological Evaluation Letter Reportfor'••••••••••(APN 067-260-
90) lit El Dorado County, CA. .

, '2..'8:")01-05'
(;\.4tI'Vfl't)

INTROOlJCTION:
Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Sycamore Environmental) conducted a biological
evaluation for the Rialto Planned Development project in El Dorado County, CA. This letter report
documents the biological resources in the project study area (PSA). Sycamore Environmental
prepared a separate preliminary jurisdictional delineation report and certified arborist report for the
project. The Rialto Planned Development project study area (PSA) is (APN 067-260-90). The PSA is
located at the southeast comer of Green Valley Road and Shadowfax Lane on the Clarksville USGS
topographic quad (Tl ON, R8E, Section 21). Project maps are in Attachment A. Figure 1 is the project
location map. Figure 2 is an aerial photo. Figure 3 is the biological resources map.

METHODS:
Stephen Stringer, a biologist with Sycamore Environmental, conducted a field survey of the PSA on 1
March 2006. .Prior to conducting the field survey, the USFWS list offederal endangered and
threatened species and the CNDDBlRareFind summary for the Clarksville quad were reviewed to
determine special-status species that could potentially occur in the PSA. The purpose of the field
survey was to determine if special-status species or their habitat were present in the PSA.

Information on the biology, distribution. taxonomy, legal status, and other aspects ofthe special-status
species was obtained from documents on file in the library of Sycamore Environmental. Standard
references used for the biology and taxonomy ofplants included Abrams (1923-1960); California
Native Plant Society (2005); California Department ofFish and Game (2003, 2005a, c, d); Hickman,
ed. (1993); Mason (1957); Munz (1959); and Sawyer and Keeler-WoIf(1995). Standard references

'used for the biology and taxonomy ofwildlife included Behler and King (1979); California
Department of Fish and Game (2004, 200Sb, d); Ehrlich et al. (1988); Jameson and Peeters (1988);
Jennings and Hayes (1994); Mayer and Laudenslayer, eds. (1988); McGinnis (1984); Peterson (1990);
Sibley (2000); Stebbins (2003); Udvardy (1977); Verner and Boss (1980); Whitaker (1980); and
Zeiner et al. (1988; 1990a).

Attachment 5
06012 Rialto-Bio-Letter-V2.doc 412512006
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Mapping:

Biologicalieatures were mapped in the field using a Trimble Pro XRTM sub-meter accurate global
positioning system (OPS). Figure 2 is a regional aerial photograph downloaded from the Microsoft
Terrascrver'" website. The GPS data were exported into AutoCAD® where they were processed and
formatted for the basemap. The resulting digital AutoCAl)'ll) map includes biological communities
observed ill the PSA (Figure 3). Acreages were calculated using AutoCAD® functions.

RESULTS:

Eltvi..onmental Setting: The 9.55 acre PSA is located in western EI Dorado County between the
community of EI Dorado Hills and the City of Folsom. The PSA is approximately 1,000 ft cast of
Folsom Lake. Elevation of the PSA is approximately 420 ft above sea level. The PSA is bound on the
north by Green Valley Road, on the east by an undeveloped parcel, on the south by single-family
homes and a cemetery, and on the west by the Mormon Island Preserve. Land use in the vicinity of
the PSA includes residential, commercial, agriculture, the Mormon Island Preserve, and the Folsom
Lake State Recreation Area.

Description of the Biological Communities: The I)SA consists of three biological communities
(Attachment A; Figure 3): nonnative grassland/ ruderal, strawberry field, and wetland swale. A
wetland swale occurs in the central portion of the PSA. The portion of the PSA south ofthe wet swale
is a strawberry field that is in active production, The portion of the PSA north of the wet swale is
nonnative grassland/ ruderal. Attachment B is a list ofplant and wildlife species observed in the PSA.

(\\I Strawberry Field: This biological community occurs in the PSA south ofthe wetland swale
and occupies 5.01 ac. The strawberry field was in active production on 1 March 2006. A
parking area for the strawberry field and a shed for selling strawberries occur on the west side
of the strawberry field adjacent to Shadowfax Lane. The portion ofthe strawberry field
labeled "new strawberry field" on figure 3 has been constructed since 2002.

it Nonnative Gra~landlRuderah This biological community occurs north of the wetland
swale and occupies 3.67 ac. Spoils piles, possibly from the construction ofGreen Valley
Road, occur north of the swale. A shed for selling strawberries occurs in the northwest comer
of the PSA. Species present in the nonnative grassland! ruderal community include yellow
star-thistle iCentaurea solstitialis), tarweed (Holocarpha virgata), medusa head
(Taeniatherum caput-medusae), Italian ryegrass (Lolium multiflorum), ripgut grass (Bromus
diandrusi, filaree (Erodium botrys, E. moschatum), cranesbill (Geranium dissectum, G.
moUe), and vetch (Vida sp.).

• Wetland Swale; This biological community occurs in the central portion of the PSA and
occupies 0.27 ac. The wetland swale extends from the western to eastern PSA boundary. One
large Valley oak (Quercus lobata) occurs adjacent to the wet swale on the west side ofthe
PSA. Species observed in the wet swale include Italian ryegrass, curly dock (Rumex crispus),
nutsedge (Cyperus sp.), pennyroyal (Mentha pulegium), Lythrum hyssopifolium, and
Polygonum sp.

06012_Rialto.Bio.Leller-V2.doc 4/2512006 SycamoreEnvironmental Consultants, Inc. ~J.~~Hd~lt{{ r'{2paJ'tzlH:'S~.J.-t

jl-t\d
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Special-status Species Potentially in the PSA: CNDDB/Rllrd'ind records and USFWS data were
used to determine the special-status species that could potentially occur in the PSA. The site survey
was then conducted to determine if suitable habitat and/or individuals of these species were present.

No special-status plant or wildlife species were observed in the PSA. No bird nests were observed in
the PSA. The PSA is currently unoccupied by birds of prey and other migratory species. ThePSA
does not provide habitat for any special-status wildlife species. The PSA provides potential habitat for
Brandegees clarkia (Clarkia biloba ssp. brandegeae) a Federal species ofconcern and CNPS List
1Bspccies.

Brandegee's clarkia (Clarkia biloba ssp. hnmtlegeae)
HABITAT AND BIOLOGY: Annual herb often found in roadcuts in chaparral and cismontane
woodland. Blooms May through July. ..
RANGE: Found in Butte, EI Dorado, Nevada, Placer and Yuba Counties from 968-2,903 ft in
elevation.
CNDDB/RAREFIND RECORDS: The closest record is from 2003 and is 1.2 mi northeast of the PSA.
The record is for 500 plants.
HABITAT PRESENT IN TIlE PSA? This species occurs in roadcuts and other disturbed areas in
woodland habitats. The nonnative grassland/ ruderal community in the PSA provides potential habitat
for this species due to the proximity of records to the PSA and the presence ofwoodland areas
adjacent to the west side of the PSA.
DISCUSSION: Although the PSA is outsid~e typical elevational range ofthis species there is the
potential for it to occur. The 1 March 200 fi survey was conducted at a time ofyear when
Brandegee's clarkia would not be evident. randegee's clarkia is present, the project could affect
individual plants of this annual species. A botanical survey during the blooming season would be
needed to determine presence or absence ofthis species in the PSA.

Special-status Species Not in the PSA:
The PSA does not provide habitat for the following special-status species:

" Valley elderberry longhorn beetle
• Vernal pool fairy shrimp and vernal

pool tadpole shrimp

• Pine Hill Plants

Valley elderberry longhorn beetle (VELB) requires an elderberry shrub (Sambucus mexicanaor
Sambucus racemosa var. microbotrys) as a host plant. Elderberry shrubs provide breeding and
foraging habitat for VELB, a federal-listed threatened species (USFWS 1999). No Elderberry shrubs
were observed in the PSA. No habitat for VELB occurs in the PSA. .

The wetland swale in the PSA does not provide suitable habitat for vernal pool fairy shrimp (VPFS;
Branchinecta lynchi) or vernal pool tadpole shrimp (VPTS; Lepiduruspackardty. VPFS and VPTS
occur primarily in vernal pools and also in seasonal wetland habitats with characteristic vernal pool
hydrology and plant species composition. The wetland swale is vegetated with Italian ryegrass, curly
dock, pennyroyal, Lythrum hyssopifolium, Polygonum sp., and nutsedge and has flowing water. The
wetland swale does not provide habitat for these species because it does not have the hydrology or
plant species composition characteristic ofvernal pools.

06012_Riallo·aia-Leuer-V2.doc 4/25/2006
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Pine Hill plants require Rescue series or other serpentinite or gabbrodiorite soils.. Sycamore
Environmental reviewed the Soil Survey ofEl Dorado Area, CA (SCS 1974). There lire no rescue or
other gabbrodiorite soils in the PSA and therefore no potential for these plants to occur in the PSA.

Summary/ Recommendations:
No special-status plant or wildlife species were observed in the PSA. The PSA does not provide
habitat for any special-status wildlife species. The PSA is currently unoccupied by birds of prey and
other migratory species. The PSA provides potential habitat for Brandegee's clarkia (Clarkia biloba
ssp. brandegeae; Federal species ofconcern, CNPS 113). A botanical survey during the blooming
season (May through July) is needed to determine presence or absence of this species in the PSA.

Please call if you have any questions.

Yours truly,

DRAFT

Jeffery Little
Vice President

Attachment A: Figure 1. Project Location Map
Figure 2. Aerial Photograph
Figure 3. Biological Resources Map

Attachment B: List ofspecies observed in the PSA
Attachment C: Literature Cited
Attachment D: Photo page

06012_Riallo-Bio-Letter-V2.doc 412512006

14-0386 E 43 of 193



06012_Rialto-Bio.Lotter·Y2.doc 4125/2006

Uiulugir..,1 SurveyLetter Report
({i,llto Planned Ot~vdolJnK:l1t

HInorado County.GA

Attachment A

Figure 1. Project Location Map
Figure 2. Aerial Photograph

Figure 3. Biological Resources Map
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Rialto Planned Development
EI Dorado Hills, CA
20 April 2006

Figure 2.
Aerial Photograph
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Attachment B

Plantand Wildlife Species Observed

Rialto Planned Development
(APN 067-260-90)

El Dorado County, CA

Plant Species Observed in the PSA.

Billlogic.1 SurveyLeu... Reporl
Rialto PI<tnned Develnpment

HIDoradoCounty,CA

,-._----_. _. ---- NIl I.__1 AM ILY SCU:NTJFIC NAME COMMON NAME--- ---- .-.
!!!cOT.L______.
Apiaceae Torilisarvensis I'--"----_._._-
Asteraceae Carduus pycnocephalus Italian thistle I
-------~-...--_.-

Centaurea solstitialis Yellow star-thistle I--
Chamomillasuaveolens Pineapple weed 1

Cichorium intybus Chicory I

Holocarpha virgata N

Lactucaserriola Prickly lettuce I

Senecio vulgaris Common groundsel I

Sonchus asper ssp. asper Prickly sow thistle I
Sonchus oleraceus Common sow thistle I.
Xanthium strumarium Cocklebur N

Boraglnacese Amsinckia menziesii Fiddleneck N
Brasslcaceae Brassicanigra Black mustard I

Raphanus sativus Radish I
CaryophyJlaceae Stellaria media Common chickweed I
Fabaceae Lupinus sp, Lupine --

Medicagopolymorpha California burclover I
Trifoliumhirtum Rose clover I
Vida sp. Vetch I

Fagaceae Quercuslobata Valley oak N
Gennanaeeae Centaurium muehlenbergii Centaury N
Geraniaceae Erodium botrys Filaree I

Erodiummoschatum Filaree I
Geraniummolle Cranesbill I
Geraniumdissectum Cranesbill I

Lamiaeeae Mentha pulegium Pennyroyal I
Lythraceae Lythrum hyssopifolium I
Onagraeeae Epi/obiumciliatum Fireweed N
Po'ygonaceae Polygonumpunctatum Perennial smartweed N

Rumex crispus Curly dock I
Ranunculaceae Ranunculus muricatus Buttercup I
Rubiaceae Ga/ium aparine Goose grass N
MONOCOTS
Cyperaceae Cyperus sp, lNutsedge --

Eleocharissp. Spikerush _.
Poaceae Bromus diandrus Ripgut grass I

Bromus hordeaceus Softbrome I
,,-; ,~~ '.; , ';,. ,
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.__ __..__ _ ~~'E~..~.:_. .. , __, . _

IN'"' Native toCA; I~ Introduced; --'= Cannotbe determinedwitholltkeyingto species

WildlifeSpecies Observed in the PSA.

COMMON NAME SCIENTIFIC NAME
HIRDS---_.

._~lack p1!~e'p~__._____ l!!.!!lyrnis nigricans
Ca[fo,!!!ia quail Callp..!I!.£a californica
Killdeer Charadrius vociferus
---~-_._----

~~!1~d blackbird Agelaius £hoeniceus
.l~utous:~.!.Qwnedsparrow Aimophila rujiceps -

Turker,Y,E]ture Cathartes aura
Westernbluebird Sialia mexicana
Westernmeadowlark Stumella neglecta
Westernscrub jay . Aphelocoma californica
MAMMALS
Jackrabbit Lepus callfornicus...

06012_Rialto-Bio.Letter.V2,doc 412S12006 SycamoreEnvironmental Consultants, Inc. Fl,
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Photographs
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Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Inc.

Photo 1. View cast ofthe nonnativeJ ruderal grassland in the
northern portion of the PSA from Shadowfax Lane. Cars traveling
on Green Valley Road are visible in the left side of the photo.

Photo 3. View west along the wetland swale in the PSA from near
the eastern PSA boundary. The arrows point to the approximate
boundaries of the wet swale.

Photo 5. View north ofthe Valley oak in the PSA from the parking
area for the strawberry field.

06012_Rialto-PholOS,doc 412512006

Photo 2. View west of the strawberry field from the eastern edge of
the PSA. The wetland swale is out ofview to the right of'the photo.
A Valley oak in the PSA is visible in the background (arrow).

Photo 4. View east ofthe sales shed andparking area for the
strawberry field in the PSA from the east shoulder of Shadowfax
Lane.

Photo 6. View north ofthe wetland swalewhere it enters the east

side ofthe PSA. The wetland swal~'~.?~f,in!<l;lI~~~':~~ pn~~f,~
dirt road on the left side of photo (ah'OW):" {.• ,).l,..,w: ,.• " "'j'J

()ffit~,al t~:UCH~ni~nt-s(}KM tb.<:
':;:t
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[. INTROOUCTION

A. Purpose
Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Inc. (Sycamore Environmental) conducted a preliminary
jurisdictional delineation of the Rialto Planned Development project study area (PSA; APN 067~260~

(0) in EI Dorado County, CA. The purpose of the delineation was to identify potential wetlands and
other waters of the U.S. in the PSA. Until verified by the Corps ofEngineers, the delineation is
preliminary. A biological evaluation was conducted simultaneously with the jurisdictional
delineation. The results of the biological evaluation are in a separate report (Sycamore
Environmental 2006).

Areas identified as wetlands or waters of the U.S. may require a Clean Water Act (CWA) Section
404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers (Corps) prior to any dredging or filling activities.
A General Condition of the CWA Section 404 permit is a CWA Section 401 permit from the
Regional Water Quality Control Board. Activities that alter streambed or bank require a 1602
Streambed Alteration Agreement with the California Department of Fish and Game.

B. Project Location
The 9.55-acre PSA is located in western El Dorado County between the community of El Dorado
Hills and the City of Folsom on the Clarksville USGS topographic quad (T10N, R8E, Section 21;
Figure I). The PSA is approximately 1,000 ft east ofFolsom Lake. Elevation of the PSA is
approximately 420 ft above sea level. The PSA centroid is 38N 42' 2.13", 121W 06' 23.73" (North
American Datum 1983 I CA State Plane Zone 2). The PSA is in the South Fork American watershed
(hydrologic unit code 18020129). Figure 2 is an aerial photograph of the PSA.

To access the PSA from Sacramento, take US-50 East toward Lake Tahoe. Take the East Bidwell
exit and travel north on East Bidwell. Tum right onto Oak Avenue Parkway, and then tum right onto
Blue Ravine Road. Blue Ravine Road becomes Green Valley Road. Travel east on Green Valley
Road to Shadowfax Lane. Tum right onto Shadowfax Lane. The PSA is on the left hand side.

C. Project Applicant

Applicant:
Mr. David Fisher
Cornish & Carey Commercial
3009 Douglas Blvd., Suite 110
Roseville, CA 95661

D. Project Description
Project design has not been completed.

06012_Rialto...nelineationRpt-V2.doe 4/11I2005
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H. STUDYMETHOOS

A.Litcr~dureReview
Standard taxonomic references included Abrams (1923-1960); Hickman (1993); Mason (1957); and
Munz (1959).Plallt community references included CNPS (2005); UFO (2003); Holland (1986);
Sawyer and KeeIcr-W()lf(1995); and Warner and Hendrix (1984). Hydrophytic classifications of
plants were determined from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service national list of plant species that
occur in wetlands (USFWS 1988).

Sycamore Environmental reviewed the Clarksville USGS quad, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) National Wetland Inventory map for the Clarksville quad (USI<'WS 1994), and the Soil
Survey ofEl Dorado Area, CA (SCS 1974; fieldwork conducted in ]965).

B. Survey Oates and Personnel
Stephen Stringer conducted the fieldwork for the jurisdictional delineation on 1 March 2006.

C. Survey Methods
Fieldwork tor the jurisdictional delineation was conducted in accordance with the U.S. Army Corps
ofEngineers Wetland Delineation Manual (Corps 1987). All potential wetlands and other waters of
the U.S. were identified and mapped.

D. Jurisdictional Data
Jurisdictional data for wetlands were recorded using the Routine On-Site Determination Method
(Corps 1987). A total of 8 data points were taken. Wetland data sheets are in Appendix A. Color
photos ofthe property are in Appendix B.

E. Mapping of Data and Calculation ofAcreages
Potential jurisdictional features were mapped in the field using a Trimble Pro XRTM sub-meter
accurate global positioning system (GPS). Figure 2 is a regional aerial photograph downloaded from
the Microsoft Terraserver" website. The GPS data were exported into AutoCAD® where they were
processed and formatted for the basemap. The resulting digital AutoCAD®map includes potential
jurisdictional features and the locations of the data points (Figure 3). Acreages were calculated using
AutoCAD® functions.

06012_RiallO_DelinealionRpl-V2.do. 4/812005 Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Inc·E!DG( ick County ¥~Hlld!.ng r4}~)l;:m{,Ht
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Ii'. Definitions
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps) and the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency regulate
the discharge ofdredge and HIl material into "waters of the United States" under Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. [344). The Corps issues permits for certain dredge and fill activities in
waters of the U.S. pursuant to the regulations in33 CFR 320-330. The lateral limits ofjurisdiction in
those waters may be divided into three categories. The categories include the territorial seas, tidal
waters, and non-tidal waters (sec 33 CFR 328.4 (a), (b), and (c), respectively). The term "waters of
the U.S." is defined at 33 CFR 328.3(a) as:

I . All waters which are currently used, or were used in the past, or may be susceptible to use in interstate
or foreign commerce, including all waters which are subject to the ebb and flow of the tide;

2. All interstate waters including interstate wetlands;
3. All other waters such as intrastate lakes, rivers, streams (including intermittent streams), mudflats,

sandflats, wetlands, sloughs, prairie potholes, wet meadows, playa lakes, or natural ponds, the use,
degradation or destruction of which could affect interstate or foreign commerce including any such waters:

i. Which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes; or
ii, From which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce; or
iii. Which are used or could be used for industrial purpose by industries in interstate commerce;

4. All impoundments ofwaters otherwise defined as waters ofthe United States under the definition;
5. Tributaries of waters identified in paragraphs (a)(I)-(4) of this section;
6. The territorial seas;
7. Wetlands adjacent to waters (other than waters that are themselves wetlands) identified in paragraphs

(a)(I)-(6) ofthis section.

The limits ofjurisdiction are identified in 33 CFR 328.4 as:

a. Territorial Seas. The limit ofjurisdiction in the territorial seas is measured from the baseline in a
seaward direction a distance of three nautical miles. (See 33 CFR329.12)

b. Tidal Waters of the United States. The landward limits ofjurisdiction in tidal waters:
1. Extends to the high tide line, or
2. When adjacent non-tidal waters of theUnited States are present, the jurisdiction extends to the

limits identified in paragraph (c) of this section.
c. Non-Tidal Waters ofthe United States. The limits ofjurisdiction in non-tidal waters:

1. In the absence ofadjacent wetlands, the jurisdiction extends to the ordinary high water mark, or
2. When adjacent wetlands are present, the jurisdiction extends beyond the ordinary high water mark

to the limit of the adjacent wetlands.
3. When the water ofthe United States consists only of wetlands the jurisdiction extends to the limit of

the wetland.

Wetlands, as defined by the Corps for regulatory purposes, are identified using a three-parameter test
that considers whether hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils, and hydrology are present (Corps 1987).
Wetlands are "those areas that are inundated or saturated by surface or groundwater 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." Wetlands generally include
swamps, marshes, bogs, and similar areas (33 CFR 328.3, 40 CFR 230.3). Wetlands also include
less conspicuous wetland types such as vernal pools and other seasonal wetlands.

An ephemeral stream has flowing water only during and for a short duration after, precipitation
events in a typical year. Ephemeral streambeds are located above the water table year-round.
Groundwater is not a source of water for the stream. Runoff from rainfall is the primary source of
water for stream flow.

An intermittent stream has flowing water during certain times ofthe year, when groundwater
provides water for stream flow. During dry periods, intermittent streams may not have flowing

water. Runofffrom rainfall is a supplemental source ofwater for stream flo'?i!~~~s~~~;2f~1'O)PYof

'.n" ..ae..,""'.' 1)ncu,rBt:nH8OH. 11"'n(:<.
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The PSAis situated in an unincorporated area of westernEl Dorado County between the City of
Folsom and the community ofEl Dorado Hills, The PSA is approximately 1,000 ft east ofFolsom
Lake. The PSA is bound on the north by Green Valley Road, on the cast by an undeveloped parcel,
on the south by single-family homes and a cemetery, and on the west by the Mormon Island
Preserve. Land use in the vicinity ofthePSA includes residential, commercial, agriculture, the
Mormon Island Preserve, and the Folsom Lake State Recreation Area.

Spoils piles, possibly from the construction of Green Valley Road, occur north of the swale. A shed
for selling strawberries occurs in the northwest corner of the PSA.

The southern portion of the PSA is a strawberry tic ld in active production. A parking area for the
strawberry field and a shed for selling strawberries occur on the west side of the strawberry field
fronting Shadowfax Lane. .

A. Topography
The natural topography iii'the PSA has been altered. Excess soil from adjacent construction has been
deposited in most of the northern portion of the PSA. The northern portion of the PSA slopes gently
toward the center of the PSA. The southern portion of the PSA is mostly level.

B. Vegetation
A wetland swale crosses through the center of the PSA in an east! west direction. The primary
vegetative community north ofthe wetland swale is nonnative grasslandl ruderal, The majority of
the PSA south of the wetland swale is a strawberry field in active production.

Vegetation in the wetland swale is discussed in Section IV. Species present in the nonnative
grassland/ ruderal community included yellow star-thistle (Centaurea solstitialisy; tarweed
(Holocarpha virgata), medusa head (Taeniatherum caput-medusae), Italian ryegrass (Lolium
multiflorum), ripgut grass (Bromus diandrus), filaree (Erodium botrys, E. moschatum), cranesbill
(Geranium dissectum, G. moUe), and vetch (Vida sp.).

C. Soils
Fill dirt covers much ofthe native soil north ofthe wetland swale. Soil pits were dug in the PSA to
observe the chroma, texture, degree of saturation, and other characteristics. The soil type in the PSA
was determined using the Soil Survey ofthe EI Dorado Area, California (SCS 1974 Figure 4). The
mapped soil unit in the PSA is Auburn silt loam (2 to 30 percent slopes). This soil series is not
hydric (SCS 1992). The following description is summarized from SCS (1974).

Auburn silt loam (2 to 30 percent slopes): This series contains well-drained soils underlain by hard
metamorphic rocks at a depth of 12 to 26 inches. A typical profile is dark reddish brown (5 YR 3/3
when moist) silt loam from 0 to 3 inches, dark reddish brown (5 YR 3/4 when moist) silt loam from
3 to 14 inches, and weathered metabasic rock at a depth of 14 inches. Outcrops of bedrock cover
less than 5 percent of the surface. Permeability is moderate, surface runoff is slow to medium, and
the erosion hazard is slight to moderate. The available water holding capacity is 2 to 4 inches.

0601l_Riallo.JlelineationRpt.Vl.doc 4/812005
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O. Hydrology
The primary source of hydrology for the wetland swale originates from a watershed cast of the .PSA,
which includes residential and commercial development, Irrigation runoff from adjacent residential
development and lhe strawberry field provide additional hydrology tor the wetland swale.
Hydrology for the wetland swale is discussed further in Section IV.

K Existing ·Field Conditions
The delineation was conducted on I March 2006. Current rainfall data was not available IQr the
Folsom Dam data station (Folsom Dam data station; CDWR 2005). The City of Sacramento
received approximately [5 inches of rain in the 2005/2006 water year prior to the delineation, which
is approximately ] 05% of the yearly avera~e to date.

F. National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) Map
There are no wetlands or waters of the U.S. mapped in the PSA on the NWI map for the Clarksville
quad. The USGS quad map and the Soil Survey ofthe EI Dorado Area, California show no mapped
wetlands or waters ofth~.U.S. in the PSA.
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IV. WKfLAf{OS ANn O'l'UIfl:R WAT!f~RS OF THE U.S.

Potential jurisdictional features are mapped on Figure 3, an 8.5 x 11 inch digital AutoCAD® map.
The acreages ofpotential jurisdictional features are presented in Table 1. Wetland data sheets are in
Appendix A. Appendix C is a list of plant species recorded at data points.

A. Wcti:mds
A wetland swale was observed in the PSA (Figure 3). The acreage of the wetland swale, data points
taken in the wetland swale, and associated upland data points are presented in Table 1. All data .
points and the location of the wetland swale are shown on Figure 3.

Based on topographic contours shown on the USGS quad map, the watershed for the wetland swale
begins approximately 3,500 ft northeast of the PSA. The source ofwater for the wetland swale is an
intermittent channel that enters the PSA from the adjacent property to the east. Upon entering the
PSA. the intermittent channel becomes less defined and lacks a defined bed and bank. At the eastern
edge of the PSA, the wetland swale widens and fills a Jow point in the topography. There are two
small segments of the wetland swale that extend north and south along the eastern PSA boundary.
These two segments formed as a result of soil disturbance from activities such as the placement of
fill material in the northern portion of the PSA, grading activities for the strawberry field, and the
construction ofa dirt road over the wetland swale.

Water in the wetland swale flows in a westerly direction through the PSA and exits the PSA via a
culvert under Shadowfax Lane. On the west side of Shadowfax Lane, the wetland swale flows into
Willow Creek, which flows west and empties into Lake Natoma. In the PSA, the wetland swale
lacks a defined bed and bank with the exception of the westernmost 100 ft prior to entering the
culvert. Hydrophytic species observed in the wetland swale include Italian ryegrass, Lythrum
hyssopifolium, curly dock (Rumex crispust, Polygonum sp., pennyroyal (Mentha pulegium), and
sedge (Cyperus sp.),

Data points 3, 4, and 6 taken in the wetland swale meet the Corps three parameter test for wetlands
(Corps 1987). The wetland swale is potentially subject to jurisdiction under Section 404 ofthe Clean
Water Act.

Table 1. Summary of potential jurisdictional wetlands in the PSA.

Wetland type Wetland data points Paired upland data points
Area
(ac) 1

Wetland swale 3,4,6 2,5,7 0.27
Total area 0.27

I Acreagesof jurisdictionalfeatureswerecalculatedwithAutoCAD<» functions,

B. Other waters of the U.S.
There are no other waters of the U.S. in the PSA.

06012_Rialto_DelineationRpt-VI.doc4/812005
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C. Isolated wetlands
Wetlands that are isolated and lack an interstate or foreign commerce connection, but otherwise meet
the J,"paramcLcr test for wetlands, are considered "isolated wetlands" and are not regulated by the
Corps, There are no isolated wetlands in the PSA.

o. Summary of Jurisdictional Acreages
A total 01'0.27 ac ofpotential jurisdictional wetlands occur in the PSA. There are no other waters of
the U.S. in the PSA.
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VI. RKPORT I])REPARlERS

R John Little, ph.n., Botany, Claremont Graduate School, Claremont, CA. Over 25 years
experience managing and conducting environmental projects involving impact assessment and
preparation ofnumerous NEPAlCEQA compliance documents, Biological Assessments, and
Caltrans Natural Environmental Assessments. Experience includes conducting special-status species
surveys, wetland assessments, general biological surveys, wetlands and 1602 permitting, and section
7 and 1() consultations.
Responsibilities: Senior technical lead.

Jeffery Little, A.A., Sacramento City College, Sacramento, CA. Over thirteen years of experience
with preparation ofNES, BA, and NEPNCEQA compliance documents, impact analysis,.
consultation, and permitting. Conducts special-status species surveys, jurisdictional delineations,
and prepares mitigation and monitoring plans.
Responsibilities: Project Manager; report and figure preparation.

Adam C. Forbes, M.S., Range Science (emphasis on plant systematics), New Mexico State
University, Las Cruces, NM. Over six years experience conducting biological studies for the public
and private sector. As a botanist! biologist with Sycamore Environmental, Mr. Forbes conducts plant
and wildlife surveys, prepares and edits reports, serves as assistant project manager, and conducts
informal consultations with regulatory agency personnel. Responsibilities also include assisting with
proposal preparation and marketing activities. Provides technical support for wetland delineations,
biological resource evaluations, mitigation plans, and other documents used in the CEQAlNEPA
process.
Responsibilities: Report preparation.

Stephen Stringer, B.S., Biology, California State University, Sacramento. Over two years
environmental consulting and background experience that includes working two years for the
California Department of Fish and Game conducting field surveys for special-status fish species.
Conducts wildlife and botanical surveys, prepares and edits reports, queries the California Natural
Diversity Database program, and researches special-status species for projects. Certified arborist
#WE-7129A.
Responsibilities: Conducted jurisdictional delineation and prepared report.

Jared Birdsall, B.S., Range Science, Brigham Young University, Provo, UT. Over two years of
environmental consulting experience. Assists with biological surveys, report preparation,
ArcViewlGIS and AutoCAD mappini and calculations.
Responsibilities: Prepared AutoCAD figures.

Cynthia Little, Principal, Sycamore Environmental.
Responsibilities: Senior Editor.
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AppendixA.

Wetland Data Sheets

Rialto Planned Development (APN 067-260-90)
EI Dorado County, CA
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01> No.:

EI Dorado

1 March 2006
CA

Data (i'orln
Routine Wetland Determination

(I9ll7 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Field Investigatorts): Steph?~~fjng~ .__.. Date:
Project/Site: . Rialto Planned Dcve~)'pm£nt ._ State:
Applicant/Owner: David Fisher County: ....=;;;..;:...;;.:..;;;...:...:.----------

Nonnative grassland!
ruderal

---"-
Stratum Indicator

H -- .-
H --
H -- --
H --

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site? Yes rg] No 0 Community 10:

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)'? Yes [gJ No 0 Transect JD: ----------J:~J.!~e si!.c a2.0t£.nti<!!yrobl~n Area? (Ifnee~!:d, ~~AainJ?!~19.~Lr-X~LO_._.~~l8J. j>!l!!_1O__:__T'~ T_

v ImE'fl\TlON
___.___ DominantJ~J.~~~._~ec~~~ ~.!~'l.~~_ _l'!~ic,!~~. . . Dominant Plant_Species-.----t-----t--...:-;.;-e:..-

.J.:...gentll.!!!..l!a ~!Jl\,tjtiali8__.___ H _. -- 5. Lupinus sp. __. . -+_-=_-+_. _

2. HolocarehEY.!!:.:S!!!..a H__ __ -- 6. Vici~ +__:--_+- -l

..l:..§.rodium botlJ.'s ---.11.... f--_....._--.. _7.:... C'!!:.1!nomill':! suaveolens -+__-=_-j- _

~_Geranium moUe II -- 8. Cichorium i'!.!l._bu_s .L- "-- --l

Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC (excluding FAC-): 0/8"" 0%
Remarks:

HYDROLOGY
o Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):

o Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge
o Aerial Photographs
o Other

[8J No Recorded Data Available
Field Observations:

Depth of Surface Water: -~ (in.)
Depth to Free Water in Pit: -- (in.)
Depth to Saturated Soil: -- (in.)

Secondary Indicators
(2 or more required):

o Oxidized root channels in
upper 12 inches

D Local soil survey data
D FAC-Neutral Testo Other (explain in remarks)
D Water-stained leaves

Remarks: No evidence ofwetland hydrology.

Cobblv loam

Texture, Concretions,
Structure, etc.

IZl No

MonleAbundance!
Contrast

DYes

Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?

None

Mottle Colors
(Munsell Moist)

Well drained

~uburn silt loam (2 to 30 percent slopes)

7.5 YR4/4

Matrix Color
(Munsell Moist)Horizon

Depth
(inches)

0-8

SOILS Map Unit Name
(Series and Phase):

Taxonomy (Subgroup): _

Drainage Class:

Hydric Soil Indicators:
o Histosolo Histic Epipedon
o Sulfidic Odor
D Aquic Moisture Regime
D Reducing Conditions
D Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors

Remarks: Soil is impenetrable with a shovel below 8 inches.

o Concretions
o High Organic Content in Surface Layer Sandy Soilso Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils
D Listed on Local Hydric Soils List
o Listed on National Hydric Soils List
o Other (Explain in Remarks)

Soil appears to be fill dirt. Not hydric.

WETLAND DETERMINATION
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? 0 Yes
Wetland Hydrology Present? DYes
Hydric Soils Present? 0 Yes
Remarks/Rationale: Criteria not met.

IZl No
IZl No
IZl No

Is this sampling pointwithin a wetland? DYes IZlNo

1'-r~_lis :-i;;:; a ·.Bo_H.~ji:ii cJ
{'jf~\:'t>"J _;~* Docnments {H}' !F~~{~ vf~~$h 6.g1c
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Field Investigatons):
Project/Site:
Applicant/Owner:

Data Form
Routine Wetland Determination

(1987 COE Wetlands DelineationManual)
. S!~p!~:!!~!Ei~Jg~_____________ Date: 1 March2006 UP No.: 2
J{ i(!!~~;~~lIed Dev~I()P!!lCllt State: . CA--~-------------------

David Fisher County: EI Dorado

Transect JI): --------_.
Plot If).

Community JD: Nonnative grassland/
ruderal

Yes ~ No 0

Yes [gJ No 0
Yes D No ~

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site'!

Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)'!
Is the site a e.0tential Problem Are!U.!fneeded, c:'SP1ain below)---- --~-------,-,",...~"....-..__....."' --",---'-- ._---:----r--.----,.----.......-
VEGETATION

____.Pomin.':~t_fE.t~'t~J?~~i~s ._____ ...2!~at~lm Indicator Dominant Plant Species __ Stratum Indicator..-
I. Centaurea solstitialis H - 5. Stellaria media H ---- __.__M._M.._..________ --- -- - ..---

2. TrJfolill~}!i!'tum ____.___...____ H -- 6. Erodium h!!!!Y!-___ H --------- -----_._-
)-:!:..()lium mu/tiJ.!2!.,w'n..______.._._____ H FAC 7. Brasslcan!l:!!! - H -~

~--1------_.1------ --
4. Seneciovulgaris H -.
Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC (excluding FAC-): 1/7'~ 14%
Remarks:
HYDROLOGY Wetland Hydrology Indicators:o Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): Primary Indicators: Secondary Indicatorso Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge' D Inundated (2 or more required):o Aerial Photographs o Saturated in upper o Oxidized root channels in

o Other 12 inches upper 12 inches
~ No Recorded Data Available o Water marks o Local soil survey data
Field Observations: o Drift lines o FAC-Neutral Test

Depth ofSurface Water: -- (in.) o Sediment deposits o Other (explain in remarks)
Depth to Free Water in Pit: -- (in.) o Drainage patterns in wetlands o Water-stained leaves

Depth to Saturated Soil: -- (in.)
Remarks: No evidence of wetland hydrology.

SOILS Map Unit Name
Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?(Series and Phase): Auburn silt loam (2 to 30 percent slopes)

Taxonomy (Subgroup):
DYes IZINo

Drainage Class: Well drained
Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance! Texture, Concretions,

(inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Contrast Structure, etc.

0-8 7.5 YR4/4 None -- Cobblv loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:
D Histosol D Concretions
o Histic Epipedon D High Organic Content in Surface Layer Sandy Soils
o Sulfidic Odor o Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils
o Aquic Moisture Regime D Listed on Local Hydric Soils List
o Reducing Conditions o Listed on National Hydric Soils Listo Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors o Other (Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: Soil is impenetrable with a shovel below 8 inches. Soil appears to be fill dirt. Not hydric.

WETLAND DETERMINATION
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? DYes IZINo Is this sampling point within a wetland? DYes 181 No
Wetland Hydrology Present? DYes IZJNo
Hydric Soils Present? DYes IZINo
RemarkslRationale: Criteria not met.

is ;1"
c-, of
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3OP No.:1 March 2006
CA
ElDorado

Data Form
Routine Wetland Determination

(1987 COR Wetllinds Delineation Manual)
Date: --'---'--_._---
State: ----

County:

Field Investigatorts): __.§J!3!!lcn Stringer ._
Project/Site:_l5-jalto_~Im~ncd Devcl0Q.!!!.~.!!!:.- _
Applicant/Owner: David Fisher..:.....;..:.....;;.;:..:..-------------

Yes rgj No 0 CommunityID: Wetland swale
y es 1ZI No 0 Transect ID: --------
y es 0 No. -t8J- Plot II):

Do Normal Circumstances exist 011 the site?
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?
Is the site~otel1tial Problem Area? (Ifneeded, ex lain below)------ --_."~----~.._~_ .._-- -~_.._~ -- - _._-------
VEGETATION

_____pomin~!!!_I)laQ~~E~~ic~______ Stratum I-~ndicator J?ominant Plant Species Stratum Indicator--------_.- -----r------- I------.....:.e:-

__l: Lqfillrn mliltifJ()~1!!!!_____ H FAC 5. Epilobium ciliatum H FACW_._- ------
1:J!:.umex..Erispus _______________ II FACW-

f----- --
.1:.Pq9!.gonum ~.P:.~!..l~_(lS! __!~~~L H FAC .------ --~--~-- --
_4. Lythrum hyssopifolium H FACW .------ --

Percent ofDominant Species that arc OBL, FACW, or FAC (excludingFAC-): 5/5"" 100%
Remarks:

HYDROLOGY Wethmd Hydrology Indicators:
D Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): PrimaryIndicators: Secondary Indicators

D Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge o Inundated (2 or more required):o Aerial Photographs r8I Saturated in upper o Oxidized root channels ino Other 12 inches upper 12 inches
IZJ No Recorded Data Available o Water marks o Local soil survey data
Field Observations: o Drift lines o FAC-Neutral Test

Depth of Surface Water: - (in.) o Sedimentdeposits o Other (explain in remarks)
Depth to Free Water in Pit: 3 (in.) o Drainagepatterns in wetlands o Water-stained leaves

Depth to Saturated Soil: I (in.)
Remarks: Ponded to a depth of 3 inches near soil pit. Copepods and mosquito larvae present. Primary indicator present.

SOILS Map Unit Name
Field ObservationsConfnm Mapped Type?(Series and Phase): Auburn silt loam (2 to 30 percent slopes)

Taxonomy (Subgroup): Dyes IZJNo
Drainaze Class: Well drained

Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance! Texture, Concretions,
(inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) (MunsellMoist) Contrast Structure, etc.

0-12 7.5 YR3/2 5 YR4/6 Abundant!good Clay loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:
. 0 Histosol o Concretionso Histic Epipedon o HighOrganic Content in Surface Layer Sandy Soilso Sulfidic Odor o Organic Streaking in Sandy Soilso Aquic Moisture Regime o Listed on Local Hydric Soils Listo Reducing Conditions o Listed on National Hydric Soils List

J2$J Gleved or Low-ChromaColors o Other (Explain in Remarks)
Remarks: Low chroma withmottles. Hydric soil.

WETLAND DETERMINATION
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? IZI Yes DNo Is this samplingpoint within a wetland? I8'J Yes DNo
Wetland Hydrology Present? IZI Yes DNo
Hydric Soils Present? r8I Yes DNo
RemarkslRationale: Criteriamet.

,n ., ofa
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H FAC
H FAC

DP No.: 4

Stratum Indicator.I--"':';':---'-''--l--''''-'C:;::::;';'=--

II FACW-\---_._--,-_._-
H FACW

"-"
Wetlandswale

1 March 2006
CA
El Dorado

CommunitylD: _

Transect ID: ----------
Plot IJ):

No 0
No 0
No I'ZI

Data 1;'01"111

Routine Wcthmd Dererminatlon
(1987 COE Wctlnnd« Delineation Manual)

Field Investigator(s): __Stephen;'jtri!~!:.___ Date:
Project/Site: .. Rialtopla~~cd Devcl2~cl1t State: -,,:.,;.-::.-_-,- .
Applicant/Owner: David Fisher County:

--""-"-"--'-=-'-:..:.:.:._----:-:--------

I. Rumexcrisl!.llS_____ H __ F~.f_~ ?Eleochal'issp. (atleastFACW)

2. Mentha pulegiun:L ~ IL 9BL_ ....Q: Lythrum hyssopJfolium

3. PolYRonum sp. (at least FAG) H FAC .2..9f-.yp<:..e;c:.l'lI..:.::s:.-s:::.IP:':'"->;;(3;:.:;.t.:.-Jc::-:a;-cst--=:F,.:-A=-:C:L) ---Ir---=-= -+--::::-::-:.:::..---J
~. Xanthium strumarium H FACI- _ ...::8;;:.. .::C:.;:.en:.::;t:.:;:a.:.;;ur:..;.i.:.;;um.:.:..:.:m.:;:u:.;:e::,:.hl:.;:e.:;:n::.:be=.r-=.:.giii ----l_-=.::C---L._.::.:.-:.::...--1

Percent of DominantSpecies that are ORL, FACW, or FAC (excludingFAC-): 8/8 = 100%
Remarks:

Do NormalCircumstances exist on the site? Yes I'ZI
Is the site significantlydisturbed (Atypical Situation)? Yes I'ZI
is the site a potential Problem Area? (If needed, eXj!lain below!. Yes r.J

-·VEGETATJOl'i-----·----·--·--· ----.---- - ..--..--.- -r--------..---~~---------- ------ ,---.-----
f-- D_o._m_in_a_n~Plant Species Strat~!.~.. _..!!ldj~~!~~E Dominant Plant Species

HYDROLOGY
D RecordedData (Describe in Remarks):o Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge

D Aerial Photographs
D Other

IZl No RecordedData Available
Field Observations:

Depth OfSUITdCe Water: 2 (in.)
Depth to Free Water in Pit: 0 (in.)
Depthto Saturated Soil: 0 (in.)

SecondaryIndicators
(2 or more required):

o Oxidized root channels in
upper 12 incheso Local soil surveydata

D FAC-Neutral Testo Other (explain in remarks)
D Water-stained leaves

Remarks: Water ponded to a depth of2 inches adjacent to soil pit. Algal mat and mosquito larvae present. Two primary
indicatorspresent.

Well drained

Auburn silt loam (2 to 30 percentslopes) Field ObservationsConfirmMapped Type?
SOILS Map Unit Name

(Series and Phase):
Taxonomy(Subgroup): _

DrainageClass:
DYes IZl No

Depth'
(inches) Horizon

Matrix Color
(Munsell Moist)

Mottle Colors
(MunsellMoist)

Mottle Abundance!
Contrast

Texture, Concretions,
Structure,etc.

0-12 7.5 YR3fl None Clay loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:
D Histosol
D Histic Epipedon
o Sulfidic Odor
o Aquic Moisture Regime
D ReducingConditions
181 Gleved or Low-ChromaColors

Remarks: Low chroma. Hydric soil.

D Concretions
o High OrganicContent in Surface Layer Sandy Soils
D OrganicStreakingin Sandy Soils
o Listed on Local Hydric Soils Listo Listed on NationalHydric Soils List
o Other (Explainin Remarks)

WETLAND DETERMINATION
Hydrophytic VegetationPresent? IZI Yes
WetlandHydrologyPresent? IZI Yes
Hydric Soils Present? IZI Yes

ONo
ONo
DNo

Is this sampling point within a wetland? IZI Yes 0 No

RemarkslRationale: Criteria met. is a H A A j)['

£-'~f~1~'"'+';; %~ Documents Ol~ l'~i~e the
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5Dr No.:1 March 2006
CA
HIDorado

nata Form
Routine Wetland Determinatton

(1987 COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Date:
State:

County:

FieldInvestigatorts): __~_~'p~~!.!.Stringer _
Project/Site: _.l~_~i_~!O Planned Devel~Elllel1t

Applicant/Owner; __~:)~'!Yl~!, Fisl_1C_T _

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site?
ls the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?

_!:l the site a.QQtef~~~~~R!.~!?lem {\re~1_{Ifneeded, ex lain below)

Yes r8I
Yes l'81
Yes 0

Ruderal

Stratum Indic<!~

H ~-----
H FAC..._-

-- 'H ~~ --
H --

VEGETATION
______, Dom~l~!l.~!'l~!.I!.§.£~<:l-'?s_'__ ~__ , Stratu!!!__Eldicato!"_'--__ DO!flinant Plant Species

___!:J3romusJ!!!!!!£lq£,!,!:~ • ..Jl__. -fAfU: 2: Vicia~~ -+ -+-__,

2. Lolium multiflorum __1--_ H FAC 6. Cvnodon dactylo::.;:.n --II----"-"---t_ __=_:..:

3.Erodium !!".!!:rchE!.!!!!!. r-~!:I -~ 7. Rf!Ehan!:!.~:-s:_·a_tlV:_·_113 -1- -+- _

4. Geraniummolle II -- 8. Erodium botrys
Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC (excluding P-A..;cC"'""_)..;c:'-2-/....S-=-2-S-O/«-o------'-----'-------/
Remarks:

HYDROLOGY
o Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks):o Stream, Lake, or Tide Gaugeo Aerial Photographs 'o Other
t8l No Recorded Data Available
Field Observations:

Depthof Surface Water: -- (in.)
Depth to Free Water in Pit: -- (in.)
Depth to Saturated Soil: .- (in.)

Secondary Indicators
(2 or more required):o Oxidized root channels in
upper 12 inches

o Local soil survey datao FAC~Neutral Test
o Other (explain in remarks)o Water-stainedleaves

Remarks: No evidence of wetland hydrology.

Texture, Concretions,
Structure,etc.

IZI No

Mottle Abundance!
Contrast

DYes

Field ObservationsConfirm Mapped Type?

MottleColors
(MunsellMoist)

Well drained

Auburn silt loam (2 to 30 percent slopes)

Matrix Color
(Munsell Moist)Horizon

Depth
(inches)

SOILS Map Unit Name
(Series and Phase):

Taxonomy(Subgroup): _
Drainage Class:

O~12 7.5 YR4/4 None Cobbly clay loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:
D Histosolo HisticEpipedono Sulfidic Odoro Aquic Moisture Regimeo Reducing Conditions
D Gleved or Low-ChromaColors

Remarks: Soil appears to be fill. Not hydric.

o Concretionso High Organic Content in Surface Layer Sandy Soils
o Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils
o Listed on Local Hydric Soils List
D Listed on National Hydric Soils Listo Other (Explain in Remarks)

is a l~n~]ded. {tf

.r~ff~i~i~iDecnments iJD. Xtjl~~ vt"1:lfn :1he

WETLAND DETERMINATION
HydrophyticVegetation Present? DYes
Wetland HydrologyPresent? 0 Yes
Hydric Soils Present? 0 Yes
Remarks/Rationale: Criteria not met.

IZJ No
!ZINo
!ZINo

Is this samplingpoint within a wetland? 0 Yes IZJ No

EIOOf8{!O t,Ol_Hlty Ji.hF"*i ",*'C-J<"

,'';HlmnM1tfii Arll}t>'iiY in Ut"EHffi~,~}----

14-0386 E 74 of 193



6LMarch 2006 DP No.:---;;;.: ..:.:=.........;;:.
CA _--.:-- _

El Dorado

Data Form
Routine Wetland Determiuatio»

(' 9S7COE Wetlands Delineation Manual)
_~t.tJ.?!\en__~.!:i'_~f.l~_________________ Date:
. Rialto Planned Development Slate:
. :q'.l.:'l.d Fi~ll~:__ County:

Field Investigatorts):
Project/Site:
Applicant/Owner:

Community ID: Wetland swale
'Transect 10: --------

Yes ~ No 0
Yes t8l No 0

o t8l

Do Normal Circumstances exist on the site?
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?

1~...t~~~~_(1_~~.!1.!ii!lPr2QJem_~.!~!!.'LQfneeded!.exp~n below) Yes No Plot ID:._-_._-_._-_._-------_._--..----- ._----
VI~GJ~l'AnON

_..__._______!2.~~iJ1_~_~!l~~~!_~l?~Ei~. _____ Stratum Indicator _ _____ D£minantJ1f!!!LSpecies Stratum Indicator--_.. ---_._~--

..I. Loliu!!} mllltiJl()rll~'!........_. ____.________ ._ 11 FAC .J..:.J::.~!~'2~I!L!!Y.ssopJ['!lium___.____ H FACWf--..••.•.•.•---- -----_. 1-------f---'.------
_2. Rumexcris.Eus_____________ H FACW- _~.:. Sonchus aSJ!!!!. ssp. asper H FAC--- -- --
1- Polrgon1!m ~p.:Jat least FA9 II FAC 7. Sonchus oleraceus .. R ---_:_---- -----
_1. Mentha pulegium 1-1 OBL 8. Geranium dissectum H --
Percent of Dominant Species that are OBL, FACW, or FAC (excluding FAC-): 6/8"" 15%
Remarks:

HYDROLOGY Wetland Hydrology Indicators:o Recorded Data (Describe in Remarks): Primary Indicators: Secondary Indicatorso Stream, Lake, or Tide Gauge IZIlnundated (2 or more required):o Aerial Photographs I8J Saturated in upper o Oxidized root channels in
D Other 12 inches upper 12 inches

IZI No Recorded Data Available o Water marks o Local soil survey data
Field Observations: o Drift lines D FAC-NeutraJ Test

Depth of Surface Water: 1 (in.) o Sediment deposits D Other (explain in remarks)

Depth to Free Watcr in Pit 0 (in.) o Drainage patterns in wetlands o Water-stained leaves

Depth to Saturated Soil: 0 (in.)
Remarks: Water is ponded to a depth of 1 inch at the soil pit. Primary indicator present.

SOILS Map Unit Name
Field Observations Confirm Mapped Type?(Series andPhase): Auburn silt loam (2 to 30 percent slopes)

Taxonomy (Subgroup):
DYes I:8J No

Drainage Class: Well drained
Depth Matrix Color Mottle Colors MottleAbundancel Texture, Concretions,

(inches) Horizon (Munsell Moist) (Munsell Moist) Contrast Structure, etc.

O~12 7.5YR31l 5YR4/6 Abundanti good Cobblv clay loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:o Histosol D Concretionso Histic Epipedon o High Organic Content in Surface Layer Sandy Soilso Sulfidic Odor o Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils
o Aquic Moisture Regime o Listed on Local Hydric Soils Listo Reducing Conditions o Listed on National Hydric Soils List
IZI Gleyed or Low-Chroma Colors D Other (Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: Low chroma with mottles. Hydric soil.

WETLAND DETERMINATION
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? l'8J Yes DNo Is this sampling point within a wetland? IZI Yes DNo
Wetland Hydrology Present? l'8J Yes DNo
Hydric Soils Present? l'8J Yes DNo
RemarkslRationale: Criteria met.

is it (;f

CiH{"bJii1'wmni;ph; 'If! IFHR with the,l';...•• ,~v _ .~ ... ,.". '1-.. ,. " ~ ,-,""

"" , .(\Hmi.:h.~.~; \i ~'lYr,;'H.H'::' a
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UP No.eI March2006
CA
El Dorado

Data Form
Routlne Wetland Determination

(1987 COl:': Wetlands Delineation Manual)
Stephen Str~!.!gE!...-__ Date:
Rialto Planned Development State: --=,,;:..::-_-:- .

David Fisher County: ....c;;.::..:..c...-'---C..:. ,.....-_.

Field Investigatorts):
Project/Site:
Applicant/Owner:

Community ID: Ruderal-'-""-'--------TransectID: ----------
PI ID

Yes l:8J No 0
Yes I:8J No 0
yON IZl

Do NormalCircumstances exist 011 the site?
Is tile site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?
I the sit ' I P bl A ? (If d d I' b I )_~.:!.._}e E_~~ot~!!tIa __~_~.!!! ___~~~..:.._'-nee .~._~~£ ~!!'__ e ow es 0 . ot _.....----
VEGETATION

___.___.Q!?~!~'l_Il!_PJilEt ~ecie~_____._ Stratum Indicator Dom~nallt Plant Species Stratum Indicator------ --'-- --
I. Centaurea solstitialis H .. 5. Amsinckia menziesii H _.

...._-------..---~ ...._-~_ ..._----~~ .._. ._--~-- ---
2. Brassicaniz!:~_._____.____ H _. 6. Geranium molle H ..

f--

.1· Medicago pol"y.llu!!J!ha H -- ..1:. Vici!!..~:_.
... }I -------1--_._-----_.-:-- ------ --

4. Torilis arvensis II .-
Percentof DominantSpecies that are OBL, FACW,or FAC (excludingFAC-): 017=0%
Remarks:

HYDROLOGY Wetland Hydrology Indicators:o RecordedData (Describe in Remarks): PrimaryIndicators: SecondaryIndicators.
o Stream,Lake,or Tide Gauge o Inundated (2 or more required):
o Aerial Photographs o Saturated in upper o Oxidizedroot channels in
o Other 12 inches upper 12 inches

l'8J No RecordedData Available o Water marks o Local soil survey data
Field Observations: o Drift lines D FAC-Neutral Test

Depth of Surface Water: -- (in.) D Sedimentdeposits o Other (explain in remarks)
Depth to Free Water in Pit: _. (in.) o Drainagepatterns in wetlands D Water-stained leaves
Depth to SaturatedSoil: -- (in.)

Remarks: No evidenceof wetlandhydrology.

SOILS Map Unit Name
FieldObservations ConfirmMapped Type?(Seriesand Phase): Auburn silt loam (2 to 30 percent slopes)

Taxonomy (Subgroup): Dyes IZI No
Drainage Class: Well drained

Depth MatrixColor Mottle Colors Mottle Abundance! Texture, Concretions,
(inches) Horizon (MunsellMoist) (MunsellMoist) Contrast Structure, etc.

0-12 7.5 YR4/4 None .- Cobbly clay loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:o Histosol o Concretionso Histic Epipedon o High Organic Contentin SurfaceLayer Sandy Soils
o SulfidicOdor o Organic Streaking in SandySoils
D Aquic Moisture Regime o Listed on Local HydricSoilsList
D ReducingConditions o Listed on National HydricSoilsListoGleyedor Low-ChromaColors o Other (Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: Not hydric,

WETLAND DETERMINATION
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? DYes ~No Is this samplingpointwithina wetland? DYes [8] No
WetlandHydrology Present? DYes IZINo
Hvdric SoilsPresent? DYes ~No
RemarkslRationale: Criterianot met.

", ., "as Li of
~r}f~,1fig.i R){}tl)XrH~'raison ;Yiie V/ith tr~H\

E~ O()I,HRfl 4'mntt'i
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DP No.:

Data Form
Routine Wetland Determinatlon

(1987 COB Wetlands Delineation Manual)
-:~tephen S.t.!"il1~ ._..__ Date: 1_M,.;..<.;..lr.;..c1,.;..l_20.;..O-,6 c:;...=.~..:.;:..c_,--

Rialto Pl<~mcd Devc~E!!lcllt State: _C_~A ._
J:~avid Fisher County: ...;E::...'I;..:D::...<.;;.:)r:..;.;fl;.:.:d:.:.o _

Field Investigatons):
Project/Site:
Applkant/Owner:

RuderalCommunity 10: ....;:;..=;:;;.;:;;.:...-. _

Transect ID: ----------Plot In:

No 0
No 0
No ~

Yes ~
Yes IZI
Yes 0

Do NormalCircumstances exist on the site?
Is the site significantly disturbed (Atypical Situation)?
Is the site a potential Problem ArealQfnccded, e~lain below)¥o¥_____

---....-------~ -~¥-. --- - -- '-
VE(;ETATION

,_,,"_.__._.~~nt Pla.!!~~p~cies _____ l-~tTatum Indicator Dominant Plant Species Stratum Indicat~!:-

I. Lolium multlflorum H FAC 5. Senecio vulgaris H --_¥_._--~-~-_.~. __._-------_.---f------ 1---. --
2. Bromus hordeaceus H FACU- 6. Vida so. H --- --~----- ----

._~.:._Taeniatheru'!'cal?!:~!-"1Sdu.sae____ H -- 7. Centaurea solstitialis
_.

H -------- .
4. Erodium moschatum H -:. 8. Geranium dlssectum H --

. ------
Percentof Dominant Speciesthat are OBI., FACW, or FAC (excluding FAC-): l/8= 13%
Remarks:

HYDROLOGY Wetland Hydrology Indicators:o RecordedData (Describe in Remarks): Primary Indicators: Secondary Indicatorso Stream, Lake,or Tide Gauge o Inundated (2 or more required):o AerialPhotographs o Saturated in upper D Oxidizedroot channels in
D Other 12 inches upper 12 inches

IZI No RecordedDataAvailable o Watermarks o Local soil survey data
Field Observations: o Drift lines o FAC-Neutral Test

Depth of SurfaceWater: -- (in.) o Sediment deposits D Other (explain in remarks)
Depth to Free Water inPit: -- (in.) D Drainage patterns in wetlands o Water-stained leaves
Depth to Saturated Soil: -- (in.)

Remarks: No evidence of wetland hydrology.

SOILS Map UnitName
Field Observations ConfirmMapped Type?(Seriesand Phase): Auburnsilt loam (2 to 30 percentslopes)

Taxonollly(Subgroup): DYes IZlNo
Drainage Class: Well drained

Depth Matrix Color MottleColors Mottle Abundance/ Texture, Concretions,
(inches) Horizon (MunsellMoist) (Munsell Moist) Contrast Structure, etc.

0-12 7.5 YR4/4 None -- Cobblv clay loam

Hydric Soil Indicators:
D Histosol o Concretions
D HisticEpipedon D High Organic Content in Surface LayerSandy Soils
D Sulfidic Odor o Organic Streaking in Sandy Soils
D AquicMoisture Regime o Listedon Local Hydric Soils List
o Reducing Conditions D Listedon National Hydric Soils List
o Gleved or Low-Chroma Colors [] Other (Explain in Remarks)

Remarks: Not hydric.

WETLAND DETERMINAnON
Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? DYes !ZINo Is this samplingpoint within a wetland? DYes IZINo
WetlandHydrology Present? DYes IZjNo
Hvdric SoilsPresent? DYes !ZINo
RemarkslRationale: Criterianot met.

.>A·r:~t.is ~:~ "n

I ii\' Lin t'{H::rfiUfR&'. un "UI;' '~';H""":
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Appendix B.

Photographs of the Project Study Area

Rialto Planned Development (APN 067-260~90)

EI Dorado County, CA

J'rl.'li/llillaly.lllr;J1/;(:t;onal Oe/;Jlf-"ui"m H,'port
Rialtol'tOffflet/ LJc,'el(JplIIl~'"

fl Dorm/aGtUnly,CA

06012._Rialto_DclincotionRpt-Vl.doc 4/8121103 Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Inc.
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Pre[ijnil1ary .Iur;.nJiclirmalJ)eli1teaflo" Rep()rJ
Wtlilo rJa",~d [)evvlopnumt

EIDoradoCo"tlly. (:A

Photo I. View east ofthe nonnative/ruderal grassland in the
northern portion of the PSA front ShadowfaxLane. Cars traveling
on Green ValleyRoad are visible in the left side of the photo.

Photo 2. ViewwestoCthestrawberry field from the eastern edge of
the PSA. The wetlandswaleis out of view to the right of the photo.
A Valley oak in the PSAis visiblein the background(arrow).

Photo 3. Viewwest alongthe wetlandswale in the PSA fromnear
the eastern PSA boundary. The arrowspoint to the approximate
boundaries of the wet swale.

Photo 4. Vieweast of the sales shed and parking area for the
strawberryfield in the PSA fromthe east shoulderofShadowfax
Lane.

,;;:':-S ·~"'~~~:···.~:~~:~::.~tf-·'!F'~'.T
#'"

Photo 5. Viewnorth of the Valleyoak in the PSA fromthe parking
area for the strawberry field.

06012_Rialto-PelinealionRpt·Photo•.doc 412512006 Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Inc. ~,~~l 't'*or;;;},d·;) County 'r>u.iltll j ·lg !(:~~>p~lrhn~':y~t

?{cd inki
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Pn!!im;"ory Jllr;~dic.titJ"ul De/inea/IIJI, Repor'

Rialto PlfVlIU!(} Developmem
1::1 DoradoCOl/nty, CA

Appendix c.
Plant species recorded at data points.

Rialto Planned Development (APN 067-260-90)
EI Dorado County, CA

1--. Species Stratum indicator

d.,!,sinckia menziesii H ---
Brassicaniera H ---
Bromushordeaceus H FACU·

Centaurea solstitialis H --
Centaurium muehlenbergii H FAC

Chamomillasuaveolens H --..
Cichorium intvbus H _.
Cynodondactylon H FAC

Cvperussn, (at least FAC) H FAC

Eleocharissp, (at least FACW) H FACW

Epilobium ciliatum H FACW

li!0dium botrvs H --
Erodiummoschatum H --
Geraniumdissectum H --
Geraniummolle H -.
Holocarphavireata H _.
Lolium multiflorum . H FAC

Luotnus e». H --
Lythrumhvssopifolium H FACW

Medicago polymorpha H --
Menthaoulegium H OBL
Polygonum sp. (at least FAC) H FAC

Raohanus sativus H --
Rumexcrispus H FACW-

'senecio vulgaris H --
Sonchus asper ssp. asper H FAC

Sonchusoleraceus H --
!stellaria media H --
Taeniatherum caput-medusae H --
Torilis arvensis H --
Trifolium hirtum H -
Vicia so. H --
lxanthium strumarium H FAC+

~rh_js }~§ '}l! ]J{}11«le~:J ij·f
·[),)t.·H.r.t~~~~.~~ts (~n_l1''jt(~ ~ll~:.~

06012.Riallo.Delin••lionRpl·V2.doc 41812005 Sycamore Environmental Consultants. Ind']1)onuli} ('on:"tyt$uildiag l)l:'pa:rtmr:nt
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SYCAMORE ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTANTS, INC.

6355 Riverside Blvd., Suite C, Sacramento, CA 95831
Phone: 916/427-0703 www.sycamoreenv.com

27 November 2013

Mr. David Orosco
1000 Orosco Drive
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762

Phone: 916/708-4721

Subject: General Plan Policy 7.3.3.4 Analysis ofSetback to a Wetland Swale for the Green Valley
Nursery, El Dorado County, CA.

Dear Mr. Orosco:

This letter evaluates a retail nursery development for consistency with El Dorado County General Plan
Policy 7.3.3.4 and the Interim Interpretive Guidelines (adopted 22 June 2006) for that policy. The
County currently uses the interim standard setbacks of 100 feet for perennial waters and 50 feet for
intermittent waters and wetlands until permanent standards are established in the zoning ordinance.
According to the General Plan, these interim standards may be modified if a project demonstrates that
a smaller setback would be sufficient to protect the particular waters or wetlands present. The
County's site assessment form identifies the protected attributes of waters and wetlands. This letter
evaluates project compliance with County General Plan Policy 7.3.3.4. This letter does not address
Federal or State regulations or permit requirements.

Background

Sycamore Environmental previously prepared a Draft Biological Evaluation Letter Report and
Preliminary Jurisdictional Delineation Report (both dated 25 April 2006) for the approximately 9.6
acre parcel. Green Valley Nursery occupies the north end of the parcel. The south end ofthe parcel is
an active agricultural field, consisting mostly of strawberries. The agricultural field was established
prior to 2002. Green Valley Nursery began operations at the site in approximately early 2011 (Google
2013). The 2006 Delineation Report identified a wetland swale, flowing from east to west, across the
parcel. The wetland swale is between the strawberry field and nursery.

The Nursery began operation without a special use permit from El Dorado County. The County
prepared an Initial Study - Mitigated Negative Declaration (ISMND) for the Nursery in February
2013. According to the ISMND, the wetland swale was graded. The project was heard before the
Planning Commission on 28 March 2013. The Planning Commission voted to continue the project

off-calendar and directed Planning Staff to work with the appll'H9~~~sq'lf3tl tlm~'tj~cluding

Policy 7.3.3.4 and the wetland setback. 03/\1383d :t 1d

'S :9 W~ s-330 CI
• I

13061 GreenValley Nursery Setback Letter 1l/27/2013

Attachment 7
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Methods and Approach

Federal and State database queries ofspecial-status species that are known or could potentially occur
in the area were updated. Attachment F contains the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service list of species that
may be affected by projects on the Clarksville quad, and queries ofthe California Natural Diversity
Database and California Native Plant Society Inventory for the nine-quad area centered on the
Clarksville quad.

The 2006 biological and jurisdictional delineation reports, and the ISMND and Staff Report for the
current project, were rev iewed. I conducted a site visit on 8 October 2013 to observe existing
conditions. The edge of the Nursery near the wetland swale is bounded by a small rock berm. The
rock berm was mapped with a sub-meter accurate global positioning system (GPS). The wetland
swale boundary was mapped in 2006 with a sub-meter accurate GPS. The rock berm, the wetland
swale boundary, and several other features were overlaid on a recent aerial photograph to create the
figure of existing conditions in Attachment A. The wetland swale was overlaid on a 2010 aerial
photograph to create the figure of baseline conditions in Attachment B.

The vegetation present was noted in two areas during the 2013 site visit, the vegetation in the wetland
swale, and the vegetation on the approximately 4-5 foot tall slope on the north side ofthe wetland
swale. The vegetation observed in 2013 was compared to the vegetation noted in the 2006 biological
and delineation reports. A table of the vegetation observed is in Attachment E, with the dominant
plant species noted.

The following sources were used to determine the baseline biological conditions present within the
standard 50 foot setback, and the wetland itself, prior to establishment of the Nursery:

• Datapoints taken at the site in March 2006 for the jurisdictional delineation report. Datapoints
taken according to U.S. Army Corps ofEngineers (1987) procedure are in both wetlands and
uplands and record the dominant vegetation present.

• Descriptions of the site and vegetation in the 2006 biological and jurisdictional delineation
reports.

• Site photographs from January and March of2006.

• Aerial photographs from various years available from Google (2013).

• A 1962 aerial photograph from the County soil survey (NRCS 1974).

The baseline conditions prior to the Nursery were used to determine ifthe project's current conditions
and setback, as built, have impacted any of the biological resources identified on the County's Site
Assessment Form for Policy 7.3.3.4 (Attachment C). The agricultural field south ofthe wetland has
existed since at least 2002 and is not part of this setback analysis.

Existing Conditions

Attachment A is an October 2011 aerial photograph, after establishment of the Nursery, that
demonstrates the existing conditions. The parcel is bordered on the north by Green Valley Road and
on the west by Shadowfax Lane. Part ofthe Mormon Island Auxiliary Dam, and the Brown's Ravine
Recreation Area, are across Green Valley Road to the North. An undeveloped parcel is across
Shadowfax Lane to the west. The Sacramento County boundary, and the Mormon Island Wetland

1306\ Green ValleyNUISery SetbackLetter 11/27/2013 Sycamore Environmental Consultants. Inc. 2
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Preserve, are further west of Shadowfax Lane, but within a few hundred feet of the parcel. The parcel
is bordered on the south by a cemetery and a residence. The parcel is bordered on the east by a
residence and an undeveloped parcel. The parcel is not in a designated "Important Biological
Corridor" or "Ecological Preserves" overlay pursuant to the General Plan (El Dorado County 2004).

Most retail container plants, the trailer with the Nursery office, and landscaping features are on the
eastern side ofthe area north of the swale. The area just west of the container plants contains
landscaping materials (mulch, bark, etc.). There is a small stand for selling strawberries in the
northwest comer, near the intersection ofGreen Valley Road and Shadowfax Lane. Vehicles may
enter the site from both roads, without crossing the swale. The area north of the swale containing the
Nursery occupies approximately 3.6 acres. In response to previous concerns about water quality, a
low berm (about 6-12 inches high) was constructed along the edge of the Nursery along the swale.
The berm is composed ofloose cobble and soil (see photos 1 and 9 in Attachment D). Several
openings in the berm allow runoff into the swale.

The wetland swale near the center of the property is part ofa watershed with upper reaches about 0.75
mile east of the nursery. The swale drains to the Mormon Island Wetland Preserve, which is within a
few hundred feet to the west, and ultimately to Lake Natoma, an impoundment of the American River.
The watershed is a mixture of developed, mostly residential, and undeveloped areas. The swale flows
seasonally. It was flowing during fieldwork in January and March of2006, and dry during the site
visit in October 2013. The swale is not shown on the U.S. Geological Survey Clarksville quad or the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service National Wetlands Inventory Map. It is large enough to be visible on
the 1962 aerial photograph in Attachment G, but did not then support woody riparian vegetation other
than the large valley oak tree that is still present.

The wetland swale is mostly vegetated with hydrophytic herbaceous vegetation. The table in
Attachment E is a list ofvegetation observed in the bottom of the swale, and the northern slope
leading up to the Nursery, with dominant vegetation noted. The slope is mostly vegetated with upland
herbaceous vegetation. The only woody vegetation associated with the swale is one large valley oak
tree south ofthe swale on the western side ofthe property. Woody riparian vegetation is present up
and downstream of the Nursery.

There is one dirt road crossing the swale on the eastern side of the property. The swale is in a
corrugated metal pipe (CMP) culvert under the dirt farm road that was installed prior to 2002 (Google
2013). The swale drains west under Shadowfax Lane via a CMP with concrete headwalls.

Proposed Project

The proposed project is the Green Valley Nursery as-built conditions. The current location of the rock
berm along the edge of the Nursery is the feature nearest the wetland swale. Except for the area where
the dirt road crosses the swale and the area east of that, the rock berm varies from approximately 9 to
23 feet away from the wetland swale. The Project is requesting an alternative setback to the wetland
swale that follows the existing rock berm, except east of the culvert. East ofthe culvert, the Project is
requesting a similar setback as the rest ofthe site, which will require moving the landscaping in that
area farther north, away from the wetland swale. Potential impacts to the wetland swale from past
grading are also considered.

13061Green ValleyNurserySetbackLetter 11127/2013 Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Inc. 3
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Alternative Setback Analysis

The following responds to items a) through g) of the County Site Assessment Form for General Plan
Policy 7.3.3.4 included in Attachment C. Photographs are in Attachment D. My resume is in
Attachment H as required by the form.

a. Riparian Vegetation) There is a short, steep 4-5 foot rise in grade immediately north ofthe wetland
swale along most of its length that existed prior to the Nursery. The Nursery occupies this higher
ground next to the wetland swale. Datapoint 7 from the 2006 Delineation was taken about 47 feet
north of the wetland swale. Datapoint 7 records common upland ruderal herbaceous vegetation
present at that time (yellow star thistle, black mustard, burclover, etc., see photo 4 in Attachment
D). The vegetation is not indicative of a riparian community. The 2006 biological report identifies
the area north of the wetland swale as "nonnative grassland/ruderal" and lists mostly nonnative
annuals as the vegetation. Spoils piles are noted as present. The vegetation observed on the slope
above the wetland swale in 2013 is mostly nonnative upland herbaceous vegetation (Attachment E),
comparable to what was observed in 2006.

No woody riparian vegetation was present north ofthe wetland swale in 2006. Aerial photographs
from 2010 do not indicate any woody riparian vegetation on the north side (Google 20(3). The
available background material suggests there was no riparian community present on the north side
ofthe wetland swale prior to establishment of the Nursery. The vegetation community in the
wetland swale is discussed under item c) below.

The soil disturbance and vegetation removal may have led to the establishment of two invasive
weeds that were not previously found at the site, stinkwort (Dittrichia graveolens) and tree tobacco
(Nicotiana glauca). Both weeds are rated "moderate" (substantial and apparent, but generally not
severe) for their impacts on wildlands (Cal-IPC 2006). Cal-IPC has also given stinkwort an alert
designation for significant potential for invading new ecosystems, and the plant may have negative
impacts on livestock. Other weeds at the site are also rated by Cal-IPC, but they are more common
regionally and most ofthem were found at the site in 2006, such as yellow star thistle. Only two
live saplings oftree tobacco were observed (see photo 2), and this weed may be easily controlled
manually. Stinkwort was more widespread but still at a level where manual control is possible.
Stinkwort is an annual plant that produces abundant, wind-dispersed seeds in autumn. Mitigation is
recommended below for the weeds.

b. Creeks or Streams) The drainage at the site is mostly vegetated, and three datapoints were taken in
parts of the drainage. All three met the Corps (1987) 3-parameter test for wetlands. For this reason
the drainage was categorized as a wetland swale in the 2006 delineation. The categorization as a
wetland swale is maintained here. Wetlands are a subset ofWaters of the U.S. under the Corps'
Clean Water Act Section 404 regulatory program. Much ofthe background information for the
project refers to the drainage as an intermittent stream. Policy 7.3.3.4 has the same standard
setback, 50 feet, for both wetlands and intermittent streams. Impacts to the wetland swale are
discussed under item c) below.

c. Wetlands or Lakes) According to the ISMND, the wetland swale was graded. Photographs
attached to the ISMND indicate the swale was scraped of vegetation down to bare soil. The general
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shape and capacity ofthe swale does not appear to have changed based on photos from 2006 and
2013 (Attachment D), except for an area near the eastern property boundary.

East of the dirt road there is an approximately 40 foot long segment of wetland swale between the
culvert under the dirt road and the eastern parcel boundary. Landscaping has encroached into the
wetland swale on the north side of this area, up to the rock berm shown on the figure in Attachment
A. The landscaped area of the wetland comprises approximately 76 fe, and consists ofthe rock
berm, shredded bark mulch, container plants, and chicken coops along the margin. The
landscaping in this area has impacted the wetland swale by removing the vegetation and possibly
raising the ground surface. Mitigation is recommended below for this area.

Vegetation in the wetland swale in 2006 was dominated by both native and nonnative herbaceous
hydrophytic vegetation. The most common species were Italian ryegrass, curly dock, nutsedge,
perennial knotweed (Persicaria sp.), loosestrife, pennyroyal, and cocklebur. The dominant
vegetation observed in the wetland swale in 2013 is noted in Attachment E, and is a similar mix of
both native and nonnative herbaceous hydrophytic vegetation. The disturbance has not
significantly changed the vegetation community in the wetland swale.

d. Wildlife Movement/Migration) The Mormon Island Wetland Preserve provides a nearby area for
wildlife within a few hundred feet downstream of the Nursery (Bureau of Reclamation 2011). The
wetlands and ponds at the Preserve provide habitat for some semi-aquatic wildlife, such as western
pond turtle (see also item e) below) and treefrogs. Shadowfax Lane between the Nursery and the
Preserve has little traffic and is not a substantial barrier to wildlife. Immediately upstream ofthe
Nursery is an undeveloped parcel with woody riparian vegetation along the drainage for about 380
feet. The drainage is then culverted under Sophia Parkway for about 130 feet. Sophia Parkway is a
busy road with the drainage in a long culvert, and is a substantial barrier to wildlife. Upstream of
Sophia Parkway the drainage flows through a mix ofdeveloped and undeveloped parcels, and areas
with and without woody riparian vegetation.

Under baseline conditions prior to the Nursery the wetland swale provided little cover for wildlife
and poor value as a connector for other areas of habitat, due to Sophia Parkway and substantial
development upstream in the watershed. There is one known perennial or near-perennial pond
upstream, behind a residence near the end of Amy's Lane. The wetland swale may provide a
seasonal movement corridor during the winter and spring when water is present for smaller semi­
aquatic wildlife. The footprint of the Nursery currently extends up to the edge of the slope down to
the wetland swale, but does not preclude the movement of semi-aquatic wildlife through the
drainage. The current footprint ofthe Nursery up to the rock berm does not conflict with the
movement ofany wildlife likely to depend upon the wetland swale as a movement corridor. The
parcel is not in a County designated "Important Biological Corridor."
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e. Special-Status Species) Updated Federal and State database queries of special-status species that
occur in or could be affected by projects in the area are in Attachment F. The 2006 biological
report identifies the parcel as potential habitat for Brandegee's clarkia, an upland plant.
Brandegee's clarkia had a rare plant rank of 1B.2 when the Biological Evaluation Letter Report was
prepared. Brandegee's clarkia now has a rare plant rank of4.2 (CNPS 2013). Plants with an
overall rank of4 are unlikely to meet the listing requirements of the California Native Plant
Protection Act or California Endangered Species Act. No mitigation is proposed for Brandegee's
clarkia. The determination as to whether to consider a rank 4 plant lies with the CEQA lead
agency.

There is a known population ofwestern pond turtle in the Mormon Island Wetland Preserve
(Bureau of Reclamation 2011). Pond turtles frequent areas of perennial or near-perennial water at
least several feet deep (Zeiner et al. 1988). They may make use of shallower or more seasonal
aquatic habitat for movement. The wetland swale at the Nursery does not provide year-round
habitat for pond turtle because it is too shallow and dries during the summer and/or autumn. Pond
turtles may occasionally move along the wetland swale (see item d) above). The project is not
proposing any structures that would create a new barrier along the wetland swale.

Nearly all birds are listed by the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), or protected by State
Fish and Game Code (§3503). The nearest records of special-status nesting birds in the California
Natural Diversity Database are of tricolored blackbird, a heron/egret colony, and a white-tailed kite
nest about 0.7 to 1.5 miles away from the Nursery. The wetland swale does not provide suitable
nesting habitat for tricolored blackbird. Many species of birds, including herons, egrets, and white­
tailed kites could nest in the large valley oak. Construction projects are frequently conditioned,
either by a CEQA mitigation measure or Lake and Streambed Alteration Agreement, to conduct
pre-construction surveys for active bird nests, and are generally subject to setback or timing
constraints for any active nests that are present. Pre-construction surveys are precluded in this
instance. The 2006 biological report noted that no bird nests were observed. No remnant nests
were observed in the large valley oak at the site in October 2013, after the end ofthe nesting season
for most birds.

f. BMPs) The Project may be conditioned to comply with the County's Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP), or prepare a project-specific SWPPP. Project compliance with a
SWPPP will result in implementation ofBMPs at the site for stormwater quality. The types of
BMPs that are likely to be included, such as erosion control materials (mats, wattles, straw,
hydroseeding), swales, outfall energy dissipation (rock slope protection at culvert outfall) are
compatible with the alternative setback requested under Policy 7.3.3.4 at this site.

g. Prior County Approval) The alternative setback request was not subject to prior County approval.
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Recommended Mitigation

Recommended Mitigation 1: Landscaping that has encroached into the wetland swale shall be
removed (including shredded bark mulch, cobble, soil, rock berm, etc.).

Recommended Mitigation 2: Vegetation shall be re-established in the previously landscaped area.
Any seeded or planted vegetation shall be I) hydrophytic (rated as a facultative, facultative wetland, or
obligate wetland species on the national wetland plant list [Lichvar and Kartesz 2012]),2) native to
California, and 3) previously documented from the area (such as previously reported from the project
site or the nearby Mormon Island Wetland Preserve). The vegetation shall be considered re­
established when the plant cover is similar to the area ofthe wetland swale that was not landscaped.
Suitable species include Baltic rush (Juncus balticus), iris-leaved rush (J xiphioidesy; spikerush
(Eleocharis macrostachya), clustered field sedge (Carex praegracilis), or comparable species.

Recommended Mitigation 3: If seeding ofthe slope adjacent to the wetland swale is included in the
BMPs, any seeded vegetation shall be 1) native to California or sterile, and 2) if native, previously
documented from the area (such as previously reported from the project site or the nearby Mormon
Island Wetland Preserve). Suitable species include blue wild rye (Elymus glaucus), creeping wild rye
(E. [=Leymus] triticoidesy, foothill needlegrass (Stipa [=Nassella ] lepida), lupines (Lupinus sp.), or
comparable species.

Recommended Mitigation 4: Invasive weed control measures shall be implemented for stinkwort
tDiurichia graveolens) and tree tobacco (Nicotiana glauca). The County Department of Agriculture
shall be consulted for appropriate control and disposal methods for these species. Ifmanual or
mechanical control is not feasible and herbicide is necessary, application will occur in compliance
with applicable regulations, including regulations for application near water.

Conclusion

The alternative setback requested (9-23 feet), with implementation ofthe above mitigation or
comparable measures, is sufficient to protect the wetland swale under County General Plan Policy
7.3.3.4 because:

1. The area within 50 feet ofthe north side of the wetland swale did not contain riparian
vegetation prior to establishment of the nursery;

2. The vegetation in the wetland swale that was removed has recovered to a similar vegetative
community as previously existed;

3. The wetland swale provides limited value for wildlife movement due to conditions in the
surrounding area, and the project will not result in any new barriers,

4. The reduced setback distance will not affect special-status species.
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Pleasenote that the alternativesetbackrequestwill require the review ofthe PlanningCommission
becausethe alternative setback is less than 25 feet. Please contactme ifyou have any questions.

Cordially,

Chuck Hughes, M.S.
SeniorBiologistlBotanist

AttachmentA. Existingconditions
AttachmentB. Baselineconditions
AttachmentC. Site Assessment Form
AttachmentD. Photographs
Attachment E. Vegetation Observed
Attachment F. USFWS/CNDDB/CNPS Databasequeries
Attachment G. 1962Aerial Photograph
Attachment H. Resume
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Attachment E
Vegetation Observed

Scientific Common Native/ Cal-IPC
Dominant

Hydrophytic
Name Name Introduced Ratinz Ind. Status

Wetland Swale
Acmispon americanus Deervetch N D UPL

Asclepias fascicularis
Narrow-leaf

N
FAC

milkweed
Briza minor Annual Quaking grass I FAC
Cyperus eragrostis Nutsedze N FACW
Dittriehia graveolens Stinkwort I Moderate UPL
Eehinoehloa crus-galli Barnyard grass I FACW
Epilobium brachvcarpum Willowherb N UPL
Epilobium densiflorum Willowherb N D FACW
Festuea perennis Italian rvezrass I Moderate D FAC
Galium aparine Goose grass N FACU
Helminthotheca echioides Bristlv ox-tongue I Limited D FACU
Juncus balticus ssp. ater Baltic rush N FACW
Juncus xiphioides Iris-leaved rush N OBL
Lycopersicon sp, Tomato I (Az, Escape) UPL
Melilotus so. Sweetclover I UPL
Mentha pulegium Pennyroyal I Moderate OBL
Persicaria sp, Perennial knotweed NII FACW
Phalaris paradoxa Hood canary grass I FAC
Polypogon monspeliensis Annual beard grass I Limited D FACW
Portulaca oleracea Purslane I FAC
Rumex crispus Curly dock I Limited FAC
Typha domingensis Southern cattail N OBL
Veronica sp. Brooklime NII FACW
Xanthium strumarium Cocklebur N D FAC
Zeltnera muehlenbergii Monterey centaurv N D FACW

Slone
Acmispon amerieanus Deervetch N UPL
Avena sp. Wild oat I Moderate UPL
Bromus diandrus Ripgut grass I Moderate UPL
Bromus hordeaceus Soft chess I Moderate FACU
Bromus mad. ssp. rubens Red brome I High UPL
Carduus pvcnocephalus Italian thistle I Moderate D UPL
Centaurea solstitialis Yellow star-thistle I High UPL
Chamaesyce maeulata Spotted spurge I UPL
Convolvulus arvensis Bindweed I UPL
Conyza sp. Horseweed I UPL
Dittriehia graveolens Stinkwort I Moderate D UPL
Elymus caput-medusae Medusa head I High UPL
Epilobium brachvcarpum Willowherb N UPL

,

Helminthotheca echioides Bristlv ox-tongue I Limited D FACU
Hirschfeldia ineana Summer mustard I Moderate D FACU
Lactuca serriola Pricklv lettuce I FACU
Lycopersicon sp, Tomato I (Aa, Escape) UPL
Nicotiana glauca Tree tobacco I Moderate FAC
Polygonum aviculare Knotweed I D FACW
Silybum marianum Milk thistle I Limited D UPL
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Attachment F

USFWS/CNDDB/CNPS DatabaseQueries
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United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Sacramento Fish and Wildlife Office
2800 Cottage Way, Room W-2605

Sacramento, California 95825

October 21, 2013

Document Number: 131021115631

R. John Little Ph.D.
Sycamore Environmental Consultants Inc.
6355 Riverside Blvd. Suite C
Sacramento, CA 95831

Subject: Species List for Green Valley Nursery and Landscape Project (APN 124-301-03)

Dear: Dr. Little

We are sending this official species list in response to your October 21, 2013 request for
information about endangered and threatened species. The list covers the California counties
and/or U.S. Geological Survey 7V2 minute quad or quads you requested.

Our database was developed primarily to assist Federal agencies that are consulting with us.
Therefore, our lists include all of the sensitive species that have been found in a certain area
and also ones that may be affected by projects in the area. For example, a fish may be on the
list for a quad if it lives somewhere downstream from that quad. Birds are included even if they
only migrate through an area. In other words, we include all of the species we want people to
consider when they do something that affects the environment.

Please read Important Information About Your Species List (below). It explains how we made
the list and describes your responsibilities under the Endangered Species Act.

Our database is constantly updated as species are proposed, listed and delisted. If you address
proposed and candidate species in your planning, this should not be a problem. However, we
recommend that you get an updated list every 90 days. That would be January 19, 2014.

Please contact us if your project may affect endangered or threatened species or if you have
any questions about the attached list or your responsibilities under the Endangered Species
Act. A list of Endangered Species Program contacts can be found here.

Endangered Species Division

http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/ES_Species/Lists/es_species_lists_auto-letter.cfm 10/21/2013
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Sacramento Fish & Wildlife Office Species List

u.s. Fish & Wildlife Service
Sacramento Fish &. Wildlife Office

Federal Endangered and Threatened Species that Occur in
or may be Affected by Projects in the Counties and/or

U.S.G.S. 7 1/2 Minute Quads you requested

Document Number: 131021115631
Database Last Updated: September 18, 2011

Quad Lists

Listed Species

Invertebrates
Branchinecta Iynchi

vernal pool fairy shrimp (T)

Desmocerus californicus dimorphus
valley elderberry longhorn beetle (T)

Lepidurus packardi
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (E)

Fish
Hypomesus transpacificus

delta smelt (T)
Oncorhynchus mykiss

Central Valley steel head (T) (NMFS)

Oncorhynchus tshawytscha
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon (T) (NI'IIFS)
winter-run chinook salmon, Sacramento River (E) (NMFS)

Amphibians
Ambystoma californiense

California tiger salamander, central population (T)
Rana draytonii

California red-legged frog (T)

Reptiles
Thamnophis gigas

giant garter snake (T)

Plants
Calystegia stebbinsii

Stebbins's morning-glory (E)

Ceanothus roderickti
Pine Hill ceanothus (E)

Fremontodendron californicum ssp. decumbens
Pine Hill flannelbush (E)

Galium californicum ssp. sierrae
EI Dorado bedstraw (E)

Senecio layneae
Layne's butterweed (= ragwort) (T)

Quads Containing Listed, Proposed or Candidate Species:
CLARKSVILLE (511A)

County Lists

http://www.fws.gov/sacramentoIES_Species/Lists/es_species_lists.cfm
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EI Dorado County
Listed Species
Invertebrates

Branchinecta conservatio
Conservancy fairy shrimp (E)

Branchinecta Iynchi
vernal pool fairy shrimp (T)

Desmocerus californicus dimorphus
valley elderberry longhorn beetle (T)

Lepidurus packardi
vernal pool tadpole shrimp (E)

Fish
Hypomesus transpacificus

delta smelt (T)

Oncorhynchus (=Salmo) clarki henshawi
Lahontan cutthroat trout (T)

Oncorhynchus mykiss
Central Valley steelhead (T) (NMFS)
Critical habitat, Central Valley steelhead (X) (NMFS)

Oncorhynchus tshawytscha
Central Valley spring-run chinook salmon (T) (NMFS)
winter-run chinook salmon, Sacramento River (E) (NMFS)

Amphibians
Ambystoma californiense

California tiger salamander, central population (T)

Rana draytonii
California red-legged frog (T)
Critical habitat, California red-legged frog (X)

Rana sierree
Mountain yellow legged frog (PX)

Reptiles
Thamnophis gigas

giant garter snake (T)

Plants
Calystegia stebbinsii

Stebbins's morning-glory (E)

Ceanothus rodertckti
Pine Hill ceanothus (E)

http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/ES_Species/Lists/es_speciesJists.cfrn
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Fremontodendron calitornicum ssp. decumbens
Pine Hill flannelbush (E)

Gafium calitornicum ssp. sierrae
EI Dorado bedstraw (E)

Orcuttia viscida
Critical habitat, Sacramento Orcutt grass (X)
Sacramento Orcutt grass (E)

Senecio fayneae
Layne's butterweed (=ragwort) (T)

Candidate Species
Amphibians

Buto canorus
Yosemite toad (C)

Rana muscosa
mountain yellow-legged frog (C)

Mammals
Martes pennanti

fisher (C)

Plants
Rorippa subumbeflata

Tahoe yellow-cress (C)

Page 3 of5

Key:
(E) Endangered - Listed as being in danger of extinction.
(T) Threatened - Listed as likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future.
(P) Proposed - Officially proposed in the Federal Register for listing as endangered or threatened.
(NMFS) Species under the Jurisdiction of the National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration Fisheries Service.
Consult with them directly about these species.
Critical Habitat - Area essential to the conservation of a species.
(PX) Proposed Critical Habitat - The species is already listed. Critical habitat is being proposed for it.
(C) Candidate - Candidate to become a proposed species.
(V) Vacated by a court order. Not currently in effect. Being reviewed by the Service.
(X) Critical Habitat designated for this species

Important Information About Your Species List

How We IVJake Species Lists
We store information about endangered and threatened species lists by U.S. Geological
Survey 7V2 minute quads. The United States is divided into these quads, which are about the
size of San Francisco.

The animals on your species list are ones that occur within, or may be affected by projects
within, the quads covered by the list.

http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/ES_Species/Lists/es_species_lists.cfm 10/21/2013
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• Fish and other aquatic species appear on your list if they are in the same watershed as your
quad or if water use in your quad might affect them.

• Amphibians will be on the list for a quad or county if pesticides applied in that area may be
carried to their habitat by air currents.

• Birds are shown regardless of whether they are resident or migratory. Relevant birds on the
county list should be considered regardless of whether they appear on a quad list.

Plants
Any plants on your list are ones that have actually been observed in the area covered by the
list. Plants may exist in an area without ever having been detected there. You can find out
what's in the surrounding quads through the California Native Plant Society's online
Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants.

Surveying
Some of the species on your list may not be affected by your project. A trained biologist
and/or botanist, familiar with the habitat requirements of the species on your list, should
determine whether they or habitats suitable for them may be affected by your project. We
recommend that your surveys include any proposed and candidate species on your list.
See our Protocol and Recovery Permits pages.

For plant surveys, we recommend using the Guidelines for Conducting and Reporting
Botanical Inventories. The results of your surveys should be published in any environmental
documents prepared for your project.

Your Responsibilities Under the Endangered Species Act
All animals identified as listed above are fully protected under the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended. Section 9 of the Act and its implementing regulations prohibit the take of
a federally listed wildlife species. Take is defined by the Act as "to harass, harm, pursue,
hunt, shoot, wound, kill, trap, capture, or collect" any such animal.

Take may include significant habitat modification or degradation where it actually kills or
injures wildlife by significantly impairing essential behavioral patterns, including breeding,
feeding, or shelter (50 CFR §17.3).

Take incidental to an otherwise lawful activity may be authorized by one of two
procedures:

• If a Federal agency is involved with the permitting, funding, or carrying out of a project that may
result in take, then that agency must engage in a formal consultation with the Service.

During formal consultation, the Federal agency, the applicant and the Service work together to
avoid or minimize the impact on listed species and their habitat. Such consultation would result
in a biological opinion by the Service addressing the anticipated effect of the project on listed and
proposed species. The opinion may authorize a limited level of incidental take.

• If no Federal agency is involved with the project, and federally listed species may be taken as
part of the project, then you, the applicant, should apply for an incidental take permit. The
Service may issue such a permit if you submit a satisfactory conservation plan for the species
that would be affected by your project.

Should your survey determine that federally listed or proposed species occur in the area and are
likely to be affected by the project, we recommend that you work with this office and the
California Department of Fish and Game to develop a plan that minimizes the project's direct and
indirect impacts to listed species and compensates for project-related loss of habitat. You should
include the plan in any environmental documents you file.

Critical Habitat

http://www.fws.gov/sacramentoIES_SpecieslLists/es_species_lists.cfm 10/21/2013

14-0386 E 104 of 193



Sacramento Fish & Wildlife Office Species List Page 50f5

When a species is listed as endangered or threatened, areas of habitat considered essential
to its conservation may be designated as critical habitat. These areas may require special
management considerations or protection. They provide needed space for growth and
normal behavior; food, water, air, light, other nutritional or physiological requirements;
cover or shelter; and sites for breeding, reproduction, rearing of offspring, germination or
seed dispersal.

Although critical habitat may be designated on private or State lands, activities on these
lands are not restricted unless there is Federal involvement in the activities or direct harm to
listed wildlife.

If any species has proposed or designated critical habitat within a quad, there will be a
separate line for this on the species list. Boundary descriptions of the critical habitat may be
found in the Federal Register. The information is also reprinted in the Code of Federal
Regulations (50 CFR 17.95). See our Map Room page.

Candidate Species
We recommend that you address impacts to candidate species. We put plants and animals
on our candidate list when we have enough scientific information to eventually propose them
for listing as threatened or endangered. By considering these species early in your planning
process you may be able to avoid the problems that could develop if one of these candidates
was listed before the end of your project.

Species of Concern
The Sacramento Fish & Wildlife Office no longer maintains a list of species of concern.
However, various other agencies and organizations maintain lists of at-risk species. These
lists provide essential information for land management planning and conservation efforts.
More info

Wetlands
If your project will impact wetlands, riparian habitat, or other jurisdictional waters as defined
by section 404 of the Clean Water Act and/or section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, you
will need to obtain a permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. Impacts to wetland
habitats require site specific mitigation and monitoring. For questions regarding wetlands,
please contact Mark Littlefield of this office at (916) 414-6520.

Updates
Our database is constantly updated as species are proposed, listed and delisted. If you
address proposed and candidate species in your planning, this should not be a problem.
However, we recommend that you get an updated list every 90 days. That would be January
19, 2014.

http://www.fws.gov/sacramento/ES_Species/Lists/es_species_lists.cfm 10/21/2013

14-0386 E 105 of 193



Selected Elements by Scientific Name

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Query Criteria: Quad is (Clarksville (3812161) or Rocklin (3812172) or Pilot Hill (3812171) or Coloma (3812078) or Shingle Springs (3812068) or Latrobe
(3812058) or Folsom SE (3812151) or Buffalo Creek (3812152) or Folsom (3812162))

Rare Plant
RanklCDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank State Rank SSC orFP

Accipiter cooperii ABNKC12040 None None G5 S3 WL

Cooper's hawk

Age/aius tricolor ABPBXB0020 None None G2G3 S2 SSC

tricolored blackbird

Allium jepsonii PMLlL022VO None None G1 S1 1B.2

Jepson's onion

Ammodramus savannarum ABPBXA0020 None None G5 S2 SSC

grasshopper sparrow

Andrena blennospermatis IIHYM35030 None None G2 S2

Blennosperma vernal pool andrenid bee

Antrozous pallidus AMACC10010 None None G5 S3 SSC

pallid bat

Ardeaalba ABNGA04040 None None G5 S4

great egret

Ardea herodias ABNGA04010 None None G5 S4

great blue heron

Athene cunicularia ABNSB10010 None None G4 S2 SSC

burrowing owl

Balsamorhiza macro/epis PDAST11061 None None G2 S2 1B.2

big-scale balsamroot

Banksula californica ILARA14020 None None GH SH

Alabaster Cave harvestman

Branchinecta Iynchi ICBRA03030 Threatened None G3 S2S3

vernal pool fairy shrimp

Branchinecta mesovallensis ICBRA03150 None None G2 S2

midvalley fairy shrimp

Buteo swainsoni ABNKC19070 None Threatened G5 S2

Swainson's hawk

Calystegia stebbinsii PDCON040HO Endangered Endangered G1 S1 1B.1

Stebbins' morning-glory

Ceanothus roderickii PDRHA04190 Endangered Rare G1 S1 1B.2

Pine Hill ceanothus

Central Valley Drainage Hardhead/Squawfish Stream CARA2443CA None None GNR SNR

Central Valley Drainage Hardhead/Squawfish Stream

Chlorogalum grandiflorum PMLlLOG020 None None G3 S3 1B.2

Red Hills soaproot

Clarkia biloba ssp. brandegeeae PDONA05053 None None G4G5T4 S4 4.2

Brandegee's clarkia

Commercial Version -- Dated October, 1 2013 -- Biogeographic Data Branch

Report Printed on Thursday, October 17, 2013

Page 1 of 3

Information Expires 411/2014
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
RanklCDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank State Rank SSCorFP

Cosumnoperla hypocrena IIPLE23020 None None G1 51

Cosumnes spring stonefly

Desmocerus californicus dimorphus IICOL48011 Threatened None G3T2 52

valley elderberry longhorn beetle

Downingia pusilla PDCAM060CO None None G2 52 2B.2

dwarf downingia

Dumontia oregonensis ICBRA23010 None None G1G3 51

hairy water flea

Elanus leucurus ABNKC06010 None None G5 53 FP

white-tailed kite

Emys marmorata ARAAD02030 None None G3G4 53 55C

western pond turtle

Eryngium pinnatisectum PDAPIOZOPO None None G2 52 1B.2

Tuolumne button-celery

Falco columbarius ABNKD06030 None None G5 53 WL

merlin

Fremontodendron decumbens PD5TE03030 Endangered Rare G1 51 1B.2

Pine Hill flannelbush

Galium californicum ssp. sierrae PDRUBONOE7 Endangered Rare G5T1 51 1B.2

EI Dorado bedstraw

Gratiola heterosepala PD5CROR060 None Endangered G2 52 1B.2

Boggs Lake hedge-hyssop

Haliaeetus leucocephalus ABNKC10010 Delisted Endangered G5 52 FP

bald eagle

Helianthemum suffrutescens PDCI5020FO None None G2Q 52.2 3.2

Bisbee Peak rush-rose

Hydrochara rickseckeri IICOL5V010 None None G1G2 5152

Ricksecker's water scavenger beetle

Juncus leiospermus var. ahartii PMJUN011L1 None None G2T1 51 1B.2

Ahart's dwarf rush

Lasionycteris noctivagans AMACC02010 None None G5 5354

silver-haired bat

Laterallus jamaicensis coturniculus ABNME03041 None Threatened G4T1 51 FP

California black rail

Legenere Iimosa PDCAMOC010 None None G2 52.2 1B.1

legenere

Lepidurus packardi ICBRA10010 Endangered None G3 5253

vernal pool tadpole shrimp

Linder/ella occidentalis ICBRA06010 None None G3 5253

California Iinderiella

Martes pennanti AMAJF01021 Candidate Candidate G5T2T3Q 5253 55C

fisher - West Coast DP5 Threatened

Commercial Version -- Dated October, 1 2013 -- Biogeographic Data Branch Page 2 of3

Report Printed on Thursday, October 17,2013 Information Expires 4/112014
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Selected Elements by Scientific Name

California Department of Fish and Wildlife

California Natural Diversity Database

Rare Plant
RanklCDFW

Species Element Code Federal Status State Status Global Rank State Rank SSC orFP

Navarretia myersii ssp. myersii PDPLMOCOX1 None None G1T1 S1 1B.1

pincushion navarretia

Northern Hardpan Vernal Pool CTT44110CA None None G3 S3.1

Northern Hardpan Vernal Pool

Northern Volcanic Mud Flow Vernal Pool CTT44132CA None None G1 S1.1

Northern Volcanic Mud Flow Vernal Pool

Orcuttia tenuis PMPOA4G050 Threatened Endangered G2 S2 1B.1

slender Orcutt grass

Orcuttia viscida PMPOA4G070 Endangered Endangered G1 S1 1B.1

Sacramento Orcutt grass

Packera layneae PDASTBH1VO Threatened Rare G2 S2 1B.2

Layne's ragwort

Pandion haliaetus ABNKC01010 None None G5 S3 WL

osprey

Phalacrocorax auritus ABNFD01020 None None G5 S3 WL

double-crested cormorant

Phrynosoma blainvillii ARACF12100 None None G3G4 S3S4 SSC

coast horned lizard

Progne subis ABPAU01010 None None G5 S3 SSC

purple martin

Ranaboylii AAABH01050 None None G3 S2S3 SSC

foothill yellow-legged frog

Rana draytonii AAABH01022 Threatened None G2G3 S2S3 SSC

California red-legged frog

Riparia riparia ABPAUOB010 None Threatened G5 S2S3

bank swallow

Sagittaria sanfordii PMALl040QO None None G3 S3 1B.2

Sanford's arrowhead

Spea hammondii AAABF02020 None None G3 S3 SSC

western spadefoot

Taxidea taxus AMAJF04010 None None G5 S4 SSC

American badger

Valley Needlegrass Grassland CTT42110CA None None G3 S3.1

Valley Needlegrass Grassland

Wyethia reticulata PDAST9XODO None None G2 52 1B.2

EI Dorado County mule ears

Record Count: 58

Commercial Version -- Dated October, 1 2013 -- Biogeographic Data Branch

Report Printed on Thursday, October 17, 2013

Page 3 of3

Information Expires 411/2014
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CNPS Inventory Results

Plant List

29 matches found. Click on scientific name for details

Search Criteria

Found in 9 Quads around 38121F1

:, Modify Search Criteria Export to Excel Modify Columns Modify Sort Display Photos

. . . " Rare Plant State Global
Scientific Name Common Name Family Lifeforrn Rank Rank Rank

Allium jepsonjj Jepson's onion Alliaceae
perennial 18.2 S1 G1
bulbiferous herb

Allium sanbornii zar
Sanborn's onion Alliaceae

perennial 4.2 S3.2 G3T3
sanbornii bulbiferous herb

Balsamorhjza macrolepjs big-scale balsamroot Asteraceae perennial herb 1B.2 S2 G2

Calandrinja brewerj Brewer's calandrinia Montiaceae annual herb 4.2 S3.2? G4

Calystegia stebbjnsii Stebbins' morning-
Convolvulaceae

perennial
1B.1 S1 G1

glory rhizomatous herb

Ceanothus fresnensjs Fresno ceanothus Rhamnaceae
perennial 4.3 S3.3 G3
evergreen shrub

Ceanothus roderjckji Pine Hill ceanothus Rhamnaceae
perennial 1B.2 S1 G1
evergreen shrub

Chlorogalum grandjflorum Red Hills soaproot Agavaceae
perennial 1B.2 S3 G3
bulbiferous herb

Clarkia bjloba ssp
Brandegee's clarkia Onagraceae annual herb 4.2 S4 G4G5T4

brandegeeae

Claytonja parvjfl()ra ssp streambank spring
Montiaceae annual herb 4.2 S3.2 G5T3

grandiflora beauty

Downingja pusj!!a dwarf downingia Campanulaceae annual herb 2B.2 S2 G2

Erigeron miser starved daisy Asteraceae perennial herb 1B.3 S2 G2

EriQphy11um jepsQnjj Jepson's woolly
Asteraceae perennial herb 4.3 S3 G3

sunflower

Tuolumne button- annual I perennial

http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/result.html?adv:=t&quad=3812IFl:9[10117120134:07:58 PM]
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CNPS Inventory Results

Eryngjum pjnnatjsectum
celery

Apiaceae
herb

1B.2 S2 G2

Eremontodendron
Pine Hill flannelbush Malvaceae

perennial 1B.2 S1 G1
decumbens evergreen shrub

Galium californjcum ssp
EI Dorado bedstraw Rubiaceae perennial herb 1B.2 S1 G5T1

sifill.a.e.

Gratiola heterosepala Boggs Lake hedge-
Plantaginaceae annual herb 1B.2 S2 G2

hyssop

Helianthemum Bisbee Peak rush-
Cistaceae

perennial 3.2 S2.2 G2Q
suffrutescens rose evergreen shrub

Horkelia parry; Parry's horkelia Rosaceae perennial herb 18.2 S2.2 G2

Juncus lejospermus yar.
Ahart's dwarf rush Juncaceae annual herb 1B.2 S1 G2T1

.ab.artii.

Legenere limosa legenere Campanulaceae annual herb 1B.1 S2.2 G2

Ljlium hUhlpolQtiissp.
Humboldt lily Liliaceae

perennial 4.2 53:2 G4T3
humboldtii bulbiferous herb

Navarretja myersii ssp. pincushion
Polemoniaceae annual herb 1B.1 S1 G1T1

myersii navarretia

Orcuttia tenujs slender Orcutt grass Poaceae annual herb 'IB.1 S2 G2

Orcuttia viscida Sacramento Orcutt
Poaceae annual herb 1B.1 S1 G1

grass

paCkera layneae Layne's ragwort Asteraceae perennial herb 1B.2 S2 G2

Sagjttaria sanfordii Sanford's arrowhead Alismataceae
perennial 1B.2 S3 G3
rhizomatous herb

Trjchostema rubisepalum Hernandez bluecurls Lamiaceae annual herb 4.3 S3.3 G3

Wyethia retjculata EI Dorado County
Asteraceae perennial herb 1B.2 S2 G2

mule ears

Suggested Citation

California Native Plant Society (CNPS). 2013. Inventory of Rare and EndangeredPlants (online edition, v8~02). California
Native Plant Society. Sacramento, CA. Accessed on Thursday, October 17, 2013.

Search the Inventory

Simple Search

Advanced Search

Glossary
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About the Inventory
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Join CNPS

Contributors

The Calflora Database

http://www.rareplants.cnps.org/result.html?adv=t&quad=38121Fl:9[10/17/20134:07:58 PM]
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Attachment G

1962 Aerial Photograph
Soil Survey ofEl Dorado Area, California

(NRCS 1974)

The approximate boundaries ofthe parcel containing the Green Valley Nursery on an aerial photograph
from 1962. The wetland swale is faintly visible in the center of the parcel. The location ofthe drainage
upstream ofthe parcel is also visible. There is no woody vegetation along the wetland swale, except for
the valley oak that still exists on the parcel.

13061 Green Valley Nursery Setback Letter 11/27/2013 Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Inc.
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Attachment H - Resume

CHUCK HUGHES, M.S.

Senior Biologist 1Botanist 1Arborist

Ten years experience with Sycamore Environmental preparing jurisdictional delineations, biological resource
evaluations, protocol botanical and wildlife surveys, arborist surveys, mitigation/restoration plans, and biological
sections of CEQAlNEPA documents. Prepares Biological Assessments for ESA consultation, Section 2081
CESA applications, and 404/401/1600 permit applications. He has worked on over 60 Caltrans road and bridge
projects, and serves as assistant project manager.

EDUCATION:

Michigan State University

UC Davis

M.S. Plant Biology, 2003

B.S. Environmental Horticulture and Urban Forestry, 1998

CERTIFICATlON/ PERMITS/ TRAINING:

• Professional Wetland Scientist #2029
• ISA Certified Arborist WE-6885A
• Authorized on USFWS fairy/tadpole shrimp

recovery permit TE-799564-3

• DFG Plant Collecting Permit 2081(a)-12-16-V
• DFG Scientific Collecting Permit SC-7617
• CA Rapid Assessment Method (CRAM)

Practitioner Training for wetlands

SELECTED RECENT EL DORADO COUNTY EXPERIENCE:

Bassi, Alder, & Blair Road Bridge Replacements, EI Dorado Co. Conducted botanical surveys. 2012.

Green Valley Road at Sophia Parkway, EI Dorado Co. Prepared wetlands and waters setback (GP Policy
7.3.3.4) analysis and air quality analysis pursuant to County guidelines. 2012.

Green Valley Commercial Center, EI Dorado Co. Prepared oak canopy retention analysis, preservation,
and replacement plan per County canopy policy and guidelines. Included reasonable use analysis. 2012.

Rubicon Trail Crossing at Ellis Creek, EI Dorado Co. Conducted wetland delineation, general biological
survey, and botanical survey (including bryophytes). Prepared wetland delineation, Caltrans Natural
Environment Study, and compensatory mitigation plan. 2009-2010.

Wentworth Springs Road Crossing at Gerle Creek, EI Dorado Co. Conducted wetland delineation,
general biological survey, and botanical survey (including bryophytes). Prepared wetland delineation,
Caltrans Natural Environment Study, and compensatory mitigation plan. 2009-2010.

Clay St. Realignment and Bridge Replacement at Hangtown Creek, City of Placerville, EI Dorado Co.
Prepared wetland delineation, Caltrans Natural Environment Study including protocol botanical survey,
arborist survey, and compensatory mitigation plan. 2007-2010.

Green Valley Road Bridge Replacement at Weber Creek, EI Dorado Co. Assisted with preparation of
wetland delineation, Caltrans Natural Environment Study including protocol botanical survey, arborist
survey, and compensatory mitigation plan. 2007-2010.

No Easy Road, EI Dorado Co. Creek setback analysis pursuant to General Plan Policy 7.3.3.4. 2009.

B&B Diamond Springs, EI Dorado Co. Prepared biological resources evaluation, oak canopy analysis,
wetland/waters setback analysis, and biological Section for a CEQA initial study. 2006-2009.

Quail Park Phase III, EI Dorado Co. Creek setback analysis pursuant to GP Policy 7.3.3.4. 2008.

Green Valley Road Bridge Replacement at Tennessee Creek, EI Dorado Co. Conducted wetland
delineation and general biological survey for Caltrans Natural Environment Study. 2005-2008.

PUBLICATlONS/ THESIS:
Rissman, A. R., S. E. Reed, C. Hughes, and R. Reiner. 2008. Monitoring understory composition of blue oak woodlands on

conservation easements. In A. Merenlender, D. McCreary, K. L. Purcell, tech eds. Proceedings of the Sixth Symposium on Oak
Woodlands: Today's challenges, tomorrow's opportunities (Part 2), October 9-12,2006, Rohnert Park, CA. Gen. Tech. Rep. PSW­
GTR-217. Pacific Southwest Research Station, U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Albany, CA.

Malmstrom, C. M., Hughes, C. C., Newton, L. A. & Stoner, C. J. 2005. Virus infection in remnant native bunchgrasses from invaded
California grasslands. NewPhyto/ogist 168 (1), 217-230. dol: 10.1111/j.

Hughes, C. C. 2003. The effects of prescribed burning on two Northern California perennial bunchgrass populations. Master Thesis,
Department of Plant Biology, Michigan State University, East Lansing, MI.
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Cultural Resources Survey for the Rialto Planned Development
Project, EI Dorado County, California

Prepared For:
Sycamore Environmental Consultants, Inc.

6355 Riverside Blvd., Suite C
Sacramento, CA 95831

Prepared By:
Mark A. Carper, M.A., R.P.A.
Tremaine & Associates, Inc.

240 West E Street
Dixon, CA 95620

May 2006

National Archaeologkal OatIl Base Information

Type of Study: Cultural Resource literature review and survey; Area Covered: 9.6­
Acres; USGS 7.5' Quadrangle: Clarksville township ION Range 8E Sections 21 and 28
Key Words: Negative Findings

Attachment 8

14-0386 E 113 of 193



SUMMARY OF FINOIN(;S

This study provides the results of a cultural resource literature review, record search, and
field survey for the 9.6-acre Rialto Planned Development Project in EI Dorado, County.
The proposed project may result in the discharge of till material into features that are
subject to regulation under section 404 of the Clean Water Act, which would require a
permit from the (I,S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps). In accordance with section 106
of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and its implementing regulations at 36
CFR 800, the Corps must evaluate the effects that the permit-authorized activities may
have on historic properties. The purpose of this cultural survey report is to document
existing cultural resources that occur within the project area, and to assist the Corps in
making a section 106 NHPA determination for the proposed project.

No prehistoric or historic cultural resources were identified during the literature review or
the pedestrian survey of April 18, 2006. TREMA1NE recommends that should any
construction activities take place on the property that the project's registered engineer and
all construction personnel working directly on the project receive training to identify
cultural resources and learn what to do should resources be encountered. In the event that
buried archaeological deposits or artifacts are inadvertently exposed during the course of
any construction activity, work should cease in the immediate area and a qualified
archaeologist be notified to document the find, assess its significance, and recommend
further treatment.

Rialto Planned Development Project
TREMAINE &. ;\SSOCIATES, INC.

May 2006
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Mark Carper of 'l'REI\I;\INE conducted a pedestrian survey of the project area on April 18,
2006. The southern portion of the project area, approximately -l-acrcs consisted of an
agricultural lield that is currently in use as a strawberry patch. The northern portion is an
open field that is used to store construction materials (i.e., soil, sand, gravel, etc ... ). The
survey was performed along transects spaced in 'IS-meter intervals. The transects
followed the path of the furrows (cast to west) within the strawberry patch and north to
south within the northern (open field) portion. In addition, both sides of the seasonal
drainage. which bisects the project area, were surveyed as independent transects, and the
perimeter of the project area was surveyed to inspect road-cuts, In areas of poor ground
visibility. Mr. Carper stopped periodically along transects to clear debris and ground
cover to inspect exposed ground surface (or cultural materials, changes in soil color and
texture. or other evidence of previous human occupation.

SURVEY FINUINGS AND MANAGEMENT RECOMMENDATIONS

No cultural resources were identified during the survey. Ground visibility within the
project area was excellent, with the majority of the ground visibility ranging from 70­
80%. Groundcover was predominantly patches of dense grasses. scrub brush, and
strawberry plants. Numerous patches of exposed ground were distributed across the
property allowing for 100% visibility in some areas.

In addition, the survey confirmed that the reinterment cemetery south of Shadowfax Lane
is well defined by an iron fence and does not encroach into the current project area.

While no cultural resources were found. given the extensive use of the region during the
prehistoric and historic period it is possible that buried cultural resources are present.
Thus, it is recommended that should any construction activities take place on the property
that the project's registered engineer and all construction personnel working directly on
the project receive training to identify cultural resources. ln the event that buried
archaeological deposits or artifacts are inadvertently exposed during the course of any
construction activity, work should cease in the immediate area and a qualified
archaeologist be notified to document the find, assess its significance, and recommend
further treatment.

UNANTICIPATED DISCOVERY OF I-IUMAN REMAINS

In the event that any human remains or any associated funerary objects are encountered
during construction, all work shall cease within the vicinity of the discovery. In
accordance with CEQA (Section 1064.5) and the California Health and Safety Code
(Section 7050.5), the El Dorado County coroner should be contacted immediately. If the
human remains are determined to be Native American, the coroner shall notify the Native
American Heritage Commission, who will notify and appoint a Most Likely Descendent
(MLD). The MLD will work with a qualified archaeologist to decide the proper treatment
of the human remains and any associated funerary objects.

Rialto Planned Development Project
TREMAINE & ASSOCli\TES. INC

May 2006

18
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Phase I Environmental Site Assessment

C It p 11'. r,fi f) 'I\.1 ., .. -l .4'\.. ;L.. JL ,_ l~

,I i ,~, j i n 'J I n

.- Forthe proposed

El Dorado Hills, California

Attachment 9
S 11-0009/PD 11-0005

..
Project No. 5654-01-05

February 2006
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February 9,2006
( .., :\D I 'I' 0 ·.N.·./ h .. [.... ..1 '.

David Fisher
3009 Douglas Boulevard, Suite 110
Roseville, CA 95661

F n :J I f' e (~ lin gIn .,:; .

Subject: Phase l Environmental Site Assessment
Rialto (A Mixed Use Development)
Assessor's Parcel No. 067-260-90
El Dorado Hills, El Dorado County California
Carlton Project 5654-01-05

(

I

Dear Mr. Fisher,

Carlton Engineering,Inc. (Carlton) is pleased to submit the abovereferenced report Ioryour use. The
purpose of this assessment is to evaluate the potential for or the existence of recognized environmental
conditions on or beneath the assessed property as a result of current or past land use, The scope 9£ the
Environmental SiteAssessment (ESA) was based on that described on Carlton's ProfessionalService
Agreement of December14,2005.

Carlton's ESAstudy included the followingwork:

1. . An examination of records pertaining to the Site and its vicinity;
2. A review ofhistoric aerialphotographs;
3. An environmental database search;
4. Interviews with owners, regulatory and public agencies,and other knowledgeable individuals;

and
5. A reconnaissance of the Site and its vicinity.

'0/

The ESA was performed under the responsible charge of Mr. Robert Kull,P.E.at Carlton. MichaelVander
Dussen,R.G.,c.E.G., Senior Project EngineeringGeologist,conducted site reconnaissancevisits on'
January 24 and February 7,2006.

This report is prepared to provide innocent hindowner documentation for the subject property in
accordance with the provisions ofboth the ComprehensiveEnvironmental Response;Compensation and
Liability Act of1980 (CERCLA)and its 1986 amendments as contained in the SuperfundAmendments
and Reauthorization Act (SARA). To qualifyfor innocent landowner status, the landowner must show
that at the time ofpurchase hehad undertaken all appropriate inquiry into the previous ownership and
uses of the property consistent with good commercialor customary practice. To achievethis objective,
Carlton has performed this study by the methods described in ASTM E1527-00, Standard Practice for
Environmental SiteAssessments: Phase I Environmental SiteAssessment Process. It is Carlton's opinion
that thisreport meets the intent of the law and satisfies the requirements of standard practice. We
recommend that this report be filed alongwith the deed to the property or other legalownership records
in the event questions arise regarding the.potential for environmental contamination on or beneath the
Site.

is -r Rue T U R :.\ l. e C I .) i 1. '" l A t-i D :3 U R 'y' E '! . N G ,) G E 0 -~ c C H 1'J : C .A' ~ ~ h! ViR () ;,.1 M ;, r'" r- ..\ I
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1'1,;t::;c 1 EnvinlJHllcnJii,.,cc/..._~-_.._---_._-_._..._-_._--------,-~_ .. '..-_--,---

We appreciate the opportunity to conduct this assessment for the Rialto project and look forward to
serving you again in the near future. Should you have any questions or need any additional information,
please contact us at (530) 677-,5515.

~~
Robert Kull, P.E.
Environmental Department Manager

Rialto (A \·1 ixn! t !,'i<: Devdopmcnt) FSf\
Carlton Project .)\70. "5654-01 1)5
February .~l \16
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1.0 SUMMARY
At the time of Carlton's assessment the subject property (referred to in this report as "the Site") was
developed with an approximately 3 acre strawberry Held (retail sales )in the southern portion. The Site is
bordered by residential use properties on the southeast, byundeveloped property on the cast, and State
Park propert:y on the west and north (beyond the roads immediately bordering the Site).

Review of aerial photographs, USGS topographic quadrangle maps for the area, and interviews with
persons familiar with the Site's history indicate that the Site property has been developed only with
livestock and agricultural uses since at least as long ago as 1952.

Carlton considers the likelihood of impacted soil and groundwater at the Site from onsite and offsite
sources to be low. However, some possibility of impacted soil and groundwater existing in areas not
chemically analyzed must be recognized.

After review of reasonably ascertainable data and analysis of field observations, Carlton found no evidence
of recognized environmental conditions at the Site. Review of environmental records, and interviews with
persons knowledgeable about the Site also revealed no recognized environmental conditions at the Site.

This report concludes the likelihood of impacted soil or groundwater at this Site is low; and further
inquiry and/or investigations for the severity of identified soil or groundwater impacts are not
recommended. .
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2-D rNIR.()I)UCnOl\(
·rhis repott summarizes the Phase J Enviroruncntal Site Assessment (ESA) performed byCarlton
EngiJleering, Inc. (Carlton) for the sireidentilied as the Rialto (A Mixed Use Developmeutjproject (the
Site).rhe Site is comprised of approximately 9.6 acres located at the southeast. comer of the intersection
of Green Valley Road and Shadow Fax Lane near the western boundary of El Dorado County, California.

Mr. David [,isher retained Carlton to perform the Phase I ESAon the Site based on ASTM Standard E
l527-00 "Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
Process". This Phase I ESAWas completed in accordance with Carlton's Professional Service Agreement
with David Fisher.dated December 14, 2005.

2.1 [)URPOSE
The objective: of this EiSA was to evaluate if there arc any recogniz.ed environmental conditions associated with
the Site. The term "recognized environmental conditions" is defined in Scction Ll.lof ASTM Practice E1527-00
as "the presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products on the property
under conditions that indicate an existing release, past release, or a material threat of a release of any
hazardous substances or petroleum products into structures on the property or into the ground,
groundwater, or surface water of the property." The term is 110t intended to include conditions where
there are not material risks of harm to the public health or the environment and that generally would not
be subject to enforcement if identified by the applicable regulatory agencies.

Under the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA),
owners and operators of real estate where hazardous substances have come to be located may be held
strictly liable for the costs of cleaning up contamination found on their property. No evidence linking the
owner/operator with the placement of the hazardous substances on the property is required. Congress, in
response to pressure from business and academic groups, established the innocent landowner defense in
the 1986amendments to CERCIA known as the Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act
(SARA). To establish innocent landowner status, the landowner must have undertaken, atthe time of
acquisition) all appropriate inquiry into the previous ownership and uses of the property in a
commercially prudent and reasonable manner. This document strives to meet the above requirements by
using the ASTM E1527-00 standard as guidance in conducting this "due diligence" assessment.

2J.l Scope of Work . .
The scope of work for this assessment, according to Carlton's Agreement, is to provide information
regarding the Site history, former uses, and contamination incidents andlor potential for incidents, if any,
on the Site and in the surrounding area. Carlton's assessment of-this Site included: (1) examination of
records pertaining to the Site and its vicinity; (2) review of historic aerial photographs and maps; (3) an
environmental database search; (4) interviews with persons familiar with the Site; (5) and a
reconnaissance of the Site and its vicinity. .

Information regarding hazardous materials contamination on or near the subject property was obtained
from the following agencies:

• u.s. Environmental Protection Agency lists including NPL, CERCUS, RCRA notifiers or
violators, ERNS,and.enforcement record lists

• California State Environmental Protection Agency (Cal EPA) including: Department of Toxic
Substances Control, State Water Resources Control Board, Integrated Waste Management
Board, and Air Resources Board

• California Department of Health Services
• California Department of Conservation
.. California Office of Emergency Services

Rialto (AMixed Use Development)ESA
Carlton Project No. 5654-0l~05
February 2006
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• ElDoradoCounty Department of Environmental Management
~EJDoraclo County Agricultural Commission

2.1.2 Significant Assumptions
According to information provided by the Client, plans are proposed to develop the property with
commercial and residential uses.

2.2 LIMITATIONS AND EXCEPTIONS OF ASSESSMENT

2.2.1 . SpecialTerma and Conditions
No limiting factors were identified at the Site at the times of the Site visits that prevented a thorough
observation of the ground surface ol the property except where parking and drive area gravel,structures,
plastic sheeting covering crop rows, and naturalvegetation covered the soil surface. The property was
inspected by a walk-through of the accessible areas to characterize the ground conditions at the Site.

2.2.2 User Reliance
This report has been prepared by Carlton Engineering,Inc. under the professional supervision of the
Senior Partner(s) and senior staff whose seal(s) and signature(s) appear herein. The findings,
interpretations ofdata, recommendations, specifications or professional opinions are presented within
the limits prescribed by availableInformation at the time the report Wasprepared, in accordance with
generally accepted professional engineering and geologicpractice and within the requirements of the
Client. There is no warranty, either expressed or implied.

The findings of thisreport arebased on the readilyascertainabledata and information obtained from public
and private sources. As of the present date, the findings of this report are valid only for the project scope
studied, With the passage of time, changes in the conditions of a property can occur whether they are due
to natural processes orto the works of man on this or adjacent properties. This report should be updated
in accordance with applicable standards or if any changes have affected the Site.' Legislation or the
broadening ofknowledge may result.in changes in applicable standards. Additional studies (at greater
cost) mayor maynot discloseinformation that maysignificantlymodifythe findingsof thisreport: We
accept no liability on completeness or accuracyofthe information presented and or provided to us, or any
conclusions and decisions that may be made by the Client or others regarding the subject Site/project.

This report was prepared solelyfor thebenefit ofCarlton's Client. No other entity or person shalluse or rely
upon this report or any ofCarlton's work products unless expressly authorized inwriting by Carlton. Any
use ofor relianceupon Carlton's work productby anyparty, other than the Client-shallbe solelyat the risk
ofsuch party.

Rialto (A Mixed Use Development)ESA
. Carlton Project No. 56.54··01.-05
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.. 10 srrE DESCRIPTtDN

The following sections describe the Site location and summarize the physiographic, geologic, and
hydrogeologic setting. Descriptions of the vicinity characteristics and past and present land uses of the:
Site are also included in this section.

3.1 LOCATIC}N
The Site borders the south side of Green Valley Road and the east side of Shadow Fax Lane, immediately
east of the EI Dorado County/Sacramento County line in El Dorado County, California. The property is
described as EJ Dorado County Assessor's Pared Number 067-260·90, and consists of approximately 9.6
acres. The area of the Site is mapped on the Clarksville Topographic Quadrangle, California, United
States Geological Survey 7.5-minute series topographic map, in the northwest % of Section 28, and the
southwest 1J4 of Section 21, Township 10North, Range 8 East, Mount Diablo.Base and Meridian (Figure 1).

3.2 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
3,2.1 Regional Physiographic Conditions
The property is situated in the western portion of the foothills of the Sierra Nevada of Northern California
at an elevation of approximately 400 feet above mean sea level. The Site is bisected by a westerly flowing
drainage course, and the general topography of the northern portion of the Site is characterized with an
overall slope to the southwest, and the southern portion of the Site slopes slightly to the west. The Site
area landforms are a product ofuplift events associated with the formation of the Sierra Nevada,
weathering from local fluvial and colluvial erosion processes, and urban anthropogenic alterations to the
landscape such as grading for roads and vegetation management, and residential building associated with
the development of the area. The nearest surface waters are drainages and lowlands associated with Blue
Ravine to the west, and Folsom Lake at the Mormon Island Dam approximately 800 fee to the northwest.
Mean annual air temperature is approximately 60 degrees F; annual precipitation is approximately 26
inches.

3.2.2 Soil/Groundwater Conditions
The USDA Natural 'Resource Conservation Service, Soil Survey has mapped the region and identifies the
soils in the vicinity of the Site as belonging to the Auburn series (AwD, Auburn silt loam). The Auburn
series consists of well drained soils that are underlain byhard metamorphic rocks at a depth of 12 to 26-
.inches. The soils ate situated on undulating to very steep (2% 1;'0 700/0) slopes.

Groundwater flow is considered to be governed by topography, subsurface geology units (aquifers), and
geologic contacts. Specific hydraulic gradient information is not available for the Site. Local topography
at the Site suggests a hydraulic gradient to the southwest.

3.2.3 Geologic Conditions
The California Division of Mines and Geology (1984)has mapped the underlyingbedrock formation in the
topographically higher northern area of the project as Copper Hill Volcanics ~Jch ofJurassic age. Copper
HillVolcanics generally consist of metamorphosed mafic pyroclastic rocks. The surface geology of the
southern portion of the Site is mapped as Cenozoic era Alluvial sand, silt and conglomerate-TI (Bush, 2001
maps the alluvial area on the Site as dredge tallings-t, however no signs of dredge field tailings/cobble piles
were observed on the Site).

3.3 SITE AND VICINITY CHARACTERISTICS
The Site lies near the Sacramento County boundary, southeast and adjacent to the intersection of Green
Valley Road and Shadow Fax Lane, and approximately 300 feet west of Sophia Parkway. Green Valley
Road borders the Site on the north and Shadow Fax Lane borders it on the west and south. Properties
adjoining the Site on the southwest, west, north and northeast are undeveloped. Folsom Lake State Park
land lies immediately west of Shadow Fax Lane and north of Green Valley Road. Residential properties

Rialto (A Mixed Use Development)ESA
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lie to the southeast (2 acre average parcel size), and the Mormon Island Relocation Cemetery lies south of
the Site. across Shadow Fax Lane.

The Site wpograp hy is characterized as roughly graded for agricultural use in the southern portion, and
sloped toward the southwest with a narrow terrace adjacent to the drainage course in the northern
portion of the Site. Surface runoff is toward the southwest and west. The Site relief is approximately 30
feet with the highest area near the northeastern corner of the property, and the lowest area near the
drainage course at the centralwesrern boundary. The northern portion of the property is vegetated with
grasses, and the southern portion is developedwith a strawberry field.

3.4 CURRENTUSES OF THE PROPEltry
The northern portion of the property is primarily undeveloped except for a shed/strawberry sales booth
located near the northwestern corner. The southern portion of the Site is developed as a strawberry field
with a well/storage shed located north and west of the berry field. Two wells are located on the property,
one marked by an aboveground capped casing (not currently in use) and one within the well/storage shed
(in/use).

3.5 PAST USES OF THE PROPERTY
Through record review, interviews with persons knowledgeable of the Site, and historical aerial
photograph observation, Carlton found that the southern portion has been used/developed as a
strawberry field since the late 19908. The two structures (sheds) on the Site were constructed in
conjunction with the agricultural use. The northern area of the property was used as a construction
staging area during Green Valley Road widening projects. Prior to agricultural use, the property was
reported to have been used periodically as pasture land. Considering its proximity to Folsom Lake's
Mormon Island Dam, some surface disturbances/possible grading mayhave occurred on the Site during
construction-excavation and construction-staging on adjacent lands to the north and northwest in the
early1950s.

3.6 LANDUSE OF ADJOINING PROPERTIES
Figure 2 of this report indicates current surroundingland use as wellas features on the Site. Undeveloped
property, residential properties, a cemetery, and State Park land currently border the Site property.
Historical land use of the adjoining properties has been a mixture ofgrazing, residential and recreational
uses. The historic Natomas Ditch (water conveyance for mining and agriculture) is locatedwest of
Shadow Fax Lane. The Mormon Island Relocation Cemetery adjoins the Site property on the south and
was constructed in the early 1950s during the construction of Folsom Dam and Lake. Mormon Island
Dam construction and related foundation excavations occurred on adjacent properties to the west and
northwest during the early 1950s. Owner reports indicate that the land in the general area was used for
livestock grazing.

Rialto (A Mixed Use Development) ESA
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4.0 USER PROVIDED INFORMAnON

4.1 'I'ITLE RECORDS
Review of a 60-year Chain of Title (property transfers since the mid 19408) for the Site property was
conducted for this assessment. The chain was provided by tile Client's title company. A copy of the tide
chain is attached to this report in the Appendix. The chain documents property title transfers and
easement grants between individuals, owner groups and trusts, and the County of El Dorado.

4.2 ENVIRONMENTAL LIENS,ACTIVITY AND USE UMITATIONS, ,
No environmental liens or activity and use limitations were encountered in the documents reviewed or in
interview information supplied during this assessment.

4.3 SPECIALIZED KNOWLEDGE
No specialized knowledge and documentation W\lS provided by the owner for this assessment.

4.4 VALUATION REDUCTION FOR ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES
No reduction in the value of the property below comparable properties due at least in part to
environmental conditions associated with the property was identified by the owner.

4.5 RF.ASONFOR PERFORMING PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT
This assessment is being conducted to identify recognized environmenta{conditions on or adjoining the Site
property pursuant to the client's.request to satisfy due diligence requirements during the transfer of
property ownership.

Rialto (A Mixed Use Development) ESA
Carlton Project No. 5654·01-05
February 2006
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5.0 RECORDS REVIEW
Cnrlroureviewed publicly available dOl'lIlncntB ;lllll owner provided documents relevant co the Site's usc
history and porcntial For on-site contnmiuntion hazards. 'Tile documents reviewed arc subject to the
limirations descrtbedin ASTM 1527-00, Standard Practice For Phase 1Environmental Sltc Assessments;
that is, documents must be reasonably asccrtainalJk (publicly available, obtainable from its source within
reasonable timeandcost constraints, and tJnletically reviewable).

5.1 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS
Aerial photographs were reviewed to identify historical uses of the Site. Photographs taken in 1952,1962,
1971, 1978, and 1984 were reviewed by Carlton [or this assessment. Photos taken in 1998, and 2002 made
available on the TerraServer internet website, were also reviewed by Carlton for this assessment. The Site
was located on the photos, viewed under magnification, and photocopies of the photos were made for file
records.

In the 1952 photograph, the Site appears as an open grassland with few trees, and with Green Valley Road
on the north. Aroad or travel path crosses the northwest corner ofthe site, and likely livestock t-rails
cross the Site. Nostructures are observed on the property_ Construction earthwork activity immediately
west and northwest of the property related to the Mormon Island Dam is evident on the photo.

The Site conditions on the 1962and 1971 photos appear similar to those observed in the 1952photo, with
the exception that the Mannon Island Relocation Cemetery was observed.

The Site conditions on the 1978 and 1984 photos appear similar to those observed in the earlier photos
with the exception that the existing wells may have been installed by 1978, and adjacent properties to the
southeast had been developed with residences.

Site conditions observed in the 1998photo indicate the southerly well shed had been constructed and the
strawberry field area was in production. Some surface grading/disturbance north of the drainage course is
evident.

The 2002 photograph shows the strawberry sales shed had been constructed, and the area of strawberry
cultivation had increased a small amount beyond the area shown in the 1998 photo.

No evidence of the storage of petroleum products was visible 011 any of the photographs reviewed for this
assessment.

5.2 ENVIRONMENTAL DATABASERESEARCH
As one of the methods for researching the environmental history' of a subject property, the ASTM E1527~
00 standard lists environmental databases to be reviewed for identification of possible proximate sites of
environmental concern within specified approximate minimum search distances from the subject
property.

5.2.1 Environmental Data Resources, Inc. EDR~Radius Map
In order to satisfy due diligence requirements, Carlton utilized the services of Environmental Data
Resources, Inc. (EDR), located in Milford,Connecticut, to supplement our review of regulatory databases
and records. The EDR-Radius Map report is included in the Appendix of this report and summarizes a
search of,available environmental records including those specified in, the ASTM E 1527-00 standard
using, at a minimum, the search distances surrounding the Site as recommended in the standard. The
database search results typically summarize records of sites and property conditions ranging from medical
offices using radiology and chemical materials, to underground storage tank sites and related soil or
groundwater contamination sites, to Federal Superfund cleanup sites. The sites are denoted on EDR's

. :,
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figures by number and approxirnuteIocatiou relative to the target: property (Site); the numbered sites are
then keyed to the specific site information in the report.

No listings are found in the EDR. report for sites within the ASTM approximate search distances from the
Site for the [OUOWillg databases:

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

..

Federal NPL and Proposed NPL
Federal CERCUS
Federal CORRACTS
Federal RCRA
Federal ERNS
California CHMIRS
California CORTESE
California LUST
Calilomia NOTIFY 65
California AWP (BEP)
California Cal-Sites
California sue
California SvVF/LF .
CaliforniaToxic Pits
CaliforniaWMUDS/SWAT
California UST
California AST
California HAZNET
CAWDS

No listed sites surrounding the subject property Within the agencylist search radii were identified by
EDR during their database search. The agencylists searched by EDRare included on the Map Findings
Summary on pages4 and 5 of the Radius Map report. An explanation ofgovernment records
abbreviations is found beginning on page GR~1of the EDRRadius Map report, included in the Appendix
of this report.

5.2.2 Oil and GasWells
The Site is not located in a geologicregion likely to contain oil and gas resources. EDRsearched records
from the CaliforniaDepartment of Conservation DivisionofOil and Gas for oil and gas well locations in
the area. EDR found no entries indicating the existence of oil/gaswells or exploration wells within
approximately onemile of the Site.

5.2.3 Radon Information
EDR reports that the Site is located in Federal EPARadon Zone 2. Federal database information indicates
that 27sites havebeen tested for radon in El DoradoCounty. Average activity for basement areas is 3.400
pCi/L; average activityfor 2nd floor. areas is not reported; and average activity for tt floor areas is reported
as 0.844 pCi/L State database information indicates 10sites havebeen tested for radon within the 95762
Zip Code area, and none of the sites had test results greater than 4 pCi/L Radon Levels above4 pCi/L
indicate testing should be considered for basement space design considerations.

5.2.4 FEMA FloodInformation
EDR alsoreports flood zone information obtained from the FederalEmergencyManagement Agency
(FEMA), if found. Accordingto the data provided in the EDRreport, the'Site does not lie within a FEMA
designated 100~year flood-zone,and that the adjacent properties to the west and north lie within the 500~'

year flood-zone. Acivil engineershould confirm the floodzone designation.
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5.2.5 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps
I~DR.'s search of available Sanbornmaps revealed no Sanborn Fire insurance Map coverage for the Site and
nearby vicinity.

5.2.6 Orphan Summary
Review of .EDR's list of poorly located sites in the searched. databases (Orphan Summary) revealed no
additional agency listed sites in the immediate Site area or within ASTM recommended approximate
minimum search radii. .

5.3 AGENCY REVIEW
Telephone interviews were conducted with a representative of the EI Dorado County Environmental
Management Department regarding the Site (see Section 7.0 of this report). No reports of hazardous
materials incidents at the Site were received from the representative based all.their knowledge of the Site.

5.4 HISTORICAL USEINFORMATION
No report of past mining activity or of development for any purposes other than livestock grazing or
agriculture was given during the interview with the owner or persons familiar with the Site. The
California Division of Mines and Geology/California Geological Survey, Mineral' Resource Zone mapping'
for the Folsom Quadrangle (OFR 84~50SAC)/El Dorado County (OFR 2000-03) does not indicate the
presence of recorded mines on the Site property.

5.4.1 Historical Map Review
A review of the historical USGS Topographic Quadrangle from 1953 (7.5' series) was conducted for the
Site. No mapped locations or obvious topographic evidence of either underground mining activity or
surface placer mining, or the presence of structures on the Site was observed during the map review.
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6.0 RECONNAISANCE OBSERVATIONS
Michael Vander Dussen, R..G., C.E.G., Senior Project:Engineering Geologist with Carlton, conducted the
site reconnaissance: visit on january 24, 2006. Approximate boundaries of the Site Were determined from
a project Tnap developed byCarlton, and those boundaries are shown on Hgure 2. Six photographs of the
Site taken during the visit are included in Figures 3,4, and 5. No stressed vegetation, stained soils, or
visual evidence of contamination was observed during the Site visit.

At the time of Carlton's assessment the southern portion of the Site Was developed as a strawberry field,
and the:northern portion of the Site was undeveloped. Observation of the Site's native soils was partially
limited by vegetation cover, structures, road-basegravel, and fill areas. Some areas of the exposed soil
surface at the Site were generally wet and dark brown, which could obscure staining Irom petroleum
products if any was present. However, no oilysheens were observed OIl the wet soils orin standing water
areas on the Site.

Structures observed on the Site include:

.. Shed/sales booth for seasonal strawberry sales (wood framing and walls/sheathing),

.. Well shed (operational well)/storage shed for farming supplies (wood framing and
walls/sheathing),

.. Capped, cased water well, and
It Two portable toilet units.

The shed/sales booth at the northwestern corner of the Site (temporary structure) was divided into two
rooms by a partial wall partition and contained cardboard boxes for fruit, paper goods, drinking water,
and cleaning solutions, with no indications of hazardous materials storage. The shed floor was observed
to be a combination of plywood and carpet. The well shed/storage shed located in the southern portion of
the Site was also divided into two rooms by a partial wall partition and housed the operational well and
its pipes, valves and controls for the well pump, cardboard fruit boxes, hand tools, spray backpacks (the
herbicide Roundup is reportedly used in the farming process however no containers were observed), small
(less than 2 gallon containers) propane canisters, one 2.5 gallon motor oil container, buckets, fencing and
drip irrigation hose. The shed floor was observed to be a combination of a concrete slab and plywood. No
signs of spills or stains on the shed floors were observed.

Surface drainage at the Site is characterized as general overland flow from the northern portion toward
the south and southwest to the central drainage course, then westerly off the Site, and general overland
flow from the southern portion toward the west and into the northerly flowing (slight gradient) roadside
ditch to the central drainage course, then off the Site to the west., .

Two general areas offill were noted on theproperty during the Site visit, one in the northeastern portion
of the parcel and one in the central southwestern portion. The composition of the fill noted at the surface
was generally earth materials - metavolcanic rock, and silty sand with gravel- with some scattered
construction materials - concrete, concrete block, and asphaltic concrete. Theprop~owner indicated
during an interview that he had not imported £ill material to the Site, and that he had 'conducted some
leveling. Aerial photo review suggested surface disturbance (likely grading or leveling) at least during the
time period around 1998.

The northwestern corner of the property was observed to have a road base gravel cover in the area of the
shed/sales booth, providing vehicle access to that area from Green Valley Road.

Rialto (A Mixed Use Development) ESA
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One above ground tank was observed adjacent to the eastern side of the well/storage shed. "fhe tank is a
poly tank, approximately uo gallolls in capacity (empty at the rime of the Site visit) and was reported by
the owner to be used For holding a fertillzermixture used for the strawberry fanning.

The strawberry field and well/storage shed area is fenced with orange plastic construction fencing, and
has a locked metal gate at the entrance to the westside of the: farming area. The Iield is irrigated with a
drip system usingPVC piping and poly tubing.

Two pole mounted transformers were observed all the power pole located ncar the central drainage
course property-exit-point near the western boundary. No obvious signs of leaks on the transformers
themselves or staining on the soil below the transformers was observed.

Treated, used/decommissioned utility poles and some scrap lumber were observed at two locations on the
Site.

Evidence of leaks, spills, or improper handling or storage of hazardous materials on the Site or on
properties in the vicinity of the Site was not observed at the lime of Carlton's site visit. There were 110

observable indications of rccogni;zcdcnvironmental conditions on the Site.
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7.0 lNTERVIEWS
As part of this assessment interviews were conducted with the owner, and local Governmcn t Agency
representatives.

7.1 OWNERINT'ERVIEW
.~X1J.Y~1f~Ir. OIQ3.9J1..Q.iY!lg
On january 16and 24, 2006 Carlton conducted telephone interviews with Mr. Orosco. 'Heindicated he
has owned the property since about 1985. Mr. Or08CO provided in formation about the Site's history as he
is aware of it, and information about property uses during his ownership. He indicated some grading on
the Site may have occurred during the construction of the Mormon Island Dam, as the adjacent property
to the west was excavated and filled during that time. Mr. 01:08CO also met Carlton at the Site On
February 7, 2006 and provided the opportunity to observe the interiors of the sheds. Mr. Orosco was
given Carlton's Environmental Assessment Questionnaire which he completed, and a copy ofthe
questionnaire is includedill this report's Appendix,

7.2 INTERVIEWS WITH LOCAL GOVERNMENT AGENCIES
Jeff Rusert, Solid Waste and Hazardous Materials Specialist with the El Dorado County Environmental
Management Department
On January 18,2006 Carlton conducted a telephone interview with]eff Rusert regarding the Site. Mr.
Rusert stated that he was not aware of any conditions at the Site or events that have occurred at the Site
that would have involved the release of hazardous substances or petroleum products onto the soil, or into
the surface waters, or that have affected the groundwater resources of the Site.

Charlene Carveth, El Dorado County Agricultural Commission
On January 25, 2006 Carlton conducted a telephone interview with Charlene Carveth regarding
agricultural chemical permits for the Site. Ms. Carveth indicated there were no records or permits issued
by the Commission for the Site parcel.

Rialto (1\Mixed Use Development) ESA
.Carlton Project No. 5654-0l~05
Februarv 1006
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8.0 FfNDfNGS

8.1 DTSCUSSION
Carlton's assessments, Site reconnaissance, agency review, and aerial photography review indicate the
following:

Record review and interview information indicates that the past Site use has been for livestock
grazing and strawberry farming.

.. Fillmaterials were noted on the Site consisting primarily of earth materials,and no obvious
surface indications were observed and no reports or records were reviewed during this
assessment regarding petroleum product impacted materials likely being in the fill materials.

.. No reports were received during this assessment indicating agricultural chemicals other than an
herbicide available at retail sales stores, have been permitted or used on the site for strawberry
cultivation.

e No visible evidence of materials that would present an environmental Impairment of the Site, such
as soil staining and stressed vegetation, was observed during the Site reconnaissance.

.. No evidence ofunderground or aboveground petroleum/product storage tanks was observed, and
none were reported on the Site property,

Based on our reconnaissance ofthe Site and near vicinity, the hydrogeologic characteristics of the area,
results of archival records and database searches and reviews, distances from the Site property to
potential sources ofcontamination, and interviews with persons knowledgeable of the Site area, it is
Carlton's opinion that contamination of the subject Site resulting from identified past activities on nearby.
properties is unlikely. Although unlikely, the possibility of contamination migrating to the Site from
offsite sources and practices must be recognized. Additional studies regarding off-site sources do not
appear justified based on the data available to date.

None of the records reviewed during this assessment revealed recogniZed wvironmental conditions on the
adjoining properties.

None of the information reviewed or received from interviews with public agency personnel during this
assessment revealed records of, or strong enough evidence for soil or water impacts from past or present
Site uses to conclude that recogniZed environmental conditions exist or previously existedon the Site:

8.2 CONCLUSIONS
Carlton has performedthis Phase lEnvironmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and
limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527~oo for the property described in Section 2.0 of this assessment. The
property is identified as E1 Dorado County Assessor's Parcel Number 067-260~90. Any exceptions to, or
deletions from this practice are described in Section 2.2 of this report. This assessment has revealed no
evidence of recognized environmental conditions in connection with the Site.

8.3 RECOMMENDATIONS
Carlton has concluded that the likelihood of contamination at this Site is low, and no recommendations
for site testing are presented here.

Rialto (A Mixed UseDevelopment) ESA
Carlton Project No. 5654~0l·-o5
February 2006

13

14-0386 E 133 of 193



Ph;\sc I Envirournentarcete A, .:isrncnt ,--_..._.._-
\).0 DEVIATIONS
There were no deviations from the ASfM E 1527-00, Standard Practice (or Environmental. Site
Assessments: Phase [ Environmental Site Assessment Process, in conducting this assessment.

Rialto (A Mixed Use Development) ESf.\
Carlton-Project No. 5654-QI.·05
February 2006
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[OJ) ADDrrlONAL SERVICES
No :tddihonaL services were provided 1'01: the client during the developrneut of this report:.

Rialto (A Mixed Use Development) ESA
Carlton Project.No. 5654-01-05
February 2006
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Phase I E.nvironlnental Site Assessment

Rialto (A Mixed Use Development} ESA
Carlton Project No. 5654,01-05
February 2006
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Clarksville, CA, U.S.G.S.Topographic Quadrangles, 7.5 min. series
nON, R8E, Sec.21&:28

SCALE 1:24,000
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CARLTON

"';".~ Carlton Engineering, Inc.
3883 Ponderosa Road

Shingle Springs. California 95682

Environmental Site Assessment
Rialto (A Mixed Use Development) FIGI.J:RJ:!
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View of Site from northeast property corner area

Fill at central portion of Site near eastern boundary

Site Photos

CARLTON
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Strawberry field

Fill in central southern portion of Site

Site Photos

CARLTON- ..
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· Shed with well and farming supplies in central southern portion of Site

Utility poles and lumber, strawberry sales shed in left middle ground

Site Photos

CARLTON

"2"; Carlton Engineering, Inc.
3883 Ponderosa Road

Shingle Springs, California 95682

Environmental Site Assessment FI6.t}ltE
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Phase I Euviroumcntal

12.1 PlJBLISIJED AND UNPUInISHED REFERENCES
Bush,Lawrence L, )001, Mineral Land Classification of El Dorado County, California Department of
Conservation, Calilornia Geological Survey, CGS Open-File Report 2000,03.

California Department of Conservation, DivisionofMines and Geology,1981, Geologic Map of the
Sacramento Quadrangle, D. L. Wagner, C. W. Jennings, T. L. Bedrossian, and E. J. Bortugno, compilers,
Scale 1:250,000.

Loyd, Ralph c., 1984, Mineral Land Classification of the Folsom IS' Quadrangle, California Department of
Conservation, Division of Mines and GeologyOpen-File Report 84~50SAC.

U.S.Department ofAgriculture, Soil Conservation Service, 1974,Soil Survey of El Dorado Area,California.

12.2 MAP, AERIAL PHOTO AND OTHER GEOGRAPHICREFERENCES
El Dorado County Museum, Black and White AerialPhotograph Stereopair, 9"x 9"Nos. DSC-3K-13 &: 14,
Date of Photography 8/12/1952.

u.s. Department ofAgriculture, Soil Conservation Service, Black and White Aerial Photograph
Stereopair, 9"x 9" Nos. ED1-29 & 30, Date of Photography 7/29/1962.

U.S. Department ofAgriculture, Soil Conservation Service; Black and White AerialPhotograph, 24" x 24"
No. 2942-08-134,Date of Photography 6/14/1971.

U.S.Department ofAgriculture, Soil Conservation Service, Black and White Aerial Photograph, 24" x 24"
No. BR~EID 3~14, Date of Photography 9/111978.

u.s. Department ofAgriculture, SoU Conservation Service, Black and White AerialPhotograph, 24" x 24"
No. NHAP 84 06067~155, Date of Photography 1984.

USGS Historic Topographic Quadrangle, Clarksville,California, 1:24000,7.5minute series;1953 and 1953­
1980 (photorevised).

Rialto (;\ Mixed Use Development) ES/\
Carlton Project No. 5654·01,05
February 2006
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13.0 APPENDIX

EDRRepott
Assessor's Parcel Map
Chain of Title Report

OwnerEnvironmental Questionnaire
Aerial Photographs

Statement of Qualifications

Rialto (A Mixed Use Development) ESA
Carlton Project No. 56S4-0l..QS .
Februarv 2006
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-reliminury Report - Subject 10 Page 1of

reference number: 17553(

Preliminary Sanborn'f Map Report

Client Info:
Account:

Address:

1012404

Carlton Engineering

·3883 Ponderosa Road
Shingle Springs, CA 95682

Date: 12/23/2005

Site Name: Green Valley Mixed Use Fisher

Address: Green Valley Road/ShadowfaxLn

City/State:El Dorado Hills, CA
Zip Code: 95762

1

This document reports that EDR's collection of Sanborn® fire insurance maps has
been reviewed, and based 011 client-supplied information, Sanborn® fire insurance
maps depicting the target property at the specified location were not identified.

NO COVERAGE

A final Sanbom'f Map Report is provided when the Sanbom® Map Se~ch Print Report is ordered.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

, This Report contains certain informationoblained from a variety of publicand other sources reasonablyavailable to
Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and
surrounding propertiesdoes not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, 15 MADE
WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTIONWITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY
DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUTLIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY
OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL
ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC, BE LIABLE TO ANYONE. WHETHERARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR
OMISSIONS,NEGLIGENCE,ACCIDENT ORANY OTHER CAUSE, FORANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING,
WITHOUT LIMiTATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUEN1'IAL,OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON
THE PART OF ENViRONMENTAL DA"i'A RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUNDOF THE AMOUNT
PAID FOR THIS REPORT.Purchaseraccepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses,estimates, ratings, environmental ris.k
levefs.orrisk codes provided in,this Report are provided for illustrative purposesonly, and are not intendedto provide.cnor
should they be interpretedas providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmentalrisk for any
property. Only a PhaseEnvironmentalSite Assessmentperformed by an environmental professional can provide information

. regarding the environmentalrisk for any property.Additionally, the informationprovided in this Report is not to be construed
as legal advice. .

This is a preliminary report. It will be replaced by afinal report after quality review. The final report may
contain materially different information from the information contained in thispreliminary report. Only a
final report should be used in connection with afinal site assessment.

Copyright :4005by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved.Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or
in part, of any report ormap of Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates,is prohibited without prior written
permission.

EDR and its logos (inclUding Sanbornand Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its
affiliates. All other trademar~s used herein are the property of their respectiveowners. rhis ~S;:l ~::::::.:~

~p:llwww.edrnet.comJscripts/sbsearchlshr~~111t ~<ln? il ...."""' ...+-l {),.., AI'" 0 n' 1 T
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TheEDR Radius Map
with CenCheck"

Green VuHeyMixed Use Fisher
GreenValley Road/Shadowfax Ln

EI Dorado Hills, CA 95762 .

Inquiry Number: 1582016~1s

. December 23, Z005

EDR@ Environmental
DataResources Inc

The Standard in
E"nvironmental Risk
Management lnforrnatlon

.440 Wheelers Farms Road
Milford, Connecticut 06461

. Nationwide Customer Service

Telephone: 1-800-352-0050 .
Fax: 1-800-231...6802

. Internet: www.edrnet.com
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A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc (EDR).
The report was deslqned to assist parties seeking to meet the search requirements of EPA's Standards
and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments (E 1527-05) or custom requirements developed for the evaluation of
environmental risk associated with a parcel of real estate.

ADDRESS

GREEN VALLEY ROADISHADOWFAX LN
EL DORADO HILLS, CA 95762

COORDINATES

Elevation: 403 ft. above sea level

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

Target Property:
Source: _

TARGET PROPER1Y SEARCH RESULTS

38121-F1 CLARKSVILLE, CA
USGS 7.5 min quad index

The target property was not-listed In any of the databases searched by EDR.

DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR's search of available "reasonablyascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the search radius around -the target property for the
following databases:

FEDERAL RECORDS

NPL • ., National Priority List
Proposed NPL Proposed National Priority Ust Sltes.
Delisted NPk . National Priority List Deletions
NPL Liens Federal Superfund Liens
CERCLlS ~ . Comprehensive Environmental Response. Compensation, and liability Information
_ . - _System' - - . -

CERC-NFRAP .. . CERCUS No Further Remedial Action Planned
CORRACTS ._. correcnve Action Report
RCRA-TSDF Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information
RCRA·LOG Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information
RCRA-SOG . Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Information
ERNS Emergency Response Notification System
HMIRS . .: Hazardous Matertals lnformatlonReporfinq System
US ENG CONTROLS__ • EngirieeringControls Sites list
US INST CONTROL. sites with Institutional Controls
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Surrounding sites wore not identified.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.

This is ;l of

T~I~l!~I~fit~~~~~~~·~k~~tftr:~~)~:::·:;:~;!(.
l~kd lnlii
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* Target Property

... Sitesat elevations higher than
or equal to the targetproperty

• Sitesat elevations lower than
the targetproperty

A. Coal Gasification Sites

[Z] NationalPrioritylist Sites

f:] LandfillSiles

CJJ Dept. DefenseSites

SITE NAME: GreenValley Mixed Use Fisher
ADDRESS: Green Valley Road/Shadowfaxln
CITY/STATE: EI Dorado Hills CA
ZIP: 95762'

[] indianReservations BIA

NCounty Boundary

N Power transmission lines

N Oil & Gas pipelines

~ 1DO-year flood zone

~ 500-year floodzone

II Federal Wetlands

CLIENT:
CONTACT:
INQUIRY#:
DATE:

II Areas of Concern
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Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Milos) < 1/B 1/8· 1/4 1/4·1/2 '112 • 1 ;> 1 Plotted
._....-.-__._._--- --- --- ----

FEDERAL RECORDS

NPL . 1.125 0 0 0 0 0 0
Proposed NPL 1:125 0 0 0 0 a 0
Delisted NPL 1,125 0 0 0 0 0 0
NPL Liens 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0
CERCUS 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
CERC-NFRAP 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
CORRACTS 1.125 0 0 0 a 0 0
RCRATSD 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
RCRA Lg. Ouan. Gen. 0.375 0 0 0 NR NR 0
RCRA Sm. Ouan, Gen. 0.375 0 0 0 NR NR 0
ERNS 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR a
HMIRS 0.125 a NR NR NR NR 0
US ENG CONTROLS 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
US INST CONTROL 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
DOD 1.125 0 0 0 a 0 0
FUDS 1.125 0 0 0 0 0 0
US BROWNFIELDS 0.625 0 a 0 0 NR 0
CONSENT 1.125 0 0 0 0 0 0
ROD 1.125 0 0 0 0 a 0
UMTRA 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
aDI 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
TRIS 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0
TSCA 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0
FTIS 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0
SSTS 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR a
PADS 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0
MLTS 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0
MiNES 0.375 0 0 0 NR NR 0
FINDS 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0
RMTS 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0

STATE AND LOCAL R,ECORDS

AWP 1.125 0 0 0 0 o· 0
Cal-Sites 1.125 0 0 0 0 0 o
Toxic Pits 1.125 0 0 0 0 0 0
CA Bond Exp. Plan 1.125 a 0 0 0 0 0
NFA 0.375 0 0 0 NR NR 0
NFE 0.375 0 0 0 NR NR 0
REF 0.375 0 0 0 NR NR 0
SCH 0.375 0 (l 0 NR NR 0
State Landfill 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
CAWDS 0.125 0 NR NR NR NR 0
WMUDS/SWAT 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Cortese 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
LUST 0.625 0 0 0 0 NR 0
SUC 0.625 0 a 0 0 NR 0
UST 0.375 0 0 a NR NR 0
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Map ID
Direction
Dbtance
Distance (ft)
Elevation ~3ite

NO SITESFOUND

._-._..••...••_._-----_.
EDR 10Number

Database(s) EPA 10 Number
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SEARCI-IED·'

To maintain currency of tho followinq fedeml and state databases, CDR contacts Iho appropriate governmental agency
011 a monthly or quarterly basis, as required,

Number of Dilys to Update: Provides confirmation that EDR is reportinq records that have been updated within 90 days
from the date tl10 government agency made the information available to the public.

NPL: National Priority List,
National Priorities list (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCUS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority
cleanup underthe Superfilnd Program; NPlsites may encompass relativ(;!y large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPl site boundaries produced by EPA's Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center
(EPIC) and regional EPA offices.

Date of Government Version: 07101/05
Date Data Arrived al EDR: 11/02/05
Dale Made Active in Reports: 12107105
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source: EPA
Telephone: N/A
Last EDR Contact: 11/02/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/30/06
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL Site Boundaries

Sources:

EPA Region 6,.
Telephone: 214-655-6659

EPA Region 8
Telephone: 303-312-6774

EPA's Environmental Photographic InterpretationCenter(EPIC)
Telephone: 202-564-7333

EPA Region 1
Telephone 617-918·1143

EPA Region 3
Telephone 215-814-5418

EPA Region 4
Telephone 404-562-8033

Source: EPA
Telephone: N/A
Last EDR Contact 11/02105
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/30/06

.Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Proposed NPL: Proposed National Priority List Sites

Date of Govemment Version: 04/21/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/02105
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/07/05
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source: EPA
Telephone: N/A
Last EDRContact: 11/02105
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/30/06
Data Release Fre'1uency: Quarterly

DELISTEO NPL: National Priority List Deletions
The. National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the
EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL Where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Govemment Version: 07/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/02105
Date Made Active in Reports: 12107/05
Number of Days to Update: 35 .

NPL LIENS: Federal Superfund Liens
Federal Superfund Liens: Under the authority granted the USEPA by the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, the USEPA has the authority to tile liens against real property in order
to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner receives notification of potential liability.
USEPA compiles a listing af filed notices of Superfund Liens,
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·1
RCRAInfo is EPA':> comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (nCr~A) of '1916 and tho Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (liSWA) of 1984. RGRAlnfo replaces
the data recording and reporting abihties of tho Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System (ReRIS).
The database includes selective information on sites which qenerale, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of
hazardous waste as defined by tho Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (ReRA). Conditionally exempt small
quantity (Jenerators (CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste. or loss than 1 kg of acutelyhazardous
waste per month. Small quantity fjenerators (SaCs) generate between '100 kg and 1,000 I<g of hazardous waste per
month. Large quantity generators (LClGs) fJenerate over 1,000 Idlograms (kg) of hazardous waste, or over 1 kg
of acutely hazardous waste per month. Transporters are individuals or entities that move hazardous waste from
the generator off-site to a facilily that can recycle, treat, store, or dispose of the waste. TSDFs treat, store;
or dispoaeof the waste.

Date of Government Version: 10/14/05
Date Data Arrived atEDR: 10/27/05
Dale Made Active in Reports: 12/07/05
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source: EPA
Telephone: 800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 10/27/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/26/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

ERNS: Emergency Response Notification System
Emergency Response Notification System, ERNS records and stores information on reported releases ofoil and hazardous
substances.

Date of Government Version: 12/31104
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/27/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/24105 .
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source; National Response Center. United States Coast Guard
Telephone: 202-260-2342
Last EDR Contact: 01/27/05
Next Scheduled EQR Contact: 10/24/05
Data Release Frequency; Annually

HMIRS: Hazardous Materials Information Reporting 'System ,
Hazardous Materials IncidentReport System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Date of Govemmeht Version: 06127/05 Source: U,S. Department of Transportation
Date Data Arrived et EDR: 10/18/05 Telephone: 202-366-4555
Data Made Active in Reports: 12/07/05 Last EDR Contact· 10/18/05
Number of Days to Update: 50 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/16/06

Data Release Frequency: Annually

US ENG CONTROLS: Engineering Controls Sites List
A listing of sites With engineerlng controls in place. Engineering controls Include various forms of caps. building

. foundations, liners, and treatment methods to create pathway elimination for regUlated substances to enter environmental
media or effect human health.

Date of Government Version: 08/02/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/12105
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Numb~rof Days to Updat~: 55

Source: Environmental Protsctlon Agency
Telephone: 703·603-8867
Last EDR COfJtact:07/05/05
Next Scheduled.EDR Contacl:01/02/06
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US INST CONT~OL'l Sites with Institutional Controls
A listing of sites with institutional controls in place. Institutional controls include administrative measures,
such as groundwater use resmcuons, construction restrictions. property use restrictions. and post remediation
care requirements intended to' prevent exposure to contaminants remaining on site. 'Deed restrictions are g<::"arally
required as part of the institutional controls. .

Date of Government Version: 01/10/05 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02111/05 Telephone: 703-603-8867
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/06/05 Last EDR Contact:. 01/03/05
Number of Days tc Update: 54 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05

Data Release Frequency: Varies
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lJi\IITRA: Uranhun Mill Tailinns Sites
Uranium on) was mined by private companies for federal government use in national defense programs, When the mills
shut down, I'lrut.? pilt;s of the sand-like material (mill tailings) remain after uranium has been extracted fram
the are, l.evuls of human exposure to radioactive materials from the piles are low; however, in some cases tailings
worn used as construction materials before the potential health hazards of the tailings were recognized. In '1918,
24 inactive uranium mill tailings sites in Oregon, Idaho, Wyoming, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, Texas, North Dakota,
Soulh Dakota, Pennsylvania, and on Navajo and Hopi tribal lands, were targeted for cleanup by tile Department of
Energy.

Dale of Government Version: '12129/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01107105
Dale Made Active in Reports: 0:3114/05
Number of Days to Update: 66

Source: Department of Energy
Telephone: 505-845-0011
Last EDR Contact: 12/21/04
Next Scheduled EOR Contact: 12/19/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

001: Open Dump Inventory
An open dump Is defined as a disposal facility that does not comply with one or more of the Part 257 or Part 253
Subtitle 0 Criteria,

Date of Government Version: 06/30/85
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/09/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/17104
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: OS/23/95
Next Scheduled EDRContact: NIA
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

TRIS: Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
Toxic Release Inventory System, TRIS identif1esfacilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and
land.lnreportable qucintities under SARA Title "I Section 313.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03 Source: EPA
Date Data Arrived atEDR: 07/13/05 Telephone: 202-566-0250
Date Made Active in Reports: 08i17/05 Last E:DRContact: 07113/05
Number of Days to Update: 35 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/19/05

Data Release Frequency: Annually

TSCA: Toxic Substances Control Act
Toxic Substances Control Act. TS~A identifies manufacturers and importers of chemical substances included on the
TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory list. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant
site.

Date of Govemment Version: 12/31/02
Date Data .AhivedatEDR: 04/Zll04
Date Made Active hi Reports: 05/21/04
Number cifDays to Update: 24'

Source: EPA
Telephone: 202-260-5521
Last EDRContacl: 07/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17105
Data Release Frequency: Every 4 Years

Source: EPA/Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
Telephone: 202-566,.1667
Last EDR Contact; 09/19/05
Next Scheduled EDR <:ontact 12119/05

. Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FITS: FIFRAI TSCA Tracking System ~ FIFRA (Federat lnsecnclde, Funglcide,& Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic SUbstances Control Ael)
FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA.
TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-la-Know Act). To maintain currency, EDR contacts the
Agency on a quarterly basis.

Dafe of Government Version: 07115105
Date DlitaArrive<:l atEDR: 10/31/05
Date Made-Active in Reports: 12120105
Number of Days to Update: 50 .

FlTS INSP; FIFRAI TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide;· Fungicide, &,Rodenticide Act)ITSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
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RAATS: HCHA Administrative Action Tracking System
HCr~A AthllinbtraticlIl Action Tracking System_ HMTS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
p,,,rbining to major violators and includes admtntstrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration
actions alter S,·;plell1ber30, 1995. data ontry in the HAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of
tho dabb;)!)0 for historical records. It was necessary to terminate HAATS because a decrease in <looney resources
made it impossible 10continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date of Guvernment Version: 04/1'1/95 Source: EPA
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/03/95 Telephone: 202564-4104
Date Mad (1Active if) Reports: 08/07/95 Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05
Numher of Days to Update: 35 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05105

Data Release Frequency: No Updale Planned

BRS: Biennial Reporting System
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA Ihat collects data on the generation
and management of hazardous waste, BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LOG)
and Treatment, Storage. and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/03 Source: EPAINTIS
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06117/05 . Telephone: 800-424-9346
Date Made ActivG in RepOrts: 08/04/05 Last EDR Contact: 06117/05
Number of Days to Update: 48 'Next Scheduled EDR Contact:. 12/12/05

Data Release Frequency: Biennially
STATE AND LOCAL RECORDS

AWP: Annual Workplan Sites
Known Hazardous Waste. Sites. California DTSC-s Annual Workplan (AWP), formerly BEP. identifies known hazardous
substance sites targeted for cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 08/08105
Date Data Arrived afEDR: 08/29/05
Date Made ACtive in Reports: 09/21105
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source: Califomi<l Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone: 916-323-3400· .
Last EDR Contact 08/29/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/28/05
Data Release Frequency: Annually.

CAL·SITES: Calsites Database
The Calsites database contains potential or confirmed hazardoussubstance release properties. In 1996. 'California
EPA reevaluated and significantly reduced the number of sites in the Calsites database. .

Date of Government Version: 08/08/05 SO\.lrce:. Department of Toxic Substance Control
Date Data Arrived at EDR: OB/29105 Telephone: 9113.323-3400
Date Made Active in. Reports: 09/21/05 Last EDR Contact 08/29/05
Number ofDays to Update: 23' . Next Scheduled EDRContact: 11/28/05

Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

TOXIC PITS: TOXIC Pits Cleanup ActSltes
Toxic PITS Cleanup Act Sites. TOXIC PITS ideritifies;sites suspe.cted of containing hazardous substances where cleanup
has not yet been completed. . .

Date of Government Version: 07/01/95 . Source: State Water Resources Control Board
Date Data Arrived at EbR: 08/30/95 Telephone: 916·227-4364
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/26/95 Last EDg Contact:.08/0_1/05
Number bf Days tpUpdale: 27 .. . . Next Scheduled EDR Contact; 10/31/05

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CA BOND EXP. PLAN:8ond Expenditure pian
Department of Health Services developed a slte-specirlc expsridlture plan as the basis for an appropriation of
Hazardous Substance Cleanup Bond Act funds. It is not updated.
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LUST fxEG 2: Fuel l.oak List

Dr,\lf,\ of Government Version: 09/30/04
Date Data Arrived at EDH: 10/20/04
Diltn Mnde !\div') in f~Clports: 11/19/04
Number of [)'lys to Update: 30

Source: California f{enional Water Quality Control Board San Francisco Bay Region (2)
Telephone: 5'10'286~0457

Last EDI'{Contact: 071'11105
Ni\xt Scheduled EDR Contact 10/10/05
Data Release Frequency: Ouarlerly

LUST REG 3: Leakin[JUnderqround Storage Tank Database

Dale of Government Version: 05/19103
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/19/03
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/02/03
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source: California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Coast Region (3)
Telephone: 805·549·3 '147
Last EDRContact 08/15/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/14/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 4: Underground Storage Tank Leak List
Los Angeles, Venturacounties. For more current information, please refer to the State Water Resources Control
Board's LUSTdatabase. . .

Date of Government Version: 09107/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/07/04 .
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/12104
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source: California Regional Water Quality Control Board Los Angeles Region (4)
Telephone: 213-576-6600
Last EOR Contact: 09/27/05
Next ScheduiedEDR Contact 12/26/05

. Data Release 'Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 5: Leaking Underground Storage Tank Database

Data of Government Version: 10/01/05 Source: California Regional Water Quality Control Board Central Valley.Region (5)
Date Data Arrived at E;:DR: 10/20/05 Telephone: 916-464-3291
Date Made Active in Reports: 10131/05 Last EDR Contact 10(20/05
Number of Days to Update: 11 . Next Scheduled eDR Contact: 01/02/06

Data Release Frequency: Quarte~y

LUST REG 6L: Leaking Underground Storage Tank Case Li~ting
For more current inforrnallon, please refer to the State Water Resources Control Board's LUST database,

Date of Govemment Version: 09/09/03 Source: California Regional Water Quality Control Board Lahontan Region (6)
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/10/03 Telephone: 916-542-5424
Data Made Active in Reports:.10/07/03 Last EDR Contact: 09/06/05 .
Number of Days to Update: 27' Next Scheduled EDR Contact 12105/05

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 6V: Leaking l)nderground Storage Tank Case Listing

Date of Government Version: 06/07/05 .
Date Data Arrived at EDR: DB/CmOS
Date Made Active in Reports:' 06/29/05
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source: California Regional Water Quality Control f3oard'Victorvilie Branch Office (6)
Telephone: 760-346-7491
Last EDR Contact: OS/23/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 7: Leaking ynderground $torageTank Case Listing

Date of Government Version; 02/26/04 Source: California Regional Water Quality Control Board Colorado River Basin RegiOn (7) .
Date Data Arrived a't EDR: 02126/04 Telephone: 760-346-7491
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/24104 Last EDR Contact: 09/27/05
Number of Days to Update: 27 Next Schedul$d EDRContact: 12/26/05

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

LUST REG 8: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks.
California Regiona! Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8). For more current Information, please refer
to the state Water Resources Control Board's LUST database.
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LUST: Genlracker'» Leaking Under~lrOlJnd Fuel Tank Report
l.cakinq Underqrcund Storage Tank lncidenl Reports. LUST records contain an inventory of reported leaking underground
storaqe tank incidents. Not all states maintain these records, and the information stored varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 10/10105
Dato Data Arrived at EDH: 10/'1010(;
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/31/05
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source: State Water Resources Control Board
Contact: EI Dorado County Environmental Health, (530} 621-6654
Last EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/09/06
Data Release Frequency; Quarterly

sue: Statewide sue Cases
The Spills, Leaks, Investigations, and Cleanups (SLle) listings includes unauthorized discharges from spills
and leaks, other than from underground storage tanks or other regulated sites.

[Jate of Government Version: 10nO/05 Source: State Water Resources Control Board
Date Data Arrived at EOR: '10110105 Contact: EI Dorado County Environmental Health, (530} 621-6654
Dale Made Active in Reports: 10/31/05 Last EDR Contact: 10/10105
Number of Days to Update: 21 Next scheduted EDR Contact: 01/09/06

Data Release Frequency; Varies

UST: Active UST Facilities
Active UST facilities gathered from the local regulatory agencies

Date of Govemment Version: 10/10105 Source: SWRCB
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10(10105 Contact: EI Dorado County Environmental Health, (530) 621-665.4
Date Made Actlve in Reports: 11/18/05 Last EDR Contact: 10/10/05
Number of Days to Update: 39 Next Scheduled EDR Contact 01/09/06

Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

CA FlO UST: Facility lnventory Database
The Facility Inventory Database (FlO) contains a historical listing of active and inactive underground storage
tank locations from the Slate Water Resource Control Board. Refer to local/county source for current data.

Date of Govemment Version: 10/31/94 Source: California Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 69/05195' Telephone: 916-341-5851 ..
Date Made Active in Reports: 09(29/95 Last EDR Contact: 12/28/98
Number of Days to Update: 24 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

.HIST UST: Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database
The Hazardous Substance Storage Container Database is a historical listing of UST sites, Referto locaVcounty
source for current data.

Date of Government Version: .10/15/90
Date Data Arrived atEDR: 01/25191
Date Made Active in Reports: 02112191
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source: State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone: 916-341-5851
Last EDR Contact: 07/26/01
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Source: State Water Resources Control Board
Telephone: 916-341-5712

. Last EDR Contact 11/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/30/06
Data Release.Frequency: Quarterly,

AST: Aboveground Petroleum Storage Tank Facilities
Registered Aboveground Storage Tanks.

Date ofGoyemmei'lt Version: 08/01/05.
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/23/05
Date Made Active i~ Reports: 12115105
Number of Days to Update: 22

SWRCY: Recycler Database
A listing of recycling facilities in California.
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[Jato of Covernment Version: 09/07104
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 00107104
Dato Made Activo in r~eports: '10/12/04
Number of Days to Update: 35

sue REG 7: sue List

Date of Govemment Version: 11/24/04
Dale Data Arrived at EDFtl1129/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 01104/05
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source: California Reoionai Water Quality Control Board, Lahontan f(egion
Telephone: 6::J0·i542·!i574
Last EDR Contact: 09/0S/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12105/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Source: California Reqlonal Quality Control Board, Colorado River Basin Region
Telephone: 760-346-7491
Last EDR Contact: 08/22105
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: No UpdatePlanned

Source: Offi~ of Emergency Services
Telephone: 916-84-5.,8400
Last EDR Contact: 08(22/05
Next SchedOled EOR Contact: 11/21/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

sue REG 8: Spills. leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery listing

Date of Government Version: 07/01/04 .Source: California Region Water Quality Control Board Santa Ana Region (8)
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08110104 Telephone: 951-782-3298
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/08/04 Last EOR Contact: 07/05105
Number of Days to Update: 29 NextScheduled EDRContact: 10103/05

Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

sue REG 9: Spills, Leaks, Investigation & Cleanup Cost Recovery Listing

Date of Govemment Version: 09/28/05 Source: California Regional Water.·Quality Control Board San Diego Region (9)
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/29/05 Telephone: 858467-2980
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/31105 Last EDR Contact: 09/26/05
Number of Days to Update: 32 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11128105

Data Release Frequency: Annually

SWEEPS UST: SWEEPS UST Listing
Statewide Environrrie~talEvaluation and Plannlnq System. This underqround.storaqe tank listing was updated and
maintained by a company contacted by theSWRCB in the early 1980?s. The listing is no longer updated or maintained.
The local agency is the contact for more Information on a site on the SWEEPS list.

Date of Govemment Version: 06/01/94 Source: State Water Resources Control Board
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/07io5 Telephone: NIA
Date Made Active in Reports: 08111/05 Last EDR Contact; 06/03/05
Number of Days to Update: 35 Next Scheduled ED~Contact: NlA

Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

CHMIRS: Califomia Hazardous Material Incident Report System .
California Hazardous Material Incident Reporting system. CHMIRS contains information on reported hazardous material
incidents (accidental rel~ases or spills).

Date ofGovemmerit Version: 12131/03 '
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/18/04
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/25/04
Number of Days to Update: 38

NOTIFY 65: Proposition 65 Records. . .
Prop?sltJon65 NotiflcatiQn Records: NOTIFY 65 contains facility notiflcatloos about any release which could impact
drinking wa~er an~,therebye)(posethepublic to a potential health risk. .

Date of Govemment Version: 10/21/93. Source: State Water Resources Control Board
Date Data Aniveq at EDR; 11/01/93 Telephone: 916-445-3846
Date Made Active In Reports: 11/19/93 Last EDR Contact: 07/19/05
Number of Days to Update: 18 Next Scheduled EDRContaet 10/17105

Data Release Frequency: No Up'date Planned
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EMI: [mi~;:;i<)n" Invenlory Data
Toxics and critcrta pollutant emisslons data collectod by the Arm and local air pollution agencies.

D<.11u "t Uovernment Version: 12/31/03
Datu Dala Arrived at EDR: 0-'/19/05
Ilal+1 M<ide Active in Reports: 08/11/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source: California Air Resources Board
Telephone: 916-322'·29BO
Last EDRContact: 0711 D/OS
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/17/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN RESERV: Indian Reservations .
This map layer pcrtrayslndianadmlnistered lands of the United States that have any area equal to or greater
than 640 acres,

Date of Government Version: 10/01/03
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/12/03
Data Made Active in Reports: 11/2'1/03
Number of Days to Update: 9

Source: USGS
Telephone: 202-208-3'710
Last EDR Contact: 08109/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact 11/07/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN LUST: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land In Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington,

Dateof Governme;it Version: 09/07/05 Source: EPA Region 10
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09108/05 Telephone: 206-553-2857
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/31/05 Last EDRContact: 08/25/05
Number of Days to Update: 53 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05

Data Release Frequency: Varies .

INDIAN LUST: Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian.Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Arizona. California, New Mexico and Nevada

Date of Govemment Version: 06/02/05 Source: Environmental Protection Agency
Date Data Arrtved at EDR:06/03/05 Telephone: 415-972-3372
Date Made Act/vein Reports: 07/01/05 Last EDR Contact: OS/25/05
Number of Days to Update: 28 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 11/21/05

Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST; Underground StorageTanks on Indian L,and

Date of GovernmentVersion: 04/18/05 Source: EPA Region 9
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/09/05 Telephone: 415-972-3368
Date Made Aclive in Reports: 12112105 Last EDR Contact: 10121105
Number of Days to Update: 33 ' Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02120106

Data Release Frequency: Varies
COUNTY RECORDS

ALAMEDA COUNTY:

Underground Tanks

Date of Government Version; 06/28/05
Date Data Arrived at EOR: 11/1OJ05
Date Made Active in Reports: 12108105
Number of Days to Update; 28

Source: Alarneda County Environmental Health Services
Telephone: 510-567-6700
Last EDRConlatl: 10/24/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01/23/06
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Contaminated Sites
A listing of contaminated sites overseen by the Toxic Release Program (oil and groundwater contamination from
chemical releases and spills) and the Leaking Underground StorageTank Program (soil and ground water contamination
from leaking petroleum USTs). .
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City of Long Beach Underground Storage Tank

Date of Covertuncnt Version: 03/23/03
Onto Data Arrived at EDR:l 0/23/03
Dalf) Made Active in Heports:l1/26103
Number of 08yS to Update: 34

City of Torrance Underground Storage Tank

Date of Government Version: 08/16/05
Date Data Arrived at EOR: 12/01105
Date Made Adive in Reports:12/16f05
Number of Days to Update: 15

City of Los Angeles Landfills

Date of Government Version; 03/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/18/05
Date MadEJ Active in Reports: 04/08/05
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source: City of Long Beach Fire Department
Telephone: ~>62-570-2563

Last EDR Contact: 08/22/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: ·11/21105
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Source: City of Torrance Fire Department
Telephone: 310-6·18·2973
Last EDR Contact: 11128/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 02/13/06
Data Release Frequency: Serni-Annuaily

Source: Engineering & Construction Division
Telephone: 213-413-7869
Last EDR Contact: 03/18105
Next Scheduled. EDR Contact: 12112/05
Data Release Frequency: Varies

HMS: Street Number List
Industrial Wasle and Underground Storage Tank Sites.

Date of Government Version: 08/31/05 Source: Department of Public Works
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/26/05 Telephone: 626-458-3517
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/29/05 Last EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Number of Days to Update: 34 Next Scheduied EDR Contact: 02/13/06

Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually.

Site Mitigation List
.Industrial sites thathave had some sort of spill or complaint.

Date of Government Version: 05125105 . Source: Community Health Services
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05127/05 Telephone: 323·890-7806
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/01/05 Last EDR.Contact; 0S/16/05
Number of Days to Update: 35 Next Scheduled EDR Contact 11/14/05

Data Release Frequency: Annually

San Gabriel Valley Areas of Concern
San Gabriel Valley areas.where'VaC contamlnatlon isat or above the MCL as designated by region 9 EPA office.

Date of Government Version: 12131/98 " Source: EPA Region 9
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/07/99 . Telephone: 415-9-72-3178"
Date Made Acllve in Repo,rts: NlA Last EDR Contact: 07/06/99
Number of Days io Update: 35 Next Scheduled EDR Contact: NIA

Data Reiease Frequency: No Update Planned

MARIN COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Sites
Currently permitted usrs in Marin County.

Date of Government Version: 08/08/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/26/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/26/05
Number of Days to Update: 33· .

Source: public Works Department Waste Management
Telephone: 415-499·6647

.Last EDR Contact: 08/01/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31105
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually
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RIVERSIDE COUNTY:

Listing of Underground Tank Cleanup Sites
HiverskJ(} County Undorqround Storage Tank Cleanup Sites (LUST),

Date of Government Version: 09/15/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/23105
Date Made Actlve lnReports: 12/12/05
Number of Days to Update: 19

Underground Storage Tank Tank List

Date of Government Version: 09/15/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/23/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 12116/05
Number of Days to Update: 23

SACRAMENTO COUNTY:

CS • Contaminated Sites

Date of Government Version: 08/19/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/02/05
Date Made ActIve in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source: Department of Public Health
Telephone: 95,\-358,·5055
Last EDR Contact: 10117105
NextScheduledEDR Contact: 01/16/06
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Source: Health Services Agency
Telephone: 951·358~5055

Last EDR Contact: 10/17105
. NextScheduled EDR Contact: 01/16/06
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Source: Sacramento County Environmental Management
Telephone: 916·875·8406
Last EDR Contact: 08/26/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05

, Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

ML· Regulatory Compliance Master LIst
Any business that has hazardous materials on site '. hazardous material storage sites, underground storage tanks,
waste generators. '

Date of Govemment Version: 07/25/05
Date Data ArrIved at EDR: 08/19/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/13/05
Number of Days to Update: 25

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY:'

Source:' Sacramento County Environmerital Management
Telephone: 916·875-8406
Last EDR Contact: 08/05/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/31/05
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Hazardous Material Permits
This listing includes underground storage tanks, medical waste handlers/generators, hazardous materials handlers,
hazardous waste generators, and waste oil generators/handlers.

Date of Government Version: 09/20/05 Source: San Bernardino County Fire Department Hazardous Materials Division,
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/20/0,5 Telephone: 909·387·3041 '
Date Made ActiVein Reports: 10/06/05 Last EDR Contact 09/06/05
Number of Days to Update: 16. ' NElxt Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05

Data Release Frequency; Quarterly

SAN DIEGO COUNTY:

Solid Waste Facilities
San Diego County Solid Waste Facilities.
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SANTA CLARA COUNTY:

LOP listing
A Iisling of open leakinq underqround storage tanks.

!
\ .

Date of Government Version: 10/24/05
Date Dala Arrived at EDR: 11/28/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/12/05
Number of Days to Update: 14

HazardousMaterial Facilities

Date of Government Version: 09/13/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/13/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/06/05
Number of Days 10Update: 23

SOLANO COUNTY:

Leaking Underground Storage Tanks

Date of Government Version: 10/13J05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/31/05
Date Made Active In Reports: 11/29105
Number of Days to Update: 29

Underground Storage Tanks .

Date of Government Version: 06/28/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/31/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 12108/05
NumberofDays to Update: 38

SONOMA COUNTY:

Leaking Underground.Storage Tank Sites

Date of Government Version: 10/01/05
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/24/05
Date Made Active in Reports: 10131/05
Number of Days to Update: 7

SUTTER COUNTY:

Underground StQrage ranks

Pate ofGovem~~r1tVersion: 01ii9/04
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/29/04 .
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/23/04
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source: Department of Environmental Health
Telephone: 408·918-3417
Last EDR Contact: 10124/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact 12/26/05
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Source: City of San Jose Fire Department
Telephone: 408-277:4659
Last EOR Contact: 09/06/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/05/05
Dala Release Frequency: Annually

Source: Solano County Department of Environmental Management
Telep!1one:707-784-6770
last EDR Contact: 09/12/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12/12105
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Source: Solano County Department of Ehvironmenlal Management
Telephone: 707-784-6770
Last EDR Contact 09112105
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 12112105
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Source: Department of Health Services
Telephone: 707-565-6565
LastEDR Contact 10/24/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 01123/06
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Source: Sutter County Department ofAgriculture
Telephone: 530-1322-7500 .
Last EDR Contact: 07/18/05
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/03/05
Data Release Frequency: Semi~Arinually
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Dcpnndin\J on the q00f.ltaphic area covered by lhls report, the data provided In these specialty databases may <?r may not be
complete. For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands In the
area covered by the report are included. Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.

OillGas Pipoliuos: This data was obtained by EDR from the USGS in '1994, It is referred to by USGS as GooData Digital Line Graphs
from 1:100,OOO-ScaleMaps, It was extracted from the transportation category ineludinq some oil, but primarily
gas pipetines.

Electric Power Transmission Line Data
Source: PcnnWell Corporation
Telephone: (800) 823-6277
This map includes information copyrighted by ["cnnWell Corporation. This information is provided
on a best effort basis and PennWeli Corporation does not guarantee its accuracy nor warrant it~

fitness for any particular purpose. Such information has been reprinted with the permission of PennWell,

Sensitive Receptors: .There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges. These sensitive receptors typically include lhe elderly, the sick. and children. While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and Facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers.
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely tobe located.

AHA Hospitals:
Source: American Hospital Association, Inc,
Telephone: 312-280-5991
The database includes a listing of hospitals based on the American Hospital Association's annual survey of hospitals.

Medical Centers: Provider of Services Listing
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Telephone: 410-786·3000
A listing of hospitals with Medicare provider number. produced by Centers of Medicare & Medicaid Services,
a federal aqency within the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

Nursing Homes
Source: National Institutes of Health
Telephone: 301-594-6248
Information on Medicare and Medicaid certified nursing homes in the United Slates.

Public Schools .
Source: National ,Center for Educatlon Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics' primary database on elementary
and secondary public education in the United States. It is a comprehensive, annual, national statistical
database of all public elementary and secondary schools and school districts. which contains data that are
comparable, across 'all states.

Private Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics' primary database on private school locations in the United States.

Daycare Centers: Licensed Facilities
Source: Department of Social Services
Telephone: 916-657-4041

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1999 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Data depicts 1OO-year and 500"year flood zones as defined by FEMA

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory. This data, available In select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 from the U.S, Fish and Wildlife SerVice. .
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TARGET PROPERTY AODRESS

GF'{EENVALLEY MIXED USE FISHER
GHEEN VALLEY ROAD/SHADOWFAX LN
EL DOFU\DO HILLS, CA 95762

TARGET PROPERTY COORDINATES

Elevation: 403 ft. above sea level

EDR's GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum is provided to assist the environmental professional in
forming an opinion about the impact of potential contaminant migration.

Assessment of the impact of contaminant migration generally has two principle investigative components:

1. Groundwater flow direction. and
2. Groundwater flow velocity,

Groundwater flow direction may be impacted by surface topography, hydrology, hydrogeology, characteristics
of the soil, and nearby wells. Groundwater flow velocity is generally impacted by the nature of the
geologic strata.

is f! (>1'

r:,'f:n<:~1~':~} ,1Jf>t'VnlCDilS on File vvitb. tne
,TFJ~~2,01,~.1$,F.'~9~ f.~J, "1,,11~",, n"",~!,wl'(ni'l>l
~-~~.~, Iflh~ -tld~) t ...{.SlL;i~) Ld:.H"'}.s:h'~r:"

~\-:;l ,~s\t Ited
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• •.._'.~_.~_~" .~.,~~_.""_~,,~__~'h~.,
'. " '. ' ,.", "," ..:-">',. ,' .. '.,:,','.' .

GEOCHECKiD cpH'($ICAL SETflNG~()ugcE,SOMMARY

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION___._,_,__.._,_,.__~_. ._,.._., ""., ·R_._~.

Surface water can <let as a hydrologic barrier to groundwaler flow. Such hydrologic information can be used to assist
tho environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
contamination exist on the target property, what downqradient sites might be impacted.

FI.f1fer to the Physical Setting Source Map following this summary for hydrologic information (major waterways
and bodies of water).

FEMA FLOOD ZONE

Jargel PropertySounty
EL DORADO, CA

FEMA Flood
Electronic Data
YES - refer to the Overview Map and Detail Map

Flood Plain Pam~1 at Target Property: 0600400l00C

Additional Panels in search area: 0602620110C
06026201508

NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY

NWI Quad at Target Property
CLARKSVILLE

NWI Electronic
Data Coverage
YES - refer to the Overview Map and Detail Map

HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Hydrogeologic information obtained by installation of wells on a specific site can often be an indicator
of groundwater flow direction in the immediate area. Such hydrogeologic information can be used to assist the
environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites mightbe impacted.

Site-Specific Hydrogeological Data':
Search Radius: 125 miles
Status: Not found

AQUIFLOW~

Search Radius: 1.000 Mile.

EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System to provide data on the general direction of groundwater
flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted by environmental professionals to regulatory
authorities at select 'sites and has extracted the date of the report, groundwater flow direction as determined
hydrogeologically, and the depth to water table.

MAPID
Not Reported

LOCATION
FROMTP

GENERAL DIRECTION .
GROUNDWATER FLOW
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GEOCHECKl!)- PHYSICALSETTINGSOURCESLJIVIMARY> ....
:::-"':./ .. ;'" '::.;.'" :(:L:;,:::> ",_~:~·.~.i ':",~7_:'" ::>~:'::-;:-' ':'::: ~:~~·~·i~~ ..,~.

--...-._---..~ .....-_., ..._- ._- .-
.__._•.•.._'-.'.._---_._--~_._~ ----- .._'.....

Classification
--'---'-'._' --

roup Unified Soil Permeabili~y Soil Reaction
Rate (in/hr) (pH)

---I-FiNE-GRAINED Max: 2.00 Max: 7.30
re SOILS, Silts and Min: 0.60 Min: 5.60

Clays (liquid
limit less than
50%), silt.

----
Not reported Max: 0.00 Max: 0.00

Min: 0.00 Min: 0.00

Silt-Clay
Materials (mo
than 35 pet.
passing No.
200), Silty
Soils.

e Class AASHTO G

d Not reported

Soil Layer Information-..,..-..~.__ ._~---_."- ~-_._~~-~-- ...----- -~---~ ......."....-.__.'-~.~~_.

Boundary
-_._--~-----_.- -
Upper Lower Soil Textur

.-._-----_.-f-c------0--------.-o inches 14 inches loam

-
14 inches 18 inches unweathere

- bedrock
---~..

Layer

OTHER SOIL TYPES IN AREA

Based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data, the following additional subordinant soil types may
appear within the general area of target property.

Soil Surface Textures: silt loam
unweathered bedrock
gravelly ~ loam
gravelly ~ silt loam

Suriicial Soil Types: silt loam
unweathered bedrock
gravelly- loam
gravelly .. silt loam

Shallow Soil Types: clay loam
gravelly - loam
gravelly - .clay loam
gravelly - sandy clay loam
sandy clay loam

Deeper Soil Types: weathered bedrock
stratified

LOCAU REGIONAL WATER-AGENCY RECORDS

EDR Locar/Regional Water Agency records provide water well information to assist the environmental
professional in assessing sources that may impact ground water flow direction, and in forming an
opinion about the impact Qf contaminant migration on nearby drinking water wells.

WELL SEARCH DISTANCE INFORMATION

DATABASE

Federal USGS
Federal FROS PWS
State Database

SEARCH DISTANCE (miles)

1.000
Nearest PWS within 1 mile
1.000
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1

N County Boundary

/V Major Roads

/V Contour Unes

N Earthquake Fault Unes

i'llI Airports

@ Earthquake epicenter, Richter 5 or greater

® WalerWells

® Public Water Supply Wells

• Cluster of Multiple Icons

SITE NAME: Green Valley Mixed Use Fisher
ADDRESS:' Green Valley RoadlShadowtax Ln
CITY/STATE: EI Dorado Hills CA
ZIP: 95762

CopY'ilIhl © 200S EOR. Inc, ¢ 2004GOT. Inc.Ret 0712004. All I;hlsR....v.~.
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PHYSICAL SETTING '-".J'..J""'L',,"",-

USGS 7.5' DirJital Elevation Model (DEM)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
EDR acquired the USGS l.S' Digital Elevation Model in 2002. l.5·Minute OEMs correspond to the USGS
1:24,000- and 1:2'j,OOO-scale topographic quadranqie 1113pS.

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1999 from the Federal
Emergency Manaqernent Agency (FEMA). Data depicts 1DO-yearand SOO-year flood zones as defined by FEMA,

NWI:. National Wetlands Inventory. This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained byEDR
in 2002 from tho U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

HYpR.9_~E°!:OG!~FO_~MArION

AQUIFLOWR Information System
Source: [DR proprietary database of groundwater flow information
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System (AIS) to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted to regulatory authorities at select sites and has,
extracted lhe date ofthe report, hydrogeologically determined groundwater flow direction and depth to water table
information.

GEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Geologic Age and Rock ~trati9raphicUnit
Source: P.G. Schruben, RE: Arndt andW.J. Bawiec, Geology of the Conterminous U,S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - A digital
representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS -11 (1994).

STATSGO: State Soil Geographic Database
Source: Department ofAgriculture; Natural Resources Conservation Services
The U.S. Department of Agriculture's (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) leads the national
Conservation Soil Survey (NeSS) and is responsible for collecting, storlnq,maintaining and distributing soil
survey information for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation
of soil patterns in a landscape. Soil maps fqr STATSGO are compiled by generalizlng more detailed (SSURGO)
soil survey maps.

LOCAL I REGIONALWATER AGENCY RECORDS

FEDERAL WATER WELLS

PWS: Public Water Systems
Source: EPA/Office of Drinking Water

. Telephone: 202.564.3150,'.,
Public Water System data from the Federal Reporting Data System. A PWS is &r1y w.,tarsystern which provides water to at

least 25 people forat least 60 days annually. PWSs provide water from wells, rtvers and other sources,

PWS ENF: Public Water Systems Violation and Enforcement Data
Source: EPA/OfficeofEJrinidrig Water
Telephone: 202"564-3750
Violation and Enforcement data for Public Water Systems from the Safe Drinking Water Information System (SDWIS) after

August 1995. Prior to August 1995, the data came from the Federal Reporting Data System (FROS).

USGS Water Wells: USGS National Water Inventory System (NWIS)
This database contaIns 'descriptive information on sites where the USGS.collects or has collected data on surface
water and/or groundwater. The groundwater data includes information on wells, springs, and other sources of groundwater.
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oiB ... ~(O SCAN P ,80 PBR TY
ia Dorado (CA)

-------------_._---'
[~}WNERsI:ii~mlrORlVIA'i'iO~

Parcel Number : 067 260 901
Owner : Orosco Salvador & Barbara
Coo.1Jner : OroscoFam Trust Of
Site Addl'CSS : '*no Site Address" El Dorado Hills 95762
Mail Address: 1000Orosco Dr E1DomdoHills Cil 95762
Owner Phone
'tenant Phone

I SALES AND LOAN INFORMATION]

Transferred
Document #
Sale Price
Deed Type
% Owned

: 06/2011989
: 3153-167

Loan Amount
Lender
Loan Type
Interest Rate
Vesting Type

Land
Structure
Timber
Other
Total,'

Map Grid
Census
Zoning
Land Use

, Legal

IASSESSMENT AND TAX INFORMATION I
:$16~308 Exempt1Y.Pe

Exempt Amount
Tax Rate Area

,04-05 Taxes
: $160,308 % Improved

PROP~RTYDESCRIPTION

: Tract : Block :
: "unknownZoningCode"
: 21 Vacairt,Rural Res,2.5-20 Acres
: POR. SEC2110 8

I"""'"D-rs-T-RI-,-C-T-lNF-O-RMA:--'n-o-N-I

: 100013
: $1,646.10

Elem School: RescueUnion
High School: El Dorado Union
Com College: Los.Rios

Fire :
Park/Rec :
Wate:, : El DoradoHills,

I' PilOPER'fY CHARAcrERISTI~
Totalkms
Bedrooms
Bathrms,
Stories
Units
Sewer

WaterSrce
AccessType : City
Naturalilas
Waterfront
FloorPlan
Williamsn

j

LotAcres
LotSqFt
BldgSqFt
Year BIt
EffYear

: 9.55
:416,129

Bldgelass
BldgCond
Terrain
GroundCvr
View Qlty

: GentleSlope
: Open

Information compiledfrom various sources. Real Estate Solutionsmakes no represeruatians
orwarranties as to the accuracyor completenessof'tnformatton containedin this report.

14-0386 E 169 of 193



~ i
it
I,
1:
"

14-0386 E 170 of 193



.:~

IS. WIC;c,z:; .. •...~.• .._._ .._ _ _ _ ...: _ .

.---•..-.-- - - - ---(-CiCA.-';iiiil~-~~_-"·-

lItE <CONSIDERATION'. r1!C!ipl of Lidl i. L.m:byad:_~

.. ...., ~.l'll>.........c".:UUlLss...E...~OE,....lL...ma=.:l.a.li..~._. _

--------_......_.._..._.._...._._.__..._........_._..._ .....__.._-=-.---.-
, .
':~.iB~;......-...__-,.-..-.-..-.....-_-..._- ...---_--- -

.til ~1llI!Im~ uti! ~ DoI'a.do-__ Staleof c..Jlfomt., delcnDeoi so f ~ I
". 'f land' in .the northw.e-t 9,U3l"tel" (;lW~) or ~eetl~n T/flenty-~iJt

ttie south'llfleat. quarter (swt) 01' Sec'Uon 'l"lfem:y-.one (2.U •
• (1.0) Korth. Rarlge £1Pt. \&) Eaat. Mount D1ab.lo Mer1dian•. or S8cralllen1:oan<l El 001"ado. State o£: Cal1t'omia. tle~ng
tile 07.$5 aCl"eparcel at' .r.anl! ~escl"lbed .1n the aeec1.troD
to 'the Un.ltec1. States 0.1" Ame1"iea. da1:e.i De4i!11be!" 22, l~o.
·m the ot:.r:1ce ot tba CcuJllt;y riecw<ie:o 0:: aaid £:1 .001"300

Felll,'wn")' 14. ~94::1. in Book 2:03 ot u1'rrc1al H.:coros aiJ;a,;<3 4c1.
bed as i'oUowa:·. . . .

at l;l1e aout~easte:t>ly c"I:'••e". of sald c/l: 55-·liCre ~1"Cel. wh1~b
theaatsrly corner or t.he no1"tn ::ad,'· or. tile n:;rt.h'lfest~l,1aree.r

ot add Sect:!.Q12 20; . thence alpn;g :l.e: .sout,ne:t>ly bl;l1:nclal7 0: _
~e ~el. W!'Ilci\ 1s 111 t ••e ~:;l.it!.e:"11 o"'\I<'1Ulr.ry. o~ the north

:.t::lfe northwest quanet' (N~ Qr r:..;;)o£ said' Sect-:f,on ~SCUt:h 8".;1'·34'
~. 1258.0 teet to tr.e 1Ieater.1y boundary ,.f' sa1.!···=,? .=15-acre p3.;"C"1;
-~ong: A1d we&terly bOl,1ndal';Y North 4" '2=' Ealn; It:ao-.O··teet. _
,;.c~Dtel.'":!.lDe ot that eeredn county road i::1cwn :AS G..-een Valley ROad; f'
'Jll:ong said centerl1ne no:rtheaatel'l:; co tone ~astcr~;.r ocunda1"'J' ot
;:f)5-aeroe parcel; tnenee along ca.1d east. <:t"!y _b';:ur.dary. -.m;\C:l ils
" . 'tei'ly boundary ot the n01"th1o'6n ~iuart.er ! mft) of .saId Scct1.on
,.. ~. 4-' 30" East 198;;.7;1 teet tott.e p01nt ~.!, i..ae1nn1:1£. BUT

·1;berefrolll tha10 portion .uereo! desl:1"1beo "aa follows: 'B4!slnn1ng
that; 111l cl1st.ant Sou.th c5" ~.l' ill,ila1;1":5J,.~ feet 1'rotIl the.
com~ the nol'thve.st qUa.l'i:ero. (K'1) or a~cUon ~6i thence
'26' :&lat 3~O;O teet. "thence SOl.lt!ll O. jl4-' East cov.t.ll'ee~; ..
til 89- 20' Wem: 330.0 1"eet:; thenol!' IEortn o· 34' Wear. eec.o

'~ ~be point ot beginning, conta1rtl.ng an area 01' :;.0 a.l::t>es.:Iorecr":'·
.! ArM EXCSP'l'IHG thex.-etrQll\ ttllllt ;:ortion thereo£-ly!.ng 1Ct.h1n \ ~e
.... deac1'1bed r1ght-ot'-wqy ror: an aCee:i3 t'OtUl.; .. A t1't:-1p ot l!.I'lQ

.. !Jn1for.tl& 1f1d,th of' 50 feet. Where m.eaaurable at· r1ght angles ~r
1-7. 171116 1f1tb:!.n 25 feet. on each 3!d.e ot'. ~he·· following daacr1~e4
;1:1ncu Beginning at the no7JtJ',loIeste.-ly comer 9:·. 'th.!! ·.!tere1nabo....
'bed facepUon. /j18tan1: ,j!out~ 65- "a' iWe;lt .1.2:;.1.9 fe<!l':' fl"Oill the

at. cQrner ot tne northweat. CiU~rl:er (h~'t) or add So!c:~or. 28;
~ sdd j:olnt ot tles1nn1ng flor'th 45· 34' West. 5.;:'-: feet; .
a:.Lonf; a curve to the r1g.ilt 1I1t11 a radiUS or" 25,,;;' ~-?t.ll:.. ~or 3n are

. aile. 01' 15.33 feet t~' a po1nttnae is d13'tant: Nor'::; .2.... ,;~' West.·
.g2 t~ .fl'O'l! the point of begtLnnln.i .:>::" sa~~ c"~·i!';:~he~e liOrth :'''
...~ ·113.1c 1"eet; thence aloJng a cur-Ie ~.' :l'.c ;o1e.~. >tifot" it t"3d:ua
200.0 :feel: for an at'i: dla-ta.nce of 3: .~~ reqt1.~.;il_i-Qin·.·i;r.a;. 13.

'., .4i~ant ·Jt<l~h \l" 'i~' East 31.38 teat 1";-". ,;C!e t.e..inn:'t-a\; ..r- ~lJ 0:&;"'0''';
'tft.euce ~lorth 5- 2C' East 4£1-:1 .I:lc feet:; ~~en.:e a. " '''~ a CIIt"V.(\' t·.. t;;e J s:-t
.... t"aUI3S of 2';».0. t'l!et tor: !In a'z<c: ':J~ ..t3i",¢9 ~~. -', .34 ~e"~ to} :; f?!l't-=*11 1s d28';;.ant }'Ol"'.'h~"'...A' 'l<~s\:. 7.:,.:,': r"ii't- .r;'")t.1 ...ne:\7e:;~:;~j;"lg.n~ za1~

. e~ei t·hence !JCl'th:::' 'J'~' g"lest 3; ~ee' zo:'e ";' ::.ess, t·.,~::\r: ${';ctflet':i:;
:~,~.~i"I' o~ t~e rign,:-o1" way 'o~ t1.hat ce'M'~' fJ:j,m1:1 .read ~')'I<m >&3 G~!"l

':i;J1~ Aoa4. -the side ·l!.ne b'o'J~rJes bit' $3.:-1 SU'!p' are' to be
~".. ': . .,

":"4IMIM or extendll!d so lUI to be;:n ~n tite ~c,jzr.jar:1 of did ;.;.;)..ai!rr!
!'-- .. • - . ...."14 t~i'iBttli!ilt$ So tn, SQllthet"'l.1 lltl l::ida:";; or'a"u o:<I>Jnt;g-

<iIOt..,wa1 $'aid pa~elcont-aln;,~, .:a~~~T !!;3~"" •.aJl:;i";!oM
ot J' a¢~s... ~re ..m~'~~Of>wd v"r.... '.",-- ..~ ..... .. Miiiiiilll
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CHARLES f. ANDERSON and AL'XC2 G. ANDERSON ~ his' wire.

'1
I

1

. i. i

,:;.

DEED

• State of Qili!or~dlllleribedAS follDws:

:199:1:
. : , ~,

GRANT

A pallc.1 of1.ran4 lJt1 tho !l1OJ'tlbVlult ~'tet!' (liWt) ot Seotlol1 TllJ.n"'....1&h-t---·
(28) mnd in tfut aouthillealt il1UU"~:r (SW!) of SttoUoa 'fwatT"'OD8 (21).
'fotitPlllld:p Tilla (10)· i'ol'1lll. RAql!l','E1Sbt l6lBallt., IDknm' Dlablo 1(8ll'ld1llla.
1n tbe COuntlill1l of SIICl'ill1iIUI:IUO' lIlod E1 Do••c.'IO. st:de ot cal1tol:n!.a. hell1:18
III 'Portion of tbe a7o~!S IlCl'lIII 1'81'0.1 ot 1~~""4"o.·1be'd in tlJa d..d tll'ClIl
lUvle ~1gg. to th. United Stat;~. oZ .'-81'10•• I\....d Decelllbe. 22. 1948.
1IIn<1 recorded 1D tu' oti".1oe .ct the CO'Ul\'J' boor".!!' ot u14 81 Do&'a<lo
County Oil' Feblll"U1"7 14. 1949. ID,BooJc 26:J-01L Ottlo.181 lI.eOl'd. ell l'N'S" 461 lt
illllUd. dedllel"lb",d •• to11o"as' .

. Beg1mi1ag at thiJI lIoutbeu.to!!'l!, oor,,-1" at aal15 57.5~-.ClI!'a paI'".l. i:ib1cb.
iIi at the &'IOI1thealllilltl'J.y cot'Q.I!'· ottt. lI'Cl!'th balt <ot tb..01"lIlule••. qwnofiell' .
(IIi- ot NWt) of laid' S.aetton 26:; tU!1o. 810-' the 8IOt1tllllzo1.7 bOUJi1!urJ' or
IIdd 81 ..5.5'-11101"8 parcel, Qioh 19 in the IIc:itlt:b/:ll!'l'J' boUlldal'T ot tu JQOll'tb
h.aJ.t of ~ho iIlO%'tb"eat quarter (lrt ot lfIiI:t) of 81114. a.cUoa 28 Soatti 890 34'
301t Weat 1256.0 ted to lib. ",.,.*_.1,. boun&lll'J' ot add 87. 5S-.a puesel;
'llb&noe dong .81d lIeIJhl'17 bcnIll4a1'!,.Jfo%'th 40 25' Bad 1620.0 f to the
cGntel"11b8 or tbat; curtain OOUDQ .l'oad mo_ laD -fhoeea Valley Boad; 1ibeDeflt
1II1ong allid ceater11no. aOJ,9tbellla,terl,. to tbe .oeterl'J' bousac!ary or se14
81.55-8CI'8 P!ll'cel.; tW!lZlCe 1l1011~ 1hI.1d 8••1:0.1"17 b~. which 1. 1D the
i&aDter;Ly bouadal'7 of the DOr't'hwell1: q,Ul'tel' {J'Il1-) ot: ••14 SecU~a 28 So\lt;h
1° 4' 30" Eaat 1983.9 rae' to the poiDt ot beglamlq. Btr.l' ElCCBPTDG tba~e­
1"rolll that pot"f;!on tlwJ."eo.f dlUlcr-:lbdld u lollo".: Bag11m,1ng at a" pout th.' .
111 distant Soutb 6$° 22' W831: 1251.9 leat £ro~ the.northea.' corner o~
the riorthwellt quart",!' (lfW-tA ot elllid Soct1oa 28; thoace lIro~tb·89o. 26' Ealt1l
330.0 toet;.t~encdl South 0 )4IEaat 660~O t.et;; thenoe.$outh"89° 26'
West .330.0 t'eel:;'1 thaae.a N01'th 00 34- Vell1:. 660.0 reet to ttlo 1lO1ntl ot
beglrmlo4h conta1nIng an .1'0. at 5.0 alill'ea. more or ~.lIltp ALSO EXOEPfIlllJ

'jiberotl'OlIl that pO.1"I;10n l;hueof ~,.1ng withIn the f'o11owtas <1••o.l.b• .., r1ght­
or-wa'Y t:.~ an acce.s road. A stl'1p 'of' lIIbdbav1D3 .. un1f'OftIl w!.df::b o~ 50
feet, where 1ll!!JuUl'Glbl.at r1gbti.~~D81o. or 1'Ilcu.aUy, .171ng within 25 t ••~
on eacb. !!lida ,,! tile t0110wlDg dliDao1"1blld ceQh1"11na: J3.lillllD1~lIlt ~ha

nortl1weater'.1 oorner ot the bll"...eJ..n above d.'.cl'l1)ed exeep1J!oa. <liltllnt
South 050 22' West 1251.9 teet fro. the n~tb.a.t oornor or tb.~~tbwe.'
quartel'(ilWt) ot 3a14 SooHoo 28:; thence- trOlll /laid pamt of beg~lilg JJ~th
450 )h1.Weat 8.00 teet, thence ttlo~ a ctu've to tile rIgllt w1tb. .. l'ild1Ult ot
25.6 toet tor mn.8re dietance of 18.33 filet to .' poInt tbat 1. di.taol::.
NOl'tb 24° 34' WuC;17.92 teet; frolll the point o£ blJg1Dn1ngot iII!l14 oWve;
tnltncs 'North 30 34' Weill 113.16 t3et: thance IllOllS • 111D''Ve to tbe 1'lgb..ll
w!+,h a radlull of 2000 teet. tor aD al'c dla~ance o~ J~.42 teet to • ~Q1~t

that· 1B 41atan~ Nortn 00 56- East 31.38 teet tl'OM fi~ beginning' ot &&~d
c~ve: tbenee NOl'th 5° 26' East 446.46 teet; tbence a1.o~ /lO_V. to "be
lett wi tha rad1ull ot 200.0 teet toJ." an "ec d1ata::.~. ot 59.34 teet to •
point that la.d1l1taot Horth 30 alt.' lint 59~12 teet .tl"Olll the begllUl1ug of
said eUl"ve: thence B'ol'tb 110 )41 Weet 35 teet Il101'8 oJ! lellll, totbe
8011tbarl)' boundary' ot the J'1gbt~(It-w.y ,.,r 'th.slt certain count,. l'oad knoVll
as Grean Vall.,. ROlla, Iihe IIlde bOW1da~l.s of said IItr1p are to be .
ahortened"o1' ext~nded so a. to begin in the boundary or .ald 5:0-801'0 ,
e:xcept10Q and terlllinate 1n the southerly boundal'7 ot 88id county road
1':1ght-Ot-WIl71 saId parcel conta.lning, aftel:' laid lSxcep:tlon8 have'. be.en·
made, on area of 40.0 acres. mor~ Dr leaa.
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OFFICIAL "RECORDS
RECORDED AT REQUEST OF.

~i964
A[.....~~l!lllf. PASTe,?,.O'CtllCK:£..M.
a DllllADO COUI4tV. CALlfllRlllA
J ?# ,J-,Jf;;;;7
-' -

~M~ zosa and MARGAJm~MOSS.. hU wUe..

hereby gran:/; 1:0 NeSS A."ID BARRON LMID OOM!?AJr.C. a. eorpora­

t:1on.. all thew r.tght" t:l.'Gle and :tntel'est :In the real.

Pl'Operty' located in~to and EJ. Dorado Counb1as..

Ca11:fo...""'Jl1a desc:t".i.bed in- :Bxh,1.b:Ui "An ati;a.c11ed hereto.
I

i
l'
J

d
'I
; j'
.. I

, II
,i;

a
a

II

I
I

I
I
I

!
I
J

14-0386 E 173 of 193



i.0'.,

i
I
I

.•J

; ,
~ : .

. -

.,.. ...:nr..--.,.. .

JAKES Y. SIIfEEIIEY
tOUln.lllitollJlElt

jt,.o;,
SPACl! ASO". ntIS ....Ntl: _ AI!COAD_ 0Sll

Qfflt!8'- It£c••.a l:l:llWl~CIlUilT\'''I:al.If
REi::Uao 'il!OVfS1EUBY

TAHoe TITlE Gf1.AIlAN1Y co.
if!Ia ) 2 lit rK iVl

FOR A VAI.UABlE I:Ol\ISIDEllATlON. nceipr of!llllJic:b is IluIlIIr acIa"""""'ltlo
RICHARD E. llEYL "'N~ ~RY B. tlE'YL, H'S VII'''; JAM::s R. Gl1J11IIIlGE AND HINNIE: I. GUI1'RI~,
HiS VIf'It; AIIO MOSS lANDCCI4Pl\N'{. A C.u.IFORIOIA coRPoRATION, WHO ACQU'R£O T.TU: AS MllSS
JlIIO BAIlRON,lANO COflPAHY, A CO_Tiel" .
,.... GRANTlSJ UII

RI.<;H4RD E. IlEYL AN" M\RY 8. !£VI., HmItu1"" ANIJ tolin, liS Jolm' Tl!NAII1'S

'the .....~........~ "N-IIIC4IU'ORATEO

..~~••,.~..~;~' .~-af~~ .•
. ,

... JPIIll'Cd. oI111ad. sa die~C~ of ••c!Oa.... Is .....
ot hee_ ~. 'tOlfUbip lG~ ....... lI8c, ...P•••••'tt.~ja oi .
iIlII4 &l Scura IIIC I;Q1UGrlda. k~ 11l~" vt 617.5' IICI:I1l porNl ~ 18IIlI
~ _ f~ UftU BrirJp co dia 1III1I:c4"~old!'~......
~~.. Ut48. _neon..-sa dia affsca 4f ella~ 4f .. a DrIlr...
e-CJ' _ J'~ :.4. 1"'. III 8OlIII. :;;es of ottteW~. _ 467. ... .
~tIl<a4 sa loUa..: . . . .

..•-l!IIDID '. «t. .__ of dte ".~#1'-~ poMc tt.w
~... _ till .... 2I.1Iaer 9'"21' __ 550.00 ftNlC.._ill oW' ..
'fd'.1felIt;'U5I.tOf.c; ~ Ina,:" pobc vi·.....~ iGlad&" :6' IfiMc ~.oof-=.~ "" !eM. eo ..... 1fIIie ol! ....~5G:*~ 1JUi, 01 ~,~..... at
.lUI .. iniiMIpc•• t_ GnK ~'Qia'- I.~.:~ to~.1L.~ 41&' I.'
ua;,,"8i...s~~ .,•.;~...'~~f4"._"U.7.eI;fte,.J8I:'-"J
dIiIiIiI.c~.die,"'l"'''.'.;50 faIiii:,~.""""'1f t ........ _i"'''''
=i":f·;~~IJ".r~t,... -=~~:t~~i::J"'~~:r ",'~!t!'
~~••~,.....~ .....~~.~~...n# _,~.,:r.
tile:'!'l~;·Iii"'1Fl.: . '.' "'. ..'

..··:;~~jj;~~:~:~~r..~:T:.,~i~

IIIAIL TAX STA"tBotENfS TO:

WHEN aa:oRDED MAIL TO:
Moss UNO Co.
711 - oJ 5TR£li:T
SACRAHDtTDs :CAl.IFORH Ill.

I
(
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.-~ .._~..... _-
~.~':';:~'~~~~~~~.~~ .r.,

DESCRIPTION

.-\3..1. 1:hat certain real property lI11:uate in the .County or E1 Dorado.
state of CaJj.fo:m1a. JlI0l'Y! par1::lcularly desCll'.1bed as 1"011011's;

A.pare.,l or land 1n the ~lo1"t)ntest quarter of Sect!.on 28. -nd in
~;he :!:olll<hwes't '1u:ttter or Section 21, 'lownsb1p 10 Nonh, Range B
·B~f;, fIl.D.M•• in the Cou~l"f;1.es of'Sacrw!lento and El. Doradl), State
,of.,CalUom:1s, b,;j,U6 a portion or the 31.55 acre parcel of land
deS'Cl'iaed in the deed i'i"C:lI1 Elvis BrilmS 1;0 the UnJ.ted States or
;~ea" dllf:ed December;!.:!, 1948, and x'eeorded 111 1:11e 01'1"10& ot'
.1:l1e" County 1'le1l01'del". of sai.d El D01"ado Cotmt1l' on Peb1."U~ 14.. 19119..
J.n,BOok 263 or o.rnc1al Records, a1: l'~ 1167, and deucr.1bedas
c.flOUC\l8:

BEG!muJlG a.t the Sou1:heast cornel" of the parcel herein deacnbed
:6ODlMb1el1 pOint the J10l!'tb quarter cornel" or Sect:1on 28 bea1"s
~Ji 8,'" Z5' Vest 550.00 :reet and Hort1165"· 22' Eas1; 1251.90
:f¢et; thence tr01ll the: point: ot beg1nn1:ng South 8go 215' 'West 525.1:0
~~~"1JIOre.or lel:.J8 _ 1;0 the East l1De o~ that cel."tai'n, 50 foot
fS~P or 11l1ld Mscl".1becl as an eltcept:1on tr'Cl.Ill Gran1: 1'raq CJla1oJ.ea

,.,~. I)ridenan.. e~ we.. 1:0 R1chard 'B. Hefl, I:C 1flt. et al, recorded
"'~~ 19.1960 1n Boole 1Ig8 Page 6111 oJr Official. Becol"ds; i::henca
,~g the. East Une 'ot said 50 too~ 81:'rlp NU~hel"ly' to a. point
.m the South llJ1e ot the COllOQ' road knotm as Green Valley Read;
,ttierice along the .sOU!;» line of said road, lfo1"th 13° 52' 56- Eaa1;

. 1:jili;a:.pOinu t'1"0la "Moh the point:: of be~nn1n& be'U'S South 01° 04'
':3J)11 'EU1;; thence leaving sa1.d South l1ne South "1° 0'" 30· East .
:';0 i;he J]O~ or b¢nn1nS. !
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• State of California, described as

/tllllIllUlIIIlr.lI!J!lIIllIlliUl~IIIDWl1llIlt
. THERESEK. RUSSI . ~

NOTAllY paSlIe· c:AUl'OllItlA i
SANTA CIAAA CGUNl'Y $

Myc""",,15slone:cpltesOcl.23, 1981 ~
UIIIllll!UlIlHIlIIIllIIRJIllHIHIWIUIIUIR/llWIIlllllll7

; I~~.! £..I~ eliYl, ;l!'Ilt,,'" ':~~IIf:l.~It"'elUJ:lll••n ••

; ;:'.l"~)1'~ W1I1ENer D V;.<\mRS . ~
, .. 'f"~' ~~:.., ....... ;~j1 t '·'..Int..lC CALIFORl"4:fA :
-'\.~.. ~·!V .;";i'"'.1l.:H~;d...,FlC£tN i
~ ",,-,", •·...,C~·V·.Il::., fV C.OUNTV ii
~ :..';t cc.~... ·.~·'l.:ii").1 I '!l'Ultrt$ Mar. 2 1984 i

-;;''':.!' .. ;J~:.T.~4,r·3l'U!...\A;s;a:ueMilIJlff."41I1J1i

001l0·, r1'i GM~R
COUNtY RECORDER

<1

'1(}/
SPAce ABOVE. THIS i..ING. fOR FH~CORoeR'S USE!

OFF'!:I/.! t->ECORli5
fi....PO:\.\Ol) ·'I)~:HT':-OALlF..
nc:coq l !:"··(~.~E~~l'EO 8Y

,f!l:~ST AMERICAN TIUE co.
JUN l6 I ttB PH ISUB

()()O.JMENl'ARV 'mANSFER TAX $.._-ll!i...a.o...._._._.~

..K Computedon the consid...t1onorvlllue of propllrtVconWy.a; OR

..... Computedon tho can,ldn,nflon0'voluoloss II.... or oC1CUmbIlInc..

r"",.'nln~I.t time of V-
- SIOhatur. (If OK" Qr Au,:,~.';-:dT.."'I.::tT!l=ln"'I.::::q;-:tAl::)I::---;F"lr:::m::;N,!m.

FIBS'!' AMERICI\N 'l'I'l'LE

js

. before me, Ihe ".,deraigned. a NOUJry ~bne in and fOl

n. [)(\IWJO COLlrllY

I
I ...__ I

:n~~ ~f l!I,\~l\'<?ll~IA
·.COUNtY OF. Sa~
, June 25· . 1980% .. ;. ,

.:JUNE 19, 1980

June' 23, 1980

~
ll.
.~

1·:!!;. '41a;.litele. """"""lIy 'PP""'.!dd'-.-J~>!!-~=L!i~¥.'=;~~OL _

;,~- ---------_._------_._------------
.~ v '1i,;o~1) to.me '0 b. the pttaot1--- whoa. nllm......_--ILJ:i.__
~I:,......

. .,~,;:~.:: :~.v~!=nbad to the within il1i«romtnat and adtnowledged to me

,~- Iii.. , s}J .,,*'r o"t <IS. i 'WI~I!SS "'I' b~~d ... ofl1ciol ...aI..:

1 srg...""1·§irti~~t:~~~~s...J!::;=;=~---

MAIL. TAX STATEMENTS AS

STATS OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF

.Sacramento

------~--- -------- -
known ~., me to be the persDn_ wowe name __'L;'5..... _

llUbsefi1:led· to tile with'" lnsrrumont .nd acknowledged thet
she OXl!ClJtod the sam..

WITNESS mv hand and officiol seal. ./"
/

signatu,.-:ts=------ -----==::::- -:.-..-:::~<'~_

SHONNA·JEl\N··~, AN llNMAR!UED mw:t
AND OORIS J. ING~, AN IJIilMARRIED t'KM\N

hereby GRANT-IS) to

POOPERJ:':{~. Gror.l'H INC.. A Cl\LlFOBNIA CORPORATION

the _I propertv in the City 01
County or EL DO.AADO

·On_-'-_::...;=;...;=.:-..:::::..;:;.:...._
before °me. the undersigned; 8 Notarv Public In and for .1Ifd

S~.. p~DnailY lIl"P.....ed D01:i$ J • Ingram _

N..... (l:yped or Printed)

'"SEIii EXBIBJ.T "A." A'l"l'1\C8ED HERETO 1lND MAt1E A PAm! HE:REX:lli' FOR !H'..AL
DESCRIPTICN

"
FOR A VALUABLE C~NS\,OERATlaN. receipt of which is ner.by ""knowledged,

)
67-260-15 (

I

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS ro.

WHEN HECORDt:O MAlI. TO:

. Order No.
E.x:row No. 306237/ 'I'R
Loan No. e:,o~(jLI

POO1?ERT'l MAN1II3EMFNl' GHOWl.H, INC.
ga37 Pok,an Blvd. Suite D
SacJ:'aroc->..nto, Ca. 95827

• DatML_.:::==-=::.r...=.:::__--,_----

J

I
I
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OQHU; h';' ,: ,\Hi~
\JQlJN'TY iu'c.:OHDl::1l

ESTUPPeL AFFJDlWr r

5S

Enlow Oss.

Thai: ha is the p'lrty Wt10 made and exp.l::utecl that certain Bankruptcy
T(ustee's IJuitdaim Dst!'d in l.leu t:·f Fo!'"ecloSllre on OcU,;i_J._'-'i!.§..3_~ to SHOIIIIII~
,JEAN INGRAl"I. ';'1'1 unm"H-,'ia-d .,()lItr.\O 3Pl1 nOrue J. INGRf',M. -tan uniiiarr:liiio woman. S.lld
daE,d will be subseq~u"nt:l/ d ...li .."arp'.: and .:-onveys the·propert.y more partic:ularly
clesc:ri bed ,,"6:

f', ... t.· q',l S I~++l e1..... ' J 50 ,'.... de fc,r the protecf:iQn and benet-i t Q-f the
par·t·y 0" paF'·jo?S "O',llied he. e:L",bo'",,'. tt,air sl~ccessor5: and Clssigns. an'J all .. other
pal t:'es t~e~'ei<ftei" deallnn t"itl: th'-:':1\ (.1' Nho 11laV ·,;u::quir;;t an in'terest in the
pro-J.;:r-{." d",sct ibed hereir'al:lPve anu particularly 1'0:- the bene-fit. of Firsi:
A11i6:fic.iarl T :le !nsur·a.,,~e :;J;'tp~ny. "Jhjc:h ir,; ;about to insure> the tltle t..:l said
p r o !=' e r 1: " ,.:.ye:'lanc.. cu. '1';; 'e· f",cb. Sl1:at~d herei". e>t:ld any other title company
whlct; ,r... " h ...,·",.,..fter i/·si.l'-e l;h.a l:iU>i! to said P"<:;"E''''tv~

SEE EXHIBIT "f\" ATr!~:C~Elj -','FlF;;\) AND MADE A PART HEREOF

1"',,,,'1: t'l" afor'esaid q!.tilcla ..... deed in li'!?I..\ oT .foreclosure is intended
lo be OInd 1,. ",n "t"':i;L'lutG .:onveyar.::e l:l.f the right< title. and inter'est in said
pr·DPe~·ty tc. 1;h~ par ty or pc,,-ti P.S :'ere~ tl named ab.:Jv'i! and' was not a.nd :i s no't now
ird:e:mdecl as ':\ il'lol"l:ga~l!'!. t~"!1i': ·,;onveyant::l? cr SE!cur;t.y 0-1' allY kind1 that.it wa~
the ir,';"ention j:lf A.fflani'. t .... t"!I','ey. am:' bv :;aiel QUJ.tt·!allll Dead th1s A-Fflsnt: d1d
corrv..,.y absolutel v: 't<:> 'th·,~ p.,r'.t- ur par:-ttes' named t!1el"'lS'll1. all right, t:it.le. and
intsr E1!?t of Atla1!! Mortl,Nqe LOil<t Company. £\ Cal,ii'orni ... r,:orporation, Deb1:or in
thl!;> !Jolted S'!::;'.ll:es -Banllrup'l:CY CL"1Ur''t. Cl.ap"terl1 proceewl1ng 11I0. FB1-QZQ6::i.
Froper t y Management Growt.h f Ini::~. oil Cal i1'or ni ill c:orpore.t.i on. dbs Equi t.y S"'owth
(. -"panv.Debtor in the lJnil::E1d state'; Bankrup'tcy Court. t'Jtapter:ll proC:lO'er.llng
N<;>. f=81-02('6·1. end Fundii'll! Dimari$iOfl~, l.-c •• ,;l Cali-fornia corporation Debi:or in
t.he" United States Bankr'up,_cy Court. r.ha~\:er 11 proceeding No. FBj-0206~1in an",
~{~ ·b.nd prt,per't.y;:. \:hat.pO$5..~s:lon 0+ sat'" property ha:;; been surreo.ders>et to the
~. art.y or' p,,<r:tll?S1i named .l:heraIn.· .

That in thee>:ecu!:ion and delivery f;)f saldGlui I:c,,"a1m ;)eed in Lieu 0":
Foreclosure", AfFiant .is ac:l:ing purSLlant to ii<f< r.l,'.1et- o'f' tile United States
BanJ(r\.lptcy,-ourtS!~·l:e.. ed Ma." 17,. 1<;>82. .• ,

n.."rt the con",ideration for said ('" it.claim deed wa.s and is the -full
ca('.ceJ latiori of t~le secured cl'3im <;'IT t.he pc' "i::y or parties na.med hereinabove
whi ch w,as ,sec:...tretl. by that cert.ai.n deed of- t.:'I3$1: hereto-fore Emi 51:10.9 on the
prop.?:"t I'. d,~scrlbed herein~\IIhj en Deed of Tr'ust was rec:orded on' June 2b~ 1geO~
reco"'d~d in r.he- n'={'ice 0-1' the Recordar of !:O1. Oorado County at Dook 1880, Page
4"" and t'l€,' rec.Ol"\vEl'./Oanr.e of said Deed. 01' Trust. .

That the 811l0L'nt of sUt,.h secured cl aim is $60.000'.1)0.

. Tnat: t.he .Honorable J.W. Hedrlck. Jr •• Unit>:d stat.e:. B-ankruptc:y Judge"
in ;0." (a'der d'ated t'lay 17. 1982•. -found and ruled that the valua,o-f the prDper1:y
is less t.l.an, clr eqllal t.o ·the cull'.,t..lot: 0-1' th" encumbrances agai''3st i'.:.

Tl".at the cOlls.id..... ation rec.ej...·ed by the party 01- parties r1dmer.l herein
didr,ot e."'caed the Impair.! deb,\;, including accrued interest ana c:ost of '
f or Be 1 Q~ll,n'e .

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

COUNTY Dl-' BACRAMENTiJ

cm~,~. \xL TILL
(',rrDHl'lEY A1 U·'M
~:"i;j30 MADISON AVENUE. sur rr F
HACRf-'lMENTO, CAL I F0l1N1 A 9~'i8/J I-51 '17

I,'

{:;ompetlO'r.~

hereafter
-forth,

.DATED:
~..
'-~'-i';... ..:.: ~: ... _~-_ ... :.. .•• , 19P3

i
I
:
'"
r~~n.
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Ofjftm~J, 1'1 (:\]J,ll~(lti
M,(lOfW'.tli ('(;11,\11 M),/lU9,
il(f(l¢H·~ :<iil,'!i1;.Vff..il li.Y

MTORNEYS

Mn t.B W;l1J liM 1993

DORIS ,J. INGR1-\1'1
5132 GreenbE!rry Cri"!:'
Sacramento, CA 95841
APN 67-260-15

BANI<:RUI'TCY TRUSTEE'S QUITCLAIM DEED TO REAL I"ROPERTY III1 L1El. OF FORECbOSURE

And When Rf}COI·d;:,u. \"lai 1. to: !NK:nH'( GMlfl

CARL. N. Tn•.L aOlml Y flE:COj{DF.R
rnTORNt;:;y I'll' U~N 5~'J
53:10 I1AlH50l\l AVENUE. SUITE r '?J
8ACR{~ME.NTO" CALIFORNIA 95841-:51'-'17 IfC

---.-...-----.----~_.-.__.._----,--_._- -~---_-. _.....,.. ~ ....- ~-_.~-I-,--,.....-.-------------- ........-.---------
fu~d in lieu. of far:eclosure ..by beneficiary, l.U1­
p?:td debt $60,000.OQ, plus mterest. No ad­
ditional cons:tderatl.or', no taY d:.le R&T 11926-= :-' ,;/

.~~~& 'Zi7
by: ~c..4t.j·;Y- ./-' ._~ _

.CARI, W_ TILL, Attorn(,;\y
r
t
r

'I",

I'

r
,/
:,J

j
II
I
II
1

SEE EXHIBIT "AU ATTACHED HERETO AlIlD MADE PI ?ART HEREOF

Without an'lrepresentation. warranty. or covenant of any kind. express or
implied. all. ri·ght.title. and interest of th~three abo\le-ment.ioned l1ebtors
the time of t.he ·filing.o+ the above-mentioned Chapter 11 getitions,. and all
r I qh·l:. ·tit:.l",_ and interest that thesE! estates may have SU sequently acqUired..
in-the real property more particularly described as:

I .... <.. .. /
.1- .;,..:.:--:..----"----•• --. ~:J:: ~!..J.~~=-=L.il_' i::alif~rnia

By:_L..:::;~ 14L,.:LL~ _

Enlow Ose, Suc::cessor Trustee of
the Chapter 11 Oebtor Estates of·
Funding Dimensions. Inc., Atlas
Mortgage Loan Company, and
Property t1a'1agemeni: Growi:h

/J,.
..... w :;:':......

E,: ccuted on

Notary;

ST,ATE OF CALIFORNIA' I

. I
COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO ) ,

On this ... _ .. .,L.- ..day 0'1' __-::'~.• .....!_·.:L i·n the yearon~ t.J:!Clusand nine
hundred and eight" {h..-ee. be-fore meT,KatfirVh CLlrrI'er. a Not.ary Puh11c state OT
Cal.ifornia. duly. commissioned· and 5wo,-n4 personally appeared ENLOW ase, ImQwn •
to. me to be the Successor Trustee of the Debtor Esi:a'l:es described here1n' (or
pravlS!:.. to me on the basis c;!f sat1s-factory evidence) and executed the within
instrument. and also knewn. to me to bathe person who executed t.he w~thin
instrument: on i:Jetl;~l of 04' tlH? Debtor Estate!'J herein \'laID<9d. and acknOWledged to me
tha"'; he e}:ec:uted the same; . '

IN WITNESS WHE~OF I have hereunto'set my hand ~nd 'affixed my official
seal ir. the Ci toy of'., ..,"" ..-....~.. 1 Co.uni:y 0-1" "'.•~ .:--_ f,·, • the day and year in
this certi -ficate. ,f i ...s'E-a6ove··wrf£t:en. .--~----:-'"--. .

1. Eololfl Oos;e. S<..lcc:;esspr Trustee of ·the estat;es of: Property Management
Growth, Inc.~ ill California corponation, dba Eql.lH::y Growth Company" Wh1Ch
company is the Debt.or in United sta·tes BanJlruptcy Court. Chapt~r 11 Prol:eeding
NCh F81-02067~ .~tlas l"lortgr..ge Loan Company, a California corporation. Debtor
ill Uni t.ed States Bankruptcy Cuurt, Chapter 11 Proceedi ng No. F81-o20b5; 'and
Funding Dimensi •.ms. Inc., a Cali 1'ornia corporation. Debtor in United States
B,,~nkl··Llpl:.<:y. Cow' I; ,Ch~.pter . 11 proceedi.ng No. Fa1 -:-020b9o pI;lrsuant 1:0 an OrdE!""' of
the Unlted States BankruptcY Court For the Eastern Dlstrlct o~ Calilornla, by
the Honor ab 1e J. W. Hedri ck , ,Jr' _, Uni ·ted States Bankrup'l:.c::y Judge'" entered May
17, 1982, hereby remiS'e~release and quitclaim to~

SHONNA JEAN INGRAM. an UO'1ti;1Il·.... isd woman and DORIS J. INGRAM. an
unma..... ied woman '. .

e .~.

My Commission expires S~ptemb9r- 13, 1985. I r
..[
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124.30FJMElIiTARY TIlAI\ISFEfl TAX $._~.__._~__•••__•.•..

•_~. CnmpUli3d On tho aonsidsrattcn orvalua of proponv comtlJvlXij: OR
•.••••Gumpuloci on the cunslderPllon M' ~B1Uq less Usns Ot nncumbrancss

f6f'f1mning at tlma of ssre,
FIRST AMERICAN TITLE CO.

----;;ign81ut. of O.elilrant or A';LGnt d~lR"rnl"f"g tax - FlrlllN~

Hev Z'l

OFFICII,I. RfCC;:O~
El nOI\AOO l:lil!tii\ "U,IIF,

nEClJllD I1EDLE3Y"D !J{'

fir:;t American TiHQ Co.

o5 0 603

) c, .... , ..

1v

same as above

, '?c~}_......J'--'---- sPAce AUOVEi TH1S LfNE fOR RE!COROaR"S U$5

,:\\J"

GRANT DEED

WHEN REeOHoED MAIL TO:
Mr. and Mrs. Salvador Drosco
2000 Orroyo Vista Way
Folsom, CA 95630

MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO:

~
:'f;;#l'U":~'O'I"t1<~Jb.l1:<U't''< ~~ ~ f!:!~1:r.'':l' 'J..;;; :;''J~\W~x.s:£....',<, :(';.! ' " ,

, ,
Order No,

, ['''CIOW No, 713776-DR
Loan No,

~ APM 67-260-15

!I

~IITNESSED, BY: MICHAEL A. ST.OKES

hereby GRANT{S\ to

SALVADOR G. OROSCO and BARBARA H. OROSCO, husband and wife, as Joint Tenants

!.

j

I
I
~

-_. ~

• State of California. describeQ as

(This arq

NOv. 13, 1985

All that ceratin real property situate in the County of E1 Dorado. State of
California. more partkularly described as follows:

A parcel of land in the Northwest quarter of Section 28 and in the Southwest
quarter of Section 21. Township 10 North. Range 3 East M.D.M •• in the Counties of
Sacramento and El Dorado, State of California, being a portion of the 87.55 acre
parcel of land described in the deed from Elvis Briggs to the United States of
America. dated December 22. 1948, and recorded in the office of the County
Recorder of said El Dorado County on February 14, 1949. in Book 263 of Official
Records, at page 467. and described as follows:

BEGINNING at the Southeast corner of the parcel 'herein described from which pDint'
the Morth quarter corner of Section 28 bears South 89° 26' West SSO.OO·feet and
North 55°22' East 1251.90 feet; thence from the point of beginning South 89° 26"
West 5~5.00 feet, more or Iess, to the Eastl ine of that certain 50 foo:!; strip of
land described as an exception from Grant from Charles F. Anderson. et UX." to
Richard E. Heyl. at ux., at al •• recorded February 19, 1960. in Book 498, page
647 of Official Records; 'thence along the East line of said 50 foot strip
Northerly to ,8 point on the South line of the'county road known as Green Valley
Road; then,ce along the South line of said road. North 73° 52' 56" East to a point
from which the point of beginning bears South Olu 04' 30· East; thence leaving
said South line South ,01° 04' 30· E~st to the point of beginning. .

~nally known to 1Il& (orproved to me 0/1 lila basisaI sallllfactory

~vl<Sanc::a\ to b& lhe pI!'..,n(sl who.s name(sl islare sub~ribed to the

withinInslnJntenl""" :acknOWIed9od 10...1/;11I heJoh./lI1e, e,••'uted ,

thesme. ""1'0.1: ~ub:it.,· Ct-ium~i/j r.;O'JlliYr GeorTjf'1
;~r; Comm!ssiQn l*";:i;,,!,,:S D~::. 9. l~ga

I
srAlEOF~fJ(&~"Jr. Jss.'
COUNTY OF. 4; e 4 ....-.. .L I

On ,&1 .t Nil" 90S'"
belo", ..... tba undecslgne4 a Notary Publicinand fer said Slale, p...

aonallyllllPllalM ~H"",,,,,) ilCA"" ~","lldP'l-

the real property in the ~XXf unincorporated area of the
Coun~ of EL DORADO

FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged,

SliONNA JEAN [NG~AM an unmarri ed woman and
, DORIS J. INGRAM, an unmarried woman

[
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The South ,hal f of the Northeast Quarter (If the Northwest quarter of the Southwest
quarter of Sect'ion 13, TOl<lnsh';p 10 North, Ilallne a ~:'l!;t, M.D.!'!.

TogcttlQr wIth a non-exclusive Easement for Road and Public Utilities, rrorl1 partf cu­
'lal'lY rJeso'ibed as follows;

(i) 11 strip of land 60.00 feet in width lying 30.00 feet 011 ~ach side of the East
lim! of the Northwest quarter of the Soutbwest quarter, and of the East line of the
West half of the rlorthllest quarter of said Section 13.

(2) A strip of land 30.00 feet in width lying Easterly of. adjacent to and parallel
with the \~est line of the Southeast; quarter of the Southwest quarter of said
Section 12,

(3) Strips of land 60.00 feet in width lyIng 30.00 feet un each side of the following
lines: (a) The South Line 'If t.he Uortfl half of the North half of the Southwest
quarter uf said Section 13; lb) The North line of the South half of tile South I:alf of
the '~rthwest quarter of ~aid Section 13; (e) The South Line of the North half of the

. North half of the NortlMest quarter of said Section 13j and the North line of the
South half of the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter of said Section 12.

Plmen 110. 1
~._-,,~--_.__...

1'Mt;El 110. 2

Assesscrs Parce'l 110: 067··291-03

Assessor's Parcel No: 0li7-2.91-02

The South half of the Ilorthwest quarter of the Northwest ql/arter of the Southwest
quarter of Section 13, Township 10 N(Jrth, Range 8 East. M.D.I••

Together with a non-exclusive Easement for Road and PUblic Utilitfes, more particu-
larly described asfotlows: '

(1) A strip of land (iO.Oll f~et in width lying 30.00 feet on each side of the East
lil1e of the NOrthwest quarte" of the Soutm:est quarter, and of the East line of the
!'Il!st. half of the NorthWest quarter lIf' safd Sectlon 13. .

(2} A strip of land 30.00 feat in\ifdth ly~ng Easterly of, ad~aeellt to and parallel
with the West l1ne of,the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter of ~al~ Section
lZ.

(3) Strips of land 60.00 feet In width lying 30.00 feet on each side of the fOllowing
Hnes: ta) The South L1ne of the North half of tha North half of the Southwest
q'larter of saId Section 13; (bJ The North line uf tile 513uth half of the South half of
t'.le Northwest quarter of said S.ectiolJ 13. (e) The South Line of tblt North half of tile
NlJrth half of the Northwest quarter lJf said Section 13; and the North line of the
South half of the Southeast quarter of the Southwest quarter' of said Section 12.

PARCEL 110. 3 Assessor's Parcel l\Io: 067-260.-15

I
I

"j.,
;

An that cltl'tafnreal property si~~ate in the County ~f El Dorado, Stat!! of califor­
nla, IOOre particularly ,described as follows:

A parcel ot land in the Northttest quarter of' Section 28 and 'in the Southwest quarter
of Section 21, Township 10 Nnrth, Range 8 East M.D.M., 1n the Counties of Sacramento
and El Dorado, St.ilte of California. being a portio," of the 87.55 acre parcel of land
described 1n the deed from Elvis Briggs tIJ the United States of AI1Iencii. dated
December 22,'l948. and recorded in the office of the County Recorder of said El Dorado
County' on'F'eI>rUaljl14. 1!149 , in Boole 263 of' Offil:1al Records, iSt page 467. and
desert bed a5To11ows: .' . .

BEGINNING at the Southeast corner of the parcel herefn described from which point the
North qUllTter comer of Sectlon 28 bears South 89° 26' lIest 550.00 feet and Horth
65" 22' East 1251.90 feet; thence from the point of begfnning South 89° 26'lfest
525.00 fcet.lI1lre or less, to the E'ast lfne of that certain 50 foot strlp of land
descr1bed as an exception fro'" Grant 'from Charles F. Anderson, et ux., to Richard E.
Heyl, et' ux., et al.,recorded February 19, 1960, in Boole 498, page 647 of Officfal
Records; thence along the East line of sald 50 foot strip Northerly to a pofnt on the
South lille of saf<l road. IIorth n· 52' 56" East to a pofnt from whfch the point of
beginnin9 bears South 01· 04' 30" Eas~; thence lee,ving said Soutb line South
01° 04' 30" East to the point of beginning. .

Endof Document

Deso:r:Lption: El. Dorado,CA Document-Year.DocID 1.989.32540 :Page: 2 of 2
Order: bip Co.tmZlentz:
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KXHIBITIA-1 1

'LEGAL DESCRIPTION

All that portion of the southwest quartet of Section 21 and the northwest quarter of
Section 28, Township 10 North, Range 8 East, M.D.M., County of El Dorado, State of
California, described in the deed recorded in Book 3153, Official Records, at Page 167,
in the office of the El Dorado County Recorder, and more particularly described as
follows:

Beginning at the northeast corner of said lands, a point on the southerly right-of-way line
of Green Valley Road, as said road is shown on the plans titled "Right-of-Way Map,
Road No. P2" dated July, 1960,on file in the office of the El Dorado County Department
of Transportation; thence from said point of beginning along the easterly boundary of
said parcelSouth 01°3,&'31 '1 East 3.364 meters (11.04 feet); thence.leaving said boundary
South 79~14'06"West 25.115 meters (82.40 feet); thence South 73°45'04" West 123.331 '
meters (404.6:). feet); thence South 03°36'40" East 2.081 meters (6.83 feet) to the
beginning ora 198.436 meter (651.04 foot) radius non-tangent curve concave westerly;
thence southerlyalong said curve an arc distance of 22.089 meters (72.47 feet) through a
central anglt~of6°22'41", and subtended by a chord which bears South 00°26'18" East
22.078 meters (72.43 feet); thence on a non-tangent line South 17°57'13" West 18.439
meters (60.50 feet) to a point on the easterlyboundary of Shadowfax Lane; thence along
said easterly boundary North 05"25'29" East 18.134 meters (59.49) feet to the beginning
of a 68.575 meter (224.98 foot) radius curve to the left; thence northerly along said curve
an arc distance of 20.345 meters (66.75 feet) through a central angle of 16°59'56", and
subtended by a chord which bears North 03°04'31" West 20271 meters (66.51 feet); to a
point on the aforementioned Green Valley Road right-of-way line; thence along said
right-of-way line North 73°36'45" East (cite North 73°52'56" East) '154.501 meters
(506.89) feet to the true point of beginning. containing 0.0269 hectares (0.067 acres),
more or less.

TOGETHER WITH an easement for slope construction, maintenance, and drainage
over.under, and across a portion ofSaid lands described as follows:

Beginning at a point on the easterly boundary of said lands, from which point the
northeast cornerofsaid parcel, a point on the southerly right-of-way line ofGreen Valley
Road, 'as said road is shown on the plans titled "Right-of-Way Map, Road No. P2" dated
July, 1960, .on file in the El Dorado County Department of Transportation, bears
North Ol038~31" West 3.364 meters (11.04 feet); thence from said point of beginning
and leaving said easterly boundary South 79°14'06" West 25.115 meters (82.40 feet);
thence South 73°45'04" West 123.331 meters (404.63 feet); thence South03°36'40n East
2.081 meters (6.83 feet); thence North 73°34'18" East 84.258 meters (276.44) feet; thence
North 75<>12'49" East 39.348 meters (129.09) feet; thence North 82°02'41 II East 24.433
meters (80.16) feet to apoint on the aforementioned easterlyboundary; thence along said
boundary North 01°38131" West 4.026 meters (13.21) feet to the true point ofbeginning,
containing 0.0333 hectares (0.082 acres), more or less.

Desc:r::ipt:i.on: Ell Do:r:ado,CA Document-Yea:r:.DocID 2001.65360 Page: 2 of 6
D:t::der: hip C0111llU!n t: :
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EXHIBIT '8:-1 1

Desaript::i.on: E1. Dorado,CA Document-Yea:r:.DocID 2001.65360 Hage: 4 of 6
Order: :hip Corrzment::

L3

LINE TABLE
Bt:ARING DISTANCE

OROSCO
3153:"OR-167

APfII 067: 260: 15
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WHEN RECORDED MAILTO:
County of EI Dorado
Boa rd of Supervisors
330 Fair Lane
Placerville•. CA 95667

CERTIFICATE OF ACCEPTANCE

THIS IS TO CERTIFYthat the interest in real property conveyed by the Grant

Deed dated _g:::....~_I2........:.q;...... , 2001 from. Salvador G. Orosco and Barbara H•.

Orosco, Trustees of the Orosco Family Trust, dated December 7, 1988, to the

County of EJ Dorado, a political subdivision of the State of California. Is hereby

accepted by order of the Board of Supervisors of the County of EI Dorado on

its dUly authorized officer.

Dated this~1" day of 5ep.fember .2001

COUNTY OF EL DORADO .

By ,

ATTEST: .- ;; ..:.
~. :', '"Dixie L. Foote. . .:. ,<: .,.. ': •

Clerk of the 8oard-,,~!,~~~~r./i50rs ..:: .'.

~
·. · :-. r , : :F&;:' · :~· '~' ·-"' · ' ': .... "

By ... ~. ,..~. .~r- -----r--

Deputy . ..,-: .. ,'. .

91:20/01. "

10/15/2001.2001aftA~~~4
Description: El. Dorado,a Docume.nt-Year.DocID 2001.65360 Page: 6 of 6
Order: bip COIlllll.Ei!:at;:: .... ... '-'--
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PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT QUESTIONNAIRE
(fromASTM E 1528 andStateofCalifornia E.P.A.)

.....
-<

r-r- ---
YES NO

1. Hasan environmental assessment and/ora site investigation report ever
beencompleted for theproperty?

2, Does theowneror occupantofthe property haveanyknowledge of any
environmental site assessmentof thepropertyor facility that indicated the Xpresence ofhazardous substances OI'petroleum products on, or
contamination of, thepropertyor recommended further assessment of the
propert;ll

3. Tothebest of yourknowledge, has theproperty or anyadjoiningproperty Xbeenusedfor an industrial usein the past?

4. Is thepropertyor anyadjoiningproperty currently used as a gasoline

Xstation, motorrepairfacility, commercial printing facility, dry cleaners,
photo developing laboratory, junkyard or landfill, or as a waste treatment,
storage, disposal, processing, or recycling facility?

5. To thebestofyourknowledge hasthe propertyor anyadjoiningproperty

Xbeenusedas a gasoline station, motorrepairfacility, commercial printing
facility, dry cleaners, photodeveloping laboratory, junkyard or landfill, or
asa waste treatment, storage, disposal, processing, or recycling facility?

6. Arethere currently, or to the bestof yourknowledge havetherebeen
previously, any damaged or discarded automotive or industrial batteries, or Xpesticides, paints, or oilierchemicals in individual containers of greater
than5 gal(19 L) in volumeor 50 gal(190 L) in the aggregate, stored on 01'

usedat theproperty or at the facility?

1. Are there currently, or to thebestof yourknowledge havetherebeen Xpreviously, anyindustrial drums(typically 55 gal (208 L» or sacksof
chemicals Iccatedon theproperty or at thefacility'?

8, Hasjilldirtbeenbroughtontotheproperty that originated from a Xcontaminated site or that is of an unknown origin?

.9. Aretherecurrently, or to the bestofyourknowledge have therebeen X'previously, anypits, ponds, or lagoonslocated on theproperty in
connection with wastetreatment or waste disposal?

Instructions: Please complete thisquestionnaire regarding property history and use. Information noted here
willhelp determine if pastoperation practices andsignificant historical events thatoccurred at the facility
indicate potential areasof contamination.
SITENAME / PROPERTY LOCATION ~ GREEN Y..ALLEY MIXED USE PROPERTY

AP tJCl. O()1'1- Z&o~(l 0

!
I'
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r---

YES NO
1----

10, Is there currently, or to the best of yourknowledge has therebeen X'previously, any stainedsoilon theproperty]

-~----..._----~-----~

U. Aretherecurrently, or to the bestof you knowledge havetherebeen ypreviously, anyregisteredor unregistered aboveground storage tanks
located 011 theproperty?

12. Are there currently, or to the best ofyou knowledge have there been

Xpreviously, any registeredor unregistered underground storage
tanks located on the property?

--
13. Aretherecurrently,or to thebest ofyourknowledge havetherebeen X-previously, any vent pipes, fill pipes,or accessways indicating a fill pipe

protrudingfrom the ground on thepropertyor adjacentto anystructure
located on theproperty? .

14. Arethere currently, or to the best of yourknowledge have therebeen

Xpreviously, any flooring, drains, or walls locatedwithin
building(s)/facility(s) that are stained by substances other thanwateror are
emitting foulodors?

15. To yourknowledge, has anycontaminated soil been discovered and/or Xremediated at thepropertywith or without oversightby an appropriate
regulatory agency?

16. If theproperty is servedby a privatewell or non-public watersystem, have
contaminants been identified in the wellor systemthat exceed guidelines Xapplicable to the watersystemor has the wellbeen designated as
contaminated by any government environmental/health agency?

17. Doesthe owneror occupantof theproperty have anyknowledge of
environmental liens or governmental notification relatingto pastor «.recurrent violationsofenvironmental laws withrespect to theproperty or
anyfacility located on theproperty!

18. To yourknowledge, or to theknowledge of tile owneror occupant ofthe X·property are there any deedrestrictions regarding subsurface excavations
or recognized environmental conditions on the property?

19. Hasthe owneror occupantof thepropertybeen informed of thepast or

Xcurrentexistence ofhazardoussubstances otpetroleum productsor
environmental violationswith respectto theproperty or any facility
locatedon theproperty?

20. Toyourknowledge, have areas of theproperty that containhazardous Xmaterialseverbeen flooded?

2
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'--' NOYES

21. To yourknowledge, has theproperty ever beendamaged by an earthquake yo
that couldcause contamination?

22. To yourknowledge, have there been fires and/orexplosions at the Xpropertywhich mayhave caused a releaseof hazardous waste or
materials?

23. Does theowner or occupant ofthe property know of anypast, threatened,
or pendinglawsuitsOf administrative proceedings concerning a releaseor X·threatened releaseof anyhazardous substance orpetroleum products
involvingthepropertyby anyowneror occupantof theproperly?

24. Does theproperty discharge waste wateron or adjacent to theproperty Xother than storm waterintoa sanitarysewer system?

25. To thebest of yourknowledge, haveanyhazardous substances or
petroleumproducts,unidentified wastematerials, tires, automotive or X·industrialbatteriesor any otherwastematerials beendumped abovegrade,
buried and/or burned on thepropenyl

26. Is therea transformer, capacitor, or anyhydraulic equipment forwhich )('
there are any recordsindicating thepresenceofPCBs'l

27. Is thepropertycurrently beingused, or the best of yourknowledge has X·the propertybeen used previously foragricultural purposes?

28. If the propertyis currentlyor washistorically used foragricultural Xpurposes, to the best of yourknowledge. was thereanyuseof chemicals
such as fertilizers, herbicides, pesticides or others?

AdditionalComments/Explanations for Yes Responses:

cLtA s: iflie If I\/f LiJ,J~

This questionna~.omPltedbY17 1'.
Name 0 I. /V •e,.~
Title p~ 6

Firm -"
Address I~ () ~ If~S'c () tJ If'I V6:

.II- DU~Ao""t-4,r 5 -,6i---
Phone number (9"/6) r: 2~/ -X{l a)
Date -- / -- 0

3
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Home I Advanced Find I FamousI

(;MMormon Island Dr, EI Dorado Hills, CA 95762
6 km NE of folsom, California, United States 8/16/1998

Download I E-mail

Image courtesy of the U.S. Geological Survey

The NatirJllolMap
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House and Home Demographics:
~ Schools, Crime and Demographics for 95630

a Schools, Crime and Demographics for 95762

Source=115312 Running Time 31.25 ms
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ROBERT N. KULL, P.E.

Environmental Department Manager

Mr. Kull has 13 years of environmental engineering experience, primarily
in hazardous waste remediation. His experience encompasses a broad
range of projects for public, private, industrial and government clients,
including field investigations, feasibility studies, remedial design and
construction, and operation and maintenance activities for. soil and
groundwater remediation systems. Mr. Kull has managed a groundwater­
monitoring program for an Army installation in Arizona. He was the
Technical Lead for the design and construction of two large soil
remediation systems and the Technical Lead for the design and
construction of 3 engineered landfill caps at a former Air Force base in
California. In addition, Mr. Kull was the Manager for the design and
construction of a passive landfill gas migration control system and the
Manager of several CERCLA and non~CERCLA remedial sites. Mr. Kull
completed a Master Plan evaluation/revision for a wastewater treatment
plant and associated facilities at a resort in Napa Valley, California. Mr.
Kull was the Technical Lead for modifications to several existing
groundwater remediation systems. In addition, he managed a Superfund
contract with the U.S. ArmyCorp of Engineers and a County project, both
which involved optimization, design and operation and maintenance of a
soil vapor extraction system and a groundwater pump and treat system.
Mr. Kull is currently the Project Manager for severalEl Dorado Irrigation
District projects located throughout the foothills of the Sierra Nevada.

Specialization: Hazardous Waste Investigation and
Remediation

Education: Cal.Poly State University, San Luis Obispo
1993 MS. Civil & Environmental Engineering

Cal Poly State University, San Luis Obispo
1991 as. Agricultural Engineering

Total Years Experience: 13

Total Years with Carlton: 1.5

Professional Registrations: Professional Engineer (Civil), California,
No.C55037, 1996

Project Management Training-PM I 2003

OSHA 40-Hour HazWaste Training
(29CFR1910.120)
OSHA a-Hour Supervisors Training
(29CFR1910.12e4)

Publications: Kull, Robert Nicholas, 1992. "Treatment of
Organic Refuse and Sanitary Wastewater
from a Small Community by Anaerobic
Digestion," M.S. Thesis, Civil and
Environmental Engineering, California
Polytechnic State University, San Luis
Obispo, California, December 1992.
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MICHAEL A. VANDER DUSSEN, RG., C.E.G.
Project Engineering Geologist

Mr. Vander Dussen has more than 25 years experience performing geologic
studies, hydrogeologic evaluations, and environmental assessments for
properties located in the foothills of the Sierra Nevada, as well as throughout
northern California. Mr. Vander Dussen has performed geotechnical
engineering studies, designed waste water disposal systems, conducted
geologic hazard studies, and prepared erosion control plans related to
residential, commercial and industrial projects, mining sites (including mine
reclamation plans), hydro-power facilities, water supply and waste water
treatment facilities, and El Dorado County school sites (more than twenty).
He: has also supervised the construction of deep, hard rock drilling operations
for the installation of both potable water supply wells and ground water
monitoring wells.

Mr. Vander Dussen has performed Phase I environmental assessments for
properties of various land use and intensity,' including such varied properties
as historic mines, former wholesale nurseries, fruit tree orchards, and
properties in a predominantly urban setting. Many of these Phase I
assessments have required follow-up soil and ground water investigative .
work. Mr. Vander Dussen is also adept at performing both Phase II and site
remediation work. In addition, he has conducted geologic field studies,
prepared seismic hazards assessments, and performed extensive literature
research in accordance with land use regulations promulgated under CEQA,
NEPA, FERC licensing and re-licensing, and Title 24 for essential services
structures such as schools,fire stations and hospitals.

Specialization: Industrial, scnoots; Energy

Professional Courses: CSUS 1979 SA Geology
UCD Extension 1989 Health & Safety Training
for Hazardous Waste Workers - 40 Hours
UCD Extension 1989 Health & Safety Training
for Supervisors - 8 Hours
Health & Safety Training for Hazardous Waste
Workers
Annual 8 hour updates
UCD Extension 1993 Groundwater Monltorinq
Wells
UCD Extension 2000 Successful CECA
Compliance
UCD Extension 2000 Surface Mining and
Reclamation Act

Total Years Experience: 29

Total Years with Carlton: 9

Professional Registrations: Registered Geologist, California No. 3966
Certified Engineering Geologist, California
No. 2047
OSHA 40-Hour HazWaste Training
(29CFR1910.120)
OSHA 8-Hour Supervisors Training
(29CFR1910.12e4)
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Grading of the existing intermittent stream bed and bank which resulted in Code Compliance Case 210248.
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Toseeall thedetails that are",sibleon the
screen, usethe "Print" link next to the map.
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