Exhibit L.

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

FH.E: CUP18-0007

PROJECT NAME: AT&T Tower, Gold Hill/Coloma

NAME OF APPLICANT: AT&T Mobility, ¢/o Complete Wireless Consuiting, Inc.
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NOs.: 089-010-76

SECTION: 30 T: 11N R: 10E,

LOCATION: Approximately 1,500 feet north of Thomoson Hill Road near the intersection with Los Robles
Road, in the Gold Hill/Coloma area.

] GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT: FROM: TO:
] REZONING: FROM: TO!
{1 TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP [}
SUBDIVISION (NAME):
I SPECIAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW: Consiruction and operation of a telecommunication tower,
[] OTHER:

REASONS THE PROJEGT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT-
[] NO SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS WERE IDENTIFIED DURING THE INITIAL $TUDY,

MITIGATION HAS BEEN IDENTIFIED WHICH WOULD REDUCE POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT
IMPACTS.

{7} OTHER:

In accordance with the authodly and criteria contained In the California Enviconmental Quality Act {CEQA), State
Guidelines, and £l Dorado County Guidelines for the implementation of CEQA, the County Environmental Ageni analyzed
the project and determined that the project witl not have a significant impact on the environment. Based on thig finding,
the Planning Depariment hereby prepares this MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION. A period of thirty (30} days from
the date of filing this mitigated nagative declaration will be provided fo enable public review of the project specifications
and thiz docurnent prier to action on the project by COUNTY OF EL DORADO. A copy of the project specifications is on
file at the County of El Dorado Planning Services, 2850 Fairlane Court, Placerville, CA 95687,

This Mitigated Negative Declaration was adopted by the Planning Commission on May 23, 2018,

Executive Secretary
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CUPHE-GOTHATET Tower, Gold HilColoma
Blanaing Commission//May 23, 2019
Initial Study

EL DORADO COUNTY
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES,
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT
INITIAL STUDY & PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE
DECLARATION FOR
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CUP18-0007

(AT&T Mobility, c/o Maria Kim, Complete Wireless Consulting, Inc.)

PROJECT INFORMATION
Applicant: AT&T Mobility, ¢/o Maria Kim, Complete Wireless Consulting, Inc.
Owner: Jason and Jennifer Bloxsom

staff Contact: Tom Purciel, Bl Dorado County Planning and Building Department, 2850
Fairtane Court, Placerville, CA 95667, email: tom.purcieliiedceov.us

Project Name: Conditional Use Permit CUT18-0007 (AT&T Tower, Gold Hill/Coloma)

Project Location: Approximately 1,500 feet north of Thompson Hill Road near the
intersection with Los Robles Road in the GGold Hill/Coloma area, Supervisory District 4

Tvpe of Application: Conditional Use Permit

Assessor’s Pareel Number: 089-010-75

Parced Size: 50.0 Acres

Lease area size: Approximately 2,500 square feet (SF).

Zoning: Agricultural Grazing, 40-Acre (AG-40)

Generat Plan Designation: Agricultural Lands (AL)

Environmental Setting: The project is located approximately 1.500 feet north of
Thompson Hill Road near the intersection with Los Robles Road in the Gold Hill/Coloma
area. The project lease area is located in the north central portion of a 50.0 acre parcel,
approximately 123 feel from the east property line and accessed from Big Sky Ranch
Road via an existing paved driveway, Interior site access will be provided via a separate
existing gravel driveway. The area consists of gently roiling topography with non-native
grassland, native oaks and grey pines. The site location’s elevation 13 approximalely
1.370 feet above sea level, with slopes ranging {rom 0 percent to 15 percent. No vak trees
are proposed to be impacted by the project.  Views of the proposed facility will be
screened by existing native caks and grey pines in the vicinity of the lease area and all
equipment will be located within a 2,500 square foot fenced compound.  Existing uses
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include a single-family residence permitted in 1985, a barn permitted in 2010 and large
animat grazing,

The Study Area is located m ihe Nooh Fork American Hydrologie Unit (Hydrologie Unit
Code 18020129}, There are no potentially jurisdictional waters on site. The project parce! and
proposed lease ares is identified as Jood zone “X {Unshaded).” The pareel 1s not within an
Airport Compatibility Zone. The site is not located within an earthquake faalt zone,

M. Surrownding Land Uses:

There is one rural residence located approximately 900 feet west of the project lease arca.
The onsite residence (Bloxsom) is located approximately 300 feet west of the lease area.
While not in the immediate vicinily of the project, two additional rural residences are
located more than 1,200 feet to the south and east of the project lease area,

if Residance Approximaiely 15 Bipxsom Residance
800 feat fram lease arsa {5 i G ‘ ;kwﬂ?& 300 fast
. o ipase amwa

Approximate Location
50 x DU LEABE AREA B

'.&.»- ,- e

7 < i &

Hesdenye Approximately
1,200 feed Fom lepge arsa

\ Residence Approximately
1,200 {eel from Inase arsa
APN (8% 10004

N. Project Descrintion: A request for n Conditional Use Perniit to construct an unmanned
wircless  tolecommunication  facility Jocated at 5621 Big Sky Ranch Road
(APN (89-010-75) in the Gold Hill/Coloma area. The facility consists of a 115-loot high
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stealth mono-broadleal’ wireless communication facility, enclosed watk-in equipment
shelter and emergency backup power generator jocated within a 50-foot x 50-foot, 2,500
square foot fenced lease area. The project lease area is located in the north central portion
of a 50.0 acre parcel, approximately 123 feet from the east property line and accessed
from Big Sky Ranch Road vig an existing paved driveway. A proposed 6-foot wide
AT&T ulihty easement consisting of a 128-foot long underground trench will connect the
lease area to an existing electrical pole with overhead utilities. Access to the lease area
and operation of the facility will not interfere with existing uses. Planning Commission
approval of this facility is being requested pursuant to the requirements of Section
130.40.130 of the Zoning Ordinance (Communication Facilities),
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‘The unmanned facility will provide wireless high speed internet and enhanced wireless
network coverage 24 hours a day, 7 days a week. Maintenance workers will visit the site
approximately twice per month, There will be minimal noise from the emergency backup
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power gengrator and temporary construction noise associated with development of the
facility and will not exceed noise thresholds established in the Zoning Ordinance. The
generator will be operated onee per week on weekdays between the hours of £:00 am.
and 7:00 pm. for approximately 15 minwtes for maintenance purposes and during
CMOrgency Power ulages,

Required fire profection services will be provided to the project site by the [ Dorado
County Fire Protection District (District) via an Out of Agency Service Agreement
between AT&T and the Distriet, as the project parcel is not located within District
boundaries, To ensure f{ire protection services from the District are maintained in
perpetuity, the property owner will be conditioned to obtain approval of an annexation of
the praject parcel into the Distriet rom El Dorado Local Agency Formation Comrmission
(1 Dorado LAFCO) within five years of project approval,

Co-Location; The tower will be bullt to allow for a maxinwin of twe colocalion
opportunities.  An alternative site (Attachment 3) located at 1242 Oro Loma Drive (APN
089-110-31) was initially considered for this project since it contains an existing
communications facility previously authorized by the County under Special Use Permit
No. S04-0041. This Special Use Permit authorized a 53-foot stealth monopole with
enclosed antennas and a screened equipment shelter. However, use of this site was not
chosen due (0 its proximity to several existing residences and residential accessory
structures.,  Inereasing the towser height fo the minimum 1007 height necessary to meet
cell coverage objectives and modifying the facility from a stealth monopole to a stealth
mono-broadleaf with cxternal antennas could create significant visual impacts from
public roadways and adjacent residences. This current site was identified as the most
optimum in providing additional services and capacity to the arca. It will also have the
capacity to serve as a co-location site (or additional future carriers.

Sitc Seleetion Process: The selection of a location for a wireless telecommunication facility
that 1s needed to improve service and provide reliable coverage is dependent upon many
factors. such as: topography, zoning regulations, existing struchures, co-location opportunities,
available utilities, access, and the existence of a willing landlord. Wireless communication
utilizes line-of-sight technology that requires facilities to be in relative close proximity to the
wireless handsets 10 be served. Each site Is unique and must be investigated and evaluated on
118 OWR {€Tms.

After establishing the need for the proposed facility, AT&T set out to identify the least
intrusive means of achieving the necessary service objective, Upon review of the region
ATE&T found no existing wireless facility Jocations that would provide co-location within the
search ring (Attachment 2), The majority of the search ring region is rural residential, so a new
build tower was deeined essential,

Alternative Sites Analvsis: In addition to the potential co-location opportunity discussed
above, three alternative sites for a new build tower were identified that could polenitally meet
AT&T goals for service standards in the vieinity (Attachment 4). However, none of the three
sites were selected due to significant constraints with cach site including but not limited to
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unwilling/unresponsive landowners, lack of serviceable road access and local topography (e.g.
valleys/basing} requiring unreasonable tower height,

RF Emissions: An EMF/RF Repont {(Electromagnetic Fieldy/Radio Frequency) for the
proposed wireless fheility was prepared and submitted to the El Dorado County Planning
Services, It demonstrates compliance with the Tatest FCC Wireless Facility Standards for
ermssions and exposure levels {Attachment 7).

Coustruction Schedule: The construction of the facility will be in compliance with all local
rules and regulations, and will be limited to 8:00 am — 3:00 pm. The crew size will range from
two to ten individuals, The construction phase of the project is anticipated to last
approximately two to three months and will not exceed acceptable construction noise levels,

Lighting: The only lighting on the facility will be located by the entry door to the pre-
{abricated shelter, The light will be shielded, down-tilted, and include & motion sensor.

Comphliance with FCC standards: The proposed project will not interfere with any TV,
radio, telephone, satellite, or other signals. Any interference would be apainst federal law and
a violation of AT&T Wireless™s PCC license {Attachment 6).

Public Agency Approvals: El Dorado County Compumity Development Services, Tl
Dorado County Planning and Building Department, El Dorado County Fire District.
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POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT EFFECTS CHECKLIST SETTING
Environmental Factors Potentially Affected:

The environmental factors checked below could be potentially affected by this project,

involving at least one impact that is a “Potentially Signiticant Impact”™ as indicated by the
checklist on the following pages.

[ ]4.% Aesthetics I 14.2 Agriculture Resources [ 143 Alr Quality

[X] 4.4 Biological Resources f]4.5 Culiural Resources [ 14.6 Geologic Processes

{ 14.7 Greenhouse Gas Emisstons | | 4.8 Harards/Hazardous Material { 14.9 Hydrology/Water Quality
I 1410 Land Use [ }4.11 Mineral Resources f14.12 Noise

{ 14.13 Housing [ 1414 Public Services [ ]4.15 Recreation

I 14.16 Transportation/Traffic [ 1437 Tribat Cullural Resources [ 14.18 Udilities/Service Systems

fx] 4.19 Mandatory Findings of
Significance

2,0

DETERMINATION

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

)
X

Sipnrature: \\1__« ) i P\."\-“

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

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

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

I find that the proposced project MAY have a "potentially significant impaect™ or "poteriially significant unless
mitigated” impact on the environment, but at feast one effect: 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier
document pursuant to apphcabe tegal standards: and 2) has been addressed by Mitigution Mensures based on
the earlier analysis as described in attached shects.  An ENVIRONMENTAL iIMPACT REPORT is
required, but it must analyze only the eltects that remain to be addressed.

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

bater L’ '"“ 7 o I l'.?

—_— Voo | e
Frinted Name: £ L _'\ W O £. Far: El Dorado County .
K ‘ngp-""“ .
Sgnature: '%' Dhate: M}/‘/k’%ﬂ
Printed Name: B’U b g, e _ For: o Dorado Conny
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3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

31 AESTHETIC/VISUAL RESQURCES:

f.es5 Than

Potentially Significant Less Tian
Would the proposal: Significant with Significant No Impact
fmpact Mitigation Impact

Incorporated

a. Have a substantial adverse effect -
et g O i = O
on a scenic vista?

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

¢. Substantially degrade the existing
visval character or quality of the (] 0 EY ]
site and its surroundings?

d. Create a new source of substantial
light or glare which would
. P T [.] [l [ O
adversely affect day or nighttime
views in the arca?

Seiting:

The project site area is characterized as primanly rural residential and agrcultural, The 50.0 -
acre project parcel is developed with limited agricultural uses and a single-family residence. The
praject site has an approximate elevation of approximately 1,370 feet above sea level. The site is
not located within, or in the vicinity of, a scenic corridor or highway.

Impact Discussion:

{a) & (b) Less Than Significant Impaet, The project parcel is focated at Big Sky Ranch Road in
the Gold Hiil/Coloma area, California. The tower will be located in a portion of the parcel
adjacent to a thicket of native oak and grey pine trees. The project site is not located along ¢
designated state scenic-highway or an identified scenic area. The tower itself will be painted with
tlat brown non-glare paint and has been designed as a stealth mono-broadleaf, and will blend into
its surrounding enviromment.  The antenna and tower will be concealed by 13-foot diameter
branches with broadieat-style antenna socks. Antenna socks will be painted with flat green, non-
glare paint. Supporting ground equipment within the lease arvea. including a walk-in equipment
shelter and emerpgency backup generator, will be concealed from view by a combination of local

, y ERPuwelol46 B
A 19-0808 E 9 of 84



CLUMB-OWTHATET Tower, Gold Hifl/Coloma
Planning Commigsien/May 23, 2019
Inigial Study

topography and an existing tree thicket adjacent to the site. To further ensure screening of
supporting ground equipment, the project will be conditioned to require carth-tone slats be
placed within the chain hink fencing surrounding the lease area.

The nearest off-site residential dwelling from the proposed communication tower is
approximately 900 feet west of the proposed lease area. The applicant supplied photo sinulations
of the proposed stealth mono-broadleaf tower as seen from different locations in the project area
{Attachment 5).

(¢} Less Than Significant Impact. The project site arca and immediate vicinity is of rolling
hills with thickets of native oaks and grey pine trees. A stealth mono-broadleat iz designed to
resemble a tall broadleaf tree 1o blend in better with the surrounding environment. In this case,
there are various broadleaf and conifer trees on the property. The stealth mono-broadleaf would
be similar in size and shape to the surrounding trees. The Tocation proposed will not substantially
degrade the existing visual character of the site and is not expected to result in a significant
impact to scenic vistas and to the area’s visual aesthetics for the purpose of CEQA.

{d) Less Than Significant Impact. The tower will not be lighted, and the County
discourages additional lighting in the area. Furlher, any future lighting would be subject to
section 130.34.020 of the El Dorado County Zoning Code, which requires that afl outdoor
lighting shall be located, adequately shielded, and directed such that no direct Heht falls outside
the property line, or into the public right-of-way. Proposed lighting for the equipment shed will
meet these requirements. With the implementation of outdoor lighting regulations at the time of
development, the proposed project would not create new sources of substantial Hghting or glare
that would generate a significant impact.

Mitigation Measure: None required,

3.2 AGRICULTURE RESQURCES:

Less Than

Potentially Sianificant Leys Than
Would the propoesal: Significant | 'ﬁ’?‘fi ::; Significant No lmpact
mipact e Impact
' Mitigation mpact
Incorporated

a, Convert  Prime  Fannland,  Unigue
Farmiand. Farmiland of Statewide
Iimportance (Farmland), as shown on the » O . =
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland )
Muapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, 0 nond
agricultural use?

b. Conflict  with existing zoning  fo O o - .
. - r !
agriceltural use, or a Willlamson  Act
Contract?
¢. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause - .
& zalirh o0 O 0 [ ®

rezoning of, forest land (as defined in
Public Resources Code section 12220(g)),

- B & Page 9 of 46 B
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timberland  (as  defined by Public
Resources  Code  seclion 45326), o
timberiand zoned Timberland Production
{as defined by Government Code section
31104(u)y?

d. Result in the losz of forest land o O (] . =
conversion of forest land 1w non-fores
use?

¢ Involve other changes i the existing
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of 7 M C] [y
Farmland 0 non-agricultural  use o
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

Impact Discussion:

{(2) No Impaet. The project site 1s zoned Agricultural Grazing (AG). The AG zone allows
wireless communications factlities, with approval of a Conditional Use Permit pursuant 1o El
BPorado County Zoning Code section 130.40.130.6.b (New Towers or Monopoles).

The site is not on “Farmiland in El Dorado County” or “Choice Agricultural Land in Bl Dorado
County™ per General Plan Figure AF-1 and AF-2. The project site and adjacent parcels to the
east and west are zoned Agricultural Grazing, 40-Acre (AG-40) which allows both residential
and agricultural uses by right. Other adjacent zones include Estate Residential, 5-Acre (RE-3),
Rural Lands, 20-Acre (RA-20) and Limited Agricultural, 20-Acre (LA-20). All of these adjacent
zones allow residential uses and varying intensities of agricultural uses by right. The Project is
compatible with and would not interfere with adjacent agricultural or residential uses.

(b) No Impact. The project site and surrounding parcels are zoned to allow varying
intensities ol agricuftural uses. The Project would not conflict with any aliowed agricultural
uses. During a project hearing on April 10, 2019, the Agricultural Commission reviewed the
project and confirmed that the project parcel is under a Williamson Act Contract. However, the
Agricultural Commission found that the project would have no impact on this Williamson Act
Contract.

{c) No Impaet. The project site is not located in a timber resource zoning category such as
Timber Mountain (ITM), Timber Production (TPZ), or Resource Conservation (RC). The project
site 1s also not classified ag forest land, pursuant to California Public Resources Code Section
12220(g). Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with, or cavse the rezoning of, a
limber resowrce zoning designation,

(d) No Impact, The project site 15 not considered forest land and therefore, the proposed
project would not result in loss or conversion of forest land to a non-forest use.

(&) No Tmpact, The project sie is not considered forest fand. Although the site is zoned to
allow agricultural wvses, including animal grazing, the Project is compatible with and would not

- B B Page 0ol 40 B
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mterfere with existing or futwre agricultural uses. The Projeci would not result in loss or
conversion farmland o a non-agricultural use or the loss or conversion of forest land to a non-
forest use,

Mitigation Measure: None required.

FINDING: For this Agricultural category, the thresholds of significance have not been exceeded
and no impacts would be anticipated to result from the project.

33 AR QUALITY:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than

Would the proposal: Significant with Significant | No lmpact
{mpact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated
a. Conllict with or obstruct -
) 0 0 1% [

implementation of the applicable aiy
auality plan?

b. Violate any air quality standard or _ 5
contribute substantially to an existing] ] L &4 L
or projected air quality violation?

Result in a cunmlatively considerable
net increase of any criteria poliutant for
which the project region is non-
attainment under an applicable {ederal ™ M ]
or state ambient air quality standard
(including releasing emissions which
exceed  quantitative  thresholds  for
O70ne precursers)?

d. bxpose  sensitive  receptors  to . O 2 0
substantial pollutant concentrations? -

b

¢. Create objectionable odors affecting a ] = 0
substantial number of people?

Setting:

El Dorado County’s air pollution management is the responsibility of the [l Dorado County Air
Quality Management District (EDCAQMD), and the project is subject to federal, state, and local
regulations. The wider S8acramento Region, ineluding portions ot El Dorado County, 18 currently
designated nonattainment for federal 8-hour ozone and PM2.5, while it currently meets the
National Ambient A Quality Standards (NAAQS) for carbon monoxide, nifrogen dioxide,
sulfur dioxide, and lead.

o B B Paocitofdo B
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The federal Clean Air Act (CAA) requires plans which identify how nonattainment arcas will
attain and/or maintain the NAAQS. The CAA requires the US EPA 1o review cach plan and any
plan revisions and to approve the plan or plan revisions if consistent with the CAA. Key
clements of these plans include emission inventories, emission control strategies and rules, air
quality data analyses, modeling, alr quality progress and attainment or maintenance
demonstrations. The Sacramento Ajr Quality Management District has a prepared attainment
plans, available alr  hip/Avww.airgnality orglair-quality-health/sir-guality -plans/federal-

planning.

The CARB also prepares and submits to the EPA a State Implementation Plan (SIP) explaining
how the state will attain compliance with Federal clean air standards. The EDCAQMD rules are
federally enforceable a8 parts of the sip, and are available Al
httpa//www.arb.ca. gov/drdb/ed/cur htm.

Impact Discussion:

{a} — (d} Less Than Significant Impact. Construction sctivities, a sowrce of organic gas
emissions, will be limited to the Stealth mono-broadieaf, related ground equipment, utilifies and
access drive. During congtruction, various diesel-powered vehicles and equipment would be in
use. Construction diesel emissions are temporary, affecting an arca for a period of days or
perhaps weeks. Additionally, coustruction-related sources are mobile and transient in nature,
Because of its temporary duration and the limited area of disturbance, health visks from
construction emissions of diesel particulate would be less-than-significant impact. The project is
not expected to create any significant amounts of fugitive dust, oxides of nitrogen, or reactive
organic gases emissions,

The applicant is proposing a dicsel back-up generator as part of the project. The standby gencrator is
for emergency use only, therefore the project would not create on-going emissions. The ongoing
project is not expeeted fo generate any significant amounts of fugitive dust because the only soil
disturbance would be some very minor excavation for the facility.

The effects of construction activities would be an merease in dust fall, and locally elevated levels
of particulates downwind of construction activity. However, duc to its limited construction and
operational scope, the project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan.

Negligible amounts of emissions would be generated by construction equipment during sile
development aetivities, because of the lmited amount of construction equpment and time
needed to install the facility.

! Less Than Significant Impact. Potential standby generators are for emergency use only
and will not result in objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people. Otherwise,
the proposed Stealth mono-broadieaf and ground related equipment will not use anything that
will gencrate objectionable odors to the surrounding properties or arca.

Mitigation Measure: None Required.

ey B Page 120f40 B
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FINDING: The proposed project would not aflect the implementation of regional air guality
regulations or management plans. The proposed project would not be anticipated to cause
substantial adverse effects to alr quality, nor exceed established significance thresholds for air
quality impacts.

3.4

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES:

Would the proposal:

Fotentially
Signiticant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Incarporated

{.es5 Than
Significant
fmpact

No Impact

Have a substantial adverse effect, eithey
directly or through habiat modifications, on
any species  identified as a  candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local o
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by
the Cahfornia Department of Fish and Game
or U5, Fish and Wildlife Service?

by,

Have a substanual adverse effect on any
viparian habitat or other sensitive natural
commumity identified in local or regional
plans, policies, and regulations or by the
lifornia Department of Fish and Game o1
{8, Fish and Wildlife Service?

L

Have a substantial adverse effect on federally
protected wetlands as defined by Section 404
or the Clean Water Act (including, but not
limited (o, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
through direct removal, filling, hydrological
interruption, or other means)?

d.

Imerfere substantially with the movement of
any native resident or nugratory fish and
wildlife species or with established native
resident or migratory wildhife corridors, o1
impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

)

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

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

Impact Discussion:

The 50.0-acre project parcel consists of annual grassland, mixed oak woodland and mixed pine-
chaparral. Although the general topography ol the project parcel is moderate o steeply sloped,
the lease area is located on gently rolling topography approximately 1,370 feet above sea level
with slopes ranging from 0 perceni to 15 percent.

Jurisdictional Waters of the United States, including Wetlands

Waters of the United States (U.5.), including wetlands, are broadly defined to include navigable
waterways, and tributaries of navigable waterways, and adjacent wetlands. Although delinitions
vary to some degree, wetlands are generally considered to be areas that are periodicaily or
permanently muondated by surface waler or groundwater, supporting vegetation adapled to Iife in
saturated soil. Jurisdictional wetlands are vegetated areas that meet specific vegetation, soil, and
hydrologic criteria defined by the ULs. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE). The USACE holds
sole authority to determine the jurisdictional status of waters of the 115, including wetlands.
Jurisdictional wetlands and Waters of the ULS, include, but are not limited to, perennial and
intermittent crecks and drainages, lakes, seeps, and springs; emergent marshes: riparian
wetlands: and secasonal wetlands. Wetland and waters of the U.S. provide eritical habital
components, such as nest sites and reliable source of water for a wide variety of wildlife species.

The general topography of the project lease area is gently sloping from approximately 1,360 to
1,370 above mean sea level (MSL). The Project site 13 located on the north central portion of the
parcel in an area of annual non-native grassland. The area 1s located in the North Fork American
Hydrologie Unit (Hydrologic Unit Code 18020129). There are no wetlands or waters on the site.

Speciat-Status Species

Many species of plants and anmimals within the State of California have low populations, limited
distributions, or both. Such species may be considered “rare” and are vuinerable to extirpation as
the state’s human population grows and the habitats these species occupy are converted to
agricultural and urban vses. A sizable number of native species and animals have been formally
designated as threatened or endangered under State and Federal endangered species legislation.
(Others have been designated as “Candidates™ for such listing; still others have been designated ag
“Species of Special Concem™ by the California Department of Fish and Wildhfe (CDFW), The
California Native Plant Society (CNPS) has developed fts own set of lists of native plants
considered rare, threatened or endangered. Collectively, these plants and animals are referred to
as “special status species.”
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Limited, direet and indirect impacts to biological resources may result from the small smount of
development enabled by the project, including the loss and/or alteration of existing undeveloped
open space that may serve as habitat. Califormia Environmental Quality Act Guidelings Section
15065 requires a mandatory finding of significance for projects that have the potential to
substantially degrade or reduce the habitat of a threatened or endangered specics, and to fully
disclose and mitigate impacts 10 special siatus resources,

{a)  Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. The 2018 California
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB:
Coloma US Geological Survey [USGSE] 7.5-minute series guadrangle and nine surrounding
quadrangles) was reviewed Lo determine if any special status animal and plant species or habitats
oceur on the project site or in the project area.

Acgording to a 2018 records search, 10 special-status plant specics have a potential to oceur on
the project site. Based on lierature review and tield observations, only three of these wdentified
species were determined to have a high potential to exist on the project site. However, no
special-status plants were observed tn the study area during a biclogical Geld survey conducted
on August 13, 2018, The project is also not located in a Rare Plant Mitigation Area.

Biological Resources Mitigation Measure #1, below, requires a pre-construction botanical survey
to confirm absence from the site and the implementation of avoidance or relocation measures 1n
the everyt identified special-status plant species are detected. With this mitigation incorporated,
mpacts would be less than significant,

According to a 2018 records search, there is potential habitat for 12 listed and special-statug
wildlife species on or near the project site. While none of these species were observed during the
on-site biological survey, based on literature review and field observations, two listed wildlife
species could potentially occur on the project site.

Biological Resources Mitigation Measures #2 and #3, below, require pre-construction surveys ©
confirm absence of identified special status animal species from the site.  These measures also
requite appropriate avoidance and/or relogation measures in the event special-status animal
species are found, With incorporation of these mitigation measures, impacts would be less than
significant.

The site provides habitat for birds listed under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and/or
regulated by the CA Fish and Game Code. Birds may nest in trees, shrubs, on the ground, and on
structures within and adjacent to the stte. The nests of raptors and most other birds are protected
under the MBTA. Raptors are also protected by Section 3503.3 of the California Fish and Game
Code, which makes it illegal to destroy any sctive raptor nest. Additionally, the USFWS and
CDFW identified a number of avian species of conservation concern that do not have specific
statulory protection, Avian species forage and pest in a variety of habitats throughout El Dorado
County. While the trees and vegetation on and surronnding the site may provide npesting and
foraging habitat for raptors and other protected birds, according to a records search and &
biological field survey conducted on October 9, 2017, no active bird nests were observed on the
site.
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Biological Resources Mitigation Measure #4, below, requires pre-construction bird surveys to
confirm absence from the site and the implementation of avoidance measures in the event these
bird species are detected. With this mitigation incorporated, impacts would be less than

significant.

{b) and (¢) No impact. The project site is located in a rural residential and agricultural area
and does not have any streams, creeks or riparian habitat in the area of the project [botprint.
Granite Creek is approximately 0.25 miles south of the project site and the project will not affect
the Creek or associated niparian habitat,  Although the project parcel contains potentially
Jurisdictional walers of the U8 as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, the project
footprint is not Jocated within proximity of federally protecied wetlands.

{d) Less Than Significant with Mitigation Incorperated. The proposed ground equipment
of the communication facility and the Stealth mono-broadieaf will be located within a 2,500
square foot fenced area and include a 20-foot wide access drive off of Big Sky Ranch Road. The
feniced area will not substantially interfere with native wildlife migration in the arca. The project
site area is characterized as primarily rural residential and agricultural, with disturbed and
vegetated areas. It is not considered a wildlife migration corridor, and therelore 18 not expected
to result in impacts to wildlife migration corridors. The site is not located within an Important
Biological Corndor identified by the E} Dorado County General Plan, The proposed project will
not canse significant reduction in the ecological functions of the site because the habitat in the
area are already disturbed by human activities.

The construction of new conumunication towers creales a polentially sigmBeant impact on
migratory birds covered by the Migralory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) (16 U.S.C. 703-712) and
related Code of Federal Regulations designed to implement the MBTA, the Endangered Species
Act and Bald and Golden Eagle Act. The guidelines are based on the best information available
at this time, and are the most prudent and effective measures Tor avoiding bird strikes at
monopoles. Soine of the guidelines are:

a. New facilities should be collocated on existing towers or other existing structures.
b, Towers should be less than 200 feet above ground level
¢. Towers should be treestanding (i.c., no guy wires)

d. Towers and attendant facilities should be sited, designed and constructed so as to avoid
or mintmize habitat loss within and adjacent to the monopole “footprint”,

New towers should be designed structurally and electrically to accommodate the
applicant/licensee’s antennas and antennas for at least two additional users (mintpum of
three users [or each monopole structure,

)

f. Security lighting for on-ground facilities and equipment should be down-shiclded to
keep light within the boundaries of the site.

g, Monopoles no longer in use or determined to be obsolete should be removed within 12
months of cessation of use.
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The project is consistent with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service interim guidelines above. The
footprint of the proposed lease area would not encroach onto any cnvironmentally sensitive
habitat.

Although the proposed project will be in a relatively small arca of the project site, there is the
potential  for wvupact to the nesting of migratory and raptors in the project area.

Impacts.

(e) Less than Significant Impact, The 50.0-acre parcel containing the lease site and access
drive contains 0.49 acres of mixed oak woodland habitat located along Big Sky Ranch Road,
near the intersection with Thompson Hill Road. No oak trees are proposed for removal and there
is no proposed construction or soil disturbance along Big Sky Ranch Road. However, some
lower limb pruning may be needed for velicular access 1o the site. There will be a less than
significant impact.

(f) No Impact. This site is not located within an approved habitat conservation plan ares.

Mitigation Measure #1 (Biological Resources):

Rare Plant Survey:

Prior to issuance of grading or building permits, a qualified biologist shall conduct & botanical
survey during the blooming period of identified rare plant spectes having the potential to occur
on the project site (approximately May-June). I no special-status plants are observed, a letier
report shall be prepared to document the survey.

If special-status plants are identified within areas of proposed soil disturbance, the biologist shall
preseribe methods of avoidance during project construction to the greatest extent feasible. If the
plants cannot be avoided, the biologist shall prescribe methods of relocating the plants and/or the
seedbank 1o a switable habitat near the project site.

Pre-construction worker awareness traming shall be conducted alerting workers to the presence
and protections lor special-status plants.

Monitoring Requirement:  This mitigation measwre shall be noted on grading and construction
plans. The Planning and Building Department shall verify the completion of survey prior to
issuance of grading and building permits.

Monitering Responsibility: El Darado County Planning and Building Department.

Mitigation Measure #2 (Biological Resources):

Special-Status Bat Species:

A qualified biologist shall conduet a pre-construction survey within 14 days prior {o clearing or
grading operations and removal of trees. 11 no bats are observed, a letter report shall be prepared
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to document the survey. If cosstruclion does not commence within 14 days of the pre-
construction survey, or halts for more than 14 days, an additional survey is required prior {0
starfing work.

If special-status bat species are present and roosting on or within 100 fect of the Study Area, then
the biologist shall establish an appropriate buffer around the roost site. At minimun, no trees
shall be removed until the biologist has determined that the bat is no longer roosting in the lree,
Additional mitigation measures for bat species, such as installation of bat boxes or alternate roost
structures, would be recommended only if special-status bat species are found to be roosting
within the project area,

Pre-construction worker awareness training shall be conducted alerting workers 1o the presence
of and protections for various bat species.

Monitoring Reguirement: This mitigation measwre shall be noted on grading and copstruction
plans. The Plaming and Building Departiment shall verify the completion of survey prior fo
issuance of grading and building permits,

Monitoring Responsibility: El Dorado County Planning and Building Department.

sation Measure #3 {(Biological Resources):

Biological Resources Miti

Western Pond Turtle:

A qualified biologist shall conduet 2 pre-construction survey within 14 days prior to ground
disturbing activities, including vegetation clearing. 1 no western pond turtles are observed, a
letter report shall be prepared to document the survey. If construction does not commence within
14 days of the pre-construction survey, or halts for more than 14 days, an additional survey is
required prior to starting work.

If western pond turties are found, a qualified biologist shall conduct an environmental awareness
training fo all construction personnel including but not limited to identification of the westem
pond turile, required practices before the start of construction, general measures to conserve the
species as they relate to the project, penalties for non-compliance and boundaries of the project
site and permitted disturbance zones.  Supporting matertals containing training information
should be prepared and distributed. Upon completion of training, all construction personnel shall
sign a form sating they have altended the training and understand required protection measures,
Evidence of this instraction shall be kept on-site during project construction activities,

If western pond turtles ave found, a qualified biologist shall also be present on site when
inereased traffic 18 oceurring in the southern portion of the site, especially in the vicnity of the
Granite Creek road crossing, for the purpose of relocating any western pond turtles found within
the construction footprint to a suitable adjacent habitat outside the construction zone,

Monttoring Reguirement: This mitigation messure shall be noted on grading and construction
plans. The Planning and Building Department shall verify the completion of survey prior to
issuance of grading and building permits,
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Monitoring Responsibility: El Dorado County Planning and Building Depariment.

Mitigation Measure #4 (Biological Resources):

Migratory and Special-Status Bird Species:

Al vegetation clearing including romoval of trees and shrubs shall be completed between
September 1 and February 14, if feasible. If vegetation removal and grading activities begin
during the nesting season (Febroary 15 to August 31), a qualified biologist shall conducr a pre-
construction survey of the project tootprint for active nests. Additionally, the surrounding 500
feet shall be surveyed for active raptor nests where aceessible. The pre-construction survey shall
be conducted within 14 days prior to commencement of ground-distwbing activities. If the pre-
construction survey shows that there 18 no evidence of asotive nests, a letter report shall be
prepared to document the survey. I construction does not commence within 14 days of the pre-
construction survey, or hails for more than 14 days, an additional swrvey is required prior to
starting work,

If nests are found and considered to be active, the project biologist shall establish buffer zones 1o
prohibit construction activitics and minimize nest disturbance until the young have successiully
fledged. Buffer width will depend on the species 1 question, surrounding existing disturbances,
and specific site characterigtios, but may range from 20 feet for some songbirds to up to 500 feet
for raptors. If active nests are found within any trees slated for removal, then an appropriatc
buffer shall be established around the tregs and the trees shall not be removed until a biologist
determines that the nestlings have successfully fledged or until the nest is no longer active. In
addition, a pre-construction worker awareness training shall be conducted alerting workers to the
presence of and protections for the active avian nests. If consiruction activiiies are proposed to
begin during the non-breeding scason (September 1 through January 31), a survey Is not required
and no further studies are necessary.

Monitoring Requirement:  This mitigation measure shall be noted on grading and construction
plans. The Planning and Building Department shall verify the completion of survey prior o
issuance of grading and building penmits,

Monitoring Responsibility: £ Dorado County Planning and Building Depariment.

Finding: With mitigation measures incorporated. impacts to biological resources will be less
than significant.
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35 CULTURAL RESOURCES:

Less Than
Potentiailly | Sigpificent | Less Than

Would the proposal: Significant with Significant | No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impaci
Incorporated

a. Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of a historical resowse asf [ £ & &
defined in §150064.57

b Cause a substantial adverse change in the
significance of an archacolopical resource] ] . it i
pursuant to §15064,57

¢. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or uniquey [ £l B o
weologie feature?

d. Distwb any hwmpan vemains, inciuding
those mterred outside of formal cemeteries?

H
H

L]
5
!

Impact Discussion:

(2} — (d) Less Than Significant Impact, Cultural resources include prehistoric and historic
period archaeological sites; historical features, such as rock walls, water ditches and flumes, and
cemeteries; and architectural features, Cultural resources consist of any human-made site, object
(i.e., artifact), or feature that defines and iHuminates ouwr past. A complete records search of the
California Historic Resources Information Systemy (CHRIS) maps for cultural resource site
records and survey reports in El Dorado County within the proposed project area revealed that
the proposed area containg zero (0) prehistoric-period resource(s) and one (1) historic-period
cultural vesource(s). Additionally, two (2) cultural resources study reports were on file for a
portion of the proposed project area. However, a 2018 project-specific cultural resources
investigation, based on archival docwment review and a field survey completed on July 6, 2018
by Archacological Resources Technology found that the project site contained no historic,
prehistoric or tribal cultuval resources and that there is a low likelihood of discovering such
resources on the project site,

Mitigation Measures: None Required.
FINDING: As conditioned and with adherence to El Dorado County Code of Ordinances

{County Code), for this Cultural Resources category, impacts would be anticipated 1o be less
than significant,
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3.6  GEOLOGIC PROCESSES:
Less Than
Potentially | Sigaificant Less Than
Would the proposal: Siguificant]  with Significant | No lmpset
fmpact | Mitigation impact
e Incorporated
a. Expose people or structures (o potential
substantial adverse effects, including the nisk] O L 24 L]
of loss, injury, or death involving:
1. Rupture of & known earthquake fault, ag
delineated on the most recent Alquist-
Priclo  EBarthquake Fault Zoning Map)
issued by the State Geologist for the arca o [ r & -
based on other substantial evidence of a
known fauit? Refer to Division of Mines
and Geology Special Publication 42, )
Strong seismic ground shaking? Ll i & 0
3. ;S:??s;i};cffgf:?:teﬁ ground failure, including 0 0 52 "
iquefaction? _
4. Landslides? [ [ [ o
b. _Iigsu_!.t 11l1‘_ls,ubsmntmi soil erosion or the loss . O ) .
of topseil?
¢. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that js
unstable, or that would become unstable as a
result of the project, and potentially vesult inn. [ [ ¢ L
on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading]
subsidence, liquefaction or cotlapse?
d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined
Table 18-1- B of the Uniform Building Codel . (9 & 3
(1994), creating substantial risks to Hfe o 7 - ”
DIOPRIYT e |
¢. Have soils incapable of adequately
supporting  the use of septic tanks o
alternative  wastewater  disposal  systemy [ ] £ 3

where sewers are not available for the

disposal or wagtewater?

hinpact Discussion:

a.1) - a.4) Less Than Significant Impact, No seismic impacts, including seismic-related grouud
failure impacts are anticipated since no rupture of a known earthquake tault exists in the project
area. Further, the proposed project would be consistent with El Dorado County General Plan
Objective 6.3.2, {0 address county-wide seismic hazards.
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Like most of north central Californta, the site can be expected to be subjected to strong seismic
ground shaking at some future time. Accordingly, the proposed wireless communications facility
extension would be designed and installed in accordance with building code requirements.
Because the project appears to be located such that the probability of sigmificant ground shaking
is low, and because any structures that are built during the course of the project will be designed
and installed in accordance with building code standards for the appropriate Seismic Hazard
Zone, potential geolopic impacls would be less than significant. Due to the relatively level
proposed project arca, minimunt disturbance of the project and existing vegetation on the site,
the potential for a land slide is unlikely.

(b) — (&) Less Than Significant Impact. The project does not involve large amounts of soil
disturbance that could result in significamt soil erosion inpacts. The construction activities would
result in a land disturbance of less than one acre and therefore are not expected to reguire a
Storm water Pollution Prevention Permit (SWPPP) from State Water Resources Control Board
prior 1o construction. Due 1o the relatively small amount of soils disturbance required for
construction, erosion potential will be minimal. Due to the relatively small amount of soils
disturbance required for construction, the potential for unstable soils, iqueflaction, and expansion
is minimal. Further, the project would be reguired 1o comply with applicable portions of the
building code, which would offset potential impacts resulting from expansive soils.

(e) No Jmpact. The project does not require the use of septic systems.
Mitigation Measure: None required.

FINDING: A review ol the soils and geologic conditions on the project site determined that the
project would not result in a substantial adverse effect. All grading activities would be required
to comply with the EI Dorado County Grading, Froston Control and Sediment Ordinance which
would address potential impacts related (o soil erosion, landslides and other geologic mpacts.
Future development would be required io comply with the UBC which would address potential
seismic related impacts. For this Geology and Soils category, impacts would be less than
significant.
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GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS:

3.7

Liess Than

. Potentially | Sipnificaant Less Than
Would the propesal: Significant with Significant. | No Ilmpact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Incorporatigd

a. Generale greenhouse gas emissions, eilher
ciuu.,tly or md[rcutly, thdt nmy Imw, a ] [J (X L

b. ( ()nﬂml wuh an ;1pplimble plun pollcy of
regulation  adopted  for the purpose  of LJ [ ] [..d
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Impact Discussion:

Global climate change is the observed increase in the average temperature of the Farth’s
atmaosphere and oceans along with other signi:l'ican'l' c:]mng:s in ¢climate (such as precipitation or
wind) {hat lagt for an extended period of time. T

interchangeably with the term “global warming,” but g]obal climate change” is preferred to
“global warming” because it helps convey that there are other changes in addition to rising
temperatures. Global surface temperatures have risen by 0.74°C + 0.18°C over the last 100 years
(1906 to 2005). The rate of we umm;:, over the last 50 years is almost double that over the last 100
years.! The prevailing scientific apinion on climate change is that most of the warming abserved
over the last 50 years is attributable 1o human activities. The increased amounts of carbon
dioxide (CO2) and other greenhouse gases (GHGis) are the primary causes of the human-induced
component of warming. GHGs are released by the burning of fossil fuels, land clearing,
agricubture, and other activities, and lead to an increase in the greenhouse effect.’

(iHGs are present in the atmosphere naturally, are released by patural sources, or are formed
from secondary reactions taking place in the atmosphere. The following are the gases thal are
widely seen as the principal contributors to human-induced global climate change:’

¢ Carbon dioxide (COq)

+  Moethane (CHy)

«  Nirous oxide (N:0O)

¢ Hyvdrofluorocarbons (HFCs)
» Perlluorocarbons (PFCs)

e Sulfur Hexafluoride (SI%)

"nlergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (SPCC), 2007, Climate Change 2007 The Physical Science Basis,
Comtribution of Werking Groug I to the Fourth Asseasment Report of the 1PCC

* The temperature on Earth is regulated by a system commonly known as the "greenhouse effect. Just as the glass in a
greenhouse aflows heal from sunlight in and veduces the amount of heal that eseapes, greephouse gases Hke carbon
divxide, methane, and pivous oxide in the atmosphere keep the Lartb at o relatively even temperstore, Without the
greenhouse effect, the Earth would be o froxen globe; thus, although an excess of greenhouse pas results in plobal
\\fmmim_ the pafurally ocewrring grecinhouse effeet is necessary to keep our planet st o comioriable temperature.

The greenhouse gases listed are consistent with the definition in Assembly 1311 (AR) 32 (Government Cele $38503),
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Over the last 200 years, human activities have caused substantial quantities of GHGs to be released
into the atmosphere. These extra emissions are increasing GHG concentrations in the atmosphere
ard enhancing the natural greenhouse effect, which is believed to be causing global warming, while
manmade GGHGs include naturally-oceurring GHGs such as COs, methane, and N0, some gases,
such as HFCs, PFCs, and SFsare completely new to the atmosphere.

Section 15064.4 of the CEQA Gudelines sets forth guidance for determining the significance of
Impacts from Greenhouse Gas Fmissions. The guidelines allow impacts from a particular project to
be described quantitatively or qualitatively and direct that impacts should be evaluated in
consideration of existing environmental setting, applicable thresholds of significance, and
compliance with regulations and requirements adopted to implement the mitigation of greenhouse
£28 CINISSIONS.

Section 15064 (h)(3) of the CLEQA Guidelines specities that a project’s contribution to a cumulative
eflect may be found ‘not cummulatively considerable’ if the project will comply with the
requirements in a previously approved plan or mitigation program, including plans or regulations
for the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. El Dorado Countly has noi adopted a plan or
mitigation program for the reduction of greenhouse gases as of the publication of this study.
Likewise, it has not adopted thresholds of significance for evaluating greenhouse gas emissions.
However, the General Plan provides applicable county-wide goals and policies aimed at improving
energy efficiency, improving transportation efficiency, and reducing air emissions, which could
reduce or sequester GHGs, including Goal TC-1, Policies TC-1p and TC-1q, Goal 5.6, Objective
5.6.2, and Policies 5.6.2.1 and 5.6.2.2.

{a} Less Than Significant Impact. The proposed project is a communication tower that
would not significantly contribute to the existing greenhouse gas inventory for El Dorado
County. Short term construction GHG emissions will oceur during installation of the tower and
ground equipment. Standby generators will only be used during power outages and for short
duration during testing, Vehicle trips will be associated with very hmited construction and
routing maintenance. GHG emissions generated by the development and vehicle trips would be
of an extremely limited scope and duration. The GHG emissions would be negligible and the
impact would therefore be less than significant.

() Less Than Significant Impact. The El Dorado County General Plan establishes
nuemerous policics relative to greenhouse gases. The cveryday operation of the proposed
communication facility would not generate greenhouse gas emissions. Due to the short term
construction, limited vehicle trips to the site and monthly testing of the standby generator, the
anticipated increase in emissions would not conflict with the applicable with policies adopted for
the purpose of reducing GHG emissions.

Mitigation Measure; None required.
FINDING: The project would result i less than significant impacts to greenhouse gas emissions,

For this Greenhouse Gas Emissions category, there would be no significant adverse environmental
effeet as a result of the project.
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Would the proposal:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Miligation
Incorporsted

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No Impact

it

Create a significant hazard to the public
or the environmental through the routine
transport use, or disposal of hazardous
maierials?

D

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?

J

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

d.

Be located on a site which is included on
a list of hazardous materials  sites
complied pursuant to Government Codg
sSection 65962.5 and, as a result, would i
create a significant hazard to the public oy
the environment?

€.

For a project located within an airport
fand use plan or, where such a plan hag
not been adopted. within two miles of a
public airport or public use airport, would
the project result in a safety hazard (o]
people residing or working in the project
area?

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

Impalr mmplementation of or physically
imterfere with an adopted emergency
response plan or emergency evacuation
plan?

Ol

L
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Less Than
Potentinlly | Signilicant | Less Than
Would the proposal: Significant with Significant No Impact
impact Mitigation Impact
Incorporated

h. Expose people or structures 1o g

significan risk or loss,

injury or death involving wildland fires,

including where wildlands are adjacent to |_| G G &

urbanized areas or where residences are

intermixed with wildlands?

Impact Discussion:

#) Less Than Significant Impact. The project is proposed to utilize a standby diesel generator
for back-up power, and would include a separate diesel tank. The storage of diesel fuel is
required only for emergency purposes during a power outage and will not be routinely used or
transported. The amount of diesel fuel stored would be similar o that for a residential use.
Storage and handling of diese! fuel, or any other chemicals or hazardous materials, would be
subject to a Hazardous Materials Business Plan, administered by the El Dorado County Public
Health Department at the time of development of the project. The plan would include an
inventory of hazardous materials and chemicals handied or stored on the site, an emergency
response plan, and a training program in safety procedures,

Construction activilies associated with the development of the proposed project would involve the
use of potentially hazardous matenals, mcluding vehicle fuels, oils, and transmission fluids.
However, all potentially hazardous materials would be contained, stored, and used in accordance
with manufacturers’ instructions and handled in compliance with applicable standards and
regulations. [n the event of an accidental release, construction personnel who are experienced in
containing accidental releases of hazardous materials will likely be present to contain and treat
aflected areas in the eventl a spill occurs. I a larger spill were to ocour, construction personnel
would generally be on-hand to contact the appropriate agencies. Hazardous materials used during
construction. would wltimately be disposed of by a licensed hazardous waste transporter at an
authorized and licensed disposal facility or recyeling lacility.

Radiefrequency (RE) Emissions

Radiofrequency (RIF) radiation emanates from antenna on cetlular towers and is generated by the
movement of electrical charges in the antenna. The energy levels it generates are not great
enough to ionize, or break down, atoms and molecules, so it is known as “non-tonizing”
radiation.

The Federal Communications Commission {I'CC) is the government agency responsible for the
awthorization and licensing of facilities such as cellular towers that generate RF radiation. For
guidance in health and safely issues related to RF radiation, the FCC relies on other agencies and
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organizations for guidance, icluding the EPA, FDA, the National Institute for Qccupational
Safety and Health (NTOSH) and OSHA, which have all been involved in monitoring and
imvestigating issues related to RY exposure. The FCC has developed and adopted guidelines for
human exposure to RE radiation using the recommendations of the National Council on
Radiation Protection and Measurements (NCRP) and the Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Ingineers (1EEL), with the support of the EPA, FDA, OSHA and NIOSH. According to the
FCC, both the NCRP exposure ertierta and the IEEE standard were developed by expert
scientists and engineers afler extensive reviews of the scientific literature related to RF biological
effects. The exposure guidelines are based on thresholds for known adverse effects, and they
incorporate wide salety margins. In addition, under the National Environmental Policy Act
{NEPA) the FCC is required to evaluate transmitters and facilities for significant impacts on the
environment. including human exposure to RF radiation. When an application is submitted to the
IFCC for construction or modification of a transmitting facility or renewal of a license, the FCC
evaluates it for comphiance with the RF exposure guidelines, which were previously evaluated
under NEPA. Failure to show comphance with the FOC's RF exposure guidelines in the
application process could Jead to the additional environmental review and eventual rejection of
an apphication. The proposed telecommunication factlity is subject to the IFCC exposure
guidelines, and must fall under the FCC’s American National Standards [nstitute (ANSH) public
limit standard of .58 mW/em2.

Finally, # should be noted that Section 704 of the Telecommunication Act of 1996 states that “No
State or Jocal govenment or insttumentality thereof may regulate the placement, construction, and
modification of personal wircless service facilities on the basis of the environmental effects of
radio frequency emissions o the extent that such facilities comply with the Comsnission’s
regulations concerning stuch emissions.” Because the proposed facility would operate under
federally mandated limits on RF radiation for cellular towers and 1s regulated by the FCC m this
respect, the County may not regulate the placement or construction of this facility based on the RF
LIMISSIONS,

An EMF/RF Report (Electromagnetic Fiels/Rudio Frequency) has been prepared and subimitted for
the project. This report summarizes the results of RF-EME modeling in relation {o relevant F'CC R¥-
EME compliance standards for limiting human exposure fo REF-IEMLE fields. It demonstrates
compliance. Should the facility’s cmissions exceed FCC standards, the applicant would be
responsible Tor the cost of additional tests and corrective measures to establish compliance with
FCC standards. These County development standards would be reflected as conditions of
approval in the use permit.

The applicant hag also provided a Hazardous Materials and Emissions Questionnaire to the
County If materials exceed applicable thresholds outhned in the Hazardous Materials Release
Response Plans and Inventory Law of 1985 (The Business Plan Act), a Hazardous Materials
Business Plan would need to be obtained. The plan, when implemented, would address potential
hnpacts associated with the accidental spill or release of chemicals and/or hazardous materials
used during operations.

b} Less Than Significant Impact. Sce discussion under 3.8(a), above.
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¢) Less Than Significant Impact, There are no schools within one-quarter mile of the project
site. As discussed above, the proposed project may require the use of potentiatly hazardous
materials during construction and operation of the telecommunication [acility, including the
stovage of diesel fuel, Standard construction practices and implementation of the Business Plan
Act, would minimize the potential for accidental release of hazardous materials within
proximately to or on the school site to a less than significant level,

d} Less Than Significant Impact. A review of regulatory agency databases, which included
lists of hazardous matenals sites compiled pursuant to California Government Code Section
653962.5, did not identify contamination sites as being located within, or in the vicinity of, the
project site.

e) No Impact. No public use airports have been identified 1o be located within the vicinity of
the project site. The proposed project 15 located outside the compatibility zones for the area
airports, and therefore, would not result 1n a safety hazard to people working and residing on the
project site.

f) No Impact. No known private airstrips have been identified within two miles of the project
site. As a result, no safety hazards associated with airport operations are anticipated to affect
people working or residing within the project site.

g) No Empact. The proposed project is an unmanned facility, so no evacuation and/or
emetgency response plans are necessary. The proposed project does not include any actions that
physically interfere with any emergency response or emergency evacuation plans. Development
of the proposed project would add a small amount of trips onto the area roadways; however, area
roadways and intersections would continue to operale at an acceptable level of service. In the
event future construction activities require work to be performed in the roadway, appropnate
traffic control plans would be prepared in conjunction with County requirements,

h) No impact. The proposed use is unmanned and will not subject additional people (o risk of
fire.

Mitigation Measure: None required

3.9 HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY:
Less Than
Potentially | Signifieant | Less Than
Wonld the proposal: Signifieant with Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation impact
Incorporated

a. VIO.!cItL mly Wmu qualli}‘y standards or waste; . O = 5

discharge requirements?
b, Substantially deplete groundwater supplies

or interfere substantially with gromdwatey O 3 O ()

recharge such that there would be a net n
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deficit in aquifer volume or & lowering of
the local groundwater table lovel {e.g.. the
production rate of preexisting nearby wells
would drop to a level which would not
support existing land uses or planned uses
for which permits have been granted)? |

Substantially alter the exisling dmmaga

pattern of the site or ares, including through

the alteration of the course of a stream o -

; - , : IR Ol B [

river, in a manner which would resalt 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 o] - .
nver, ar substantially increase the rate o
amount of surface runoff in a manner whichi
would result in flooding on- or off-sile?

e. Create or contribute runolf water which
would excesd the capacity of existing on
planned storm water drainege systems o O ] ] L]
provide substantial additional sources of
potuted runoff?

£ ()Elmtziu‘{;:-_‘e &ubamﬂtmliy degrade  water 0 . 5 =
quality?

g. Place housing within a 100-year {lood
hazard area as mapped by Federal Flood

[

il
£

Hazard Boundary, Flood Tnsurance Ratgg O 0 Ll =
Map, or other flood hazatd delineation
map?
h. Place within & 100-year flood hazard ared
structures which would impede or redirect| U O £ 4

flood Hows?

1. Expose people or structures to a significant

visk or loss, injury, or death involving '
flooding, including flooding as a resull of
the failure of a levee or dam?

i Inundation by seiche. E%m&mm or s"ﬁué}ﬁuw? ] A 3 &

Impact Discussion:

#) & b) No Impact. The project does not require the use of water and would not create any water
discharges.
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(c) - 1) Less Than Significant Impact. An equipment shelter is proposed within the 2,500~
square foot fenced lease arca. The proposed area to be developed, including the Stealth mono-
broadleaf location and the ground equipment area, would not affect local drainage patterns or
contribute to or create additional runoff or substantially degrade water quality. The 20-foot wide
access easement will not create any significant impact to drainage patlerns or create signilicant
runofi.

{g) - i} No Impact. The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is responsible for
mapping areas subject to flooding during a 100-year flood evenl (i.e., 1 percent chance of
occuring in a given year). According to floodplain mapping of the project area, the project site is
focated within the X zone (Unshaded). The X zone (Unshaded) is defined by FEMA as areas of
minimal flood hazard from the prineipal source of flood in the area and determined to be outside
of the 0.2 percent annuat chance floodplain.

(i) No Impact, The project site has an approximate elevation of 1,370 feet above sea level.
Based on the geographic location of the project site above sea level and situaiion along a
ridgeling, it will not be subject to inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow.

Mitigation Measures: None required,

FINIMNG: The proposed project would not expose the area to hazards relating to the use,
storage, transport, or disposal ol hazardous materials, For this Hazards and Hazardous Materials

category, impacts would be less than sigmificant.

310 LAND USE:

Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Woauld the proposal: Significant with Signifieant | No Tmpact
Imnpact Mitigsation finpact
Incorporated
a. ]F’hysicul]ly ) divide an  established O - = 0
comimunity?
b. Conflict with an applicable land use plan,
policy, or regulations of an agency with
junsdiction over the project (including,
bui not limited to, the gsencral plan, . -
& pal g O & 0

specific plan, local coastal program, on
zoning ordinance) adopted for the
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an
environmental effect?

¢. Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community [ O O &
conservation plan?
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Impact Discussion:

The project parcel is zoned AG-40. The Stealth mono-broadleal tower far exceeds the necessary
setback requirements from all property lines.

Once construcied and operational, the communications facility would provide 24-hour service (o
customers seven days a week. Aparl from initial construction activity, no personnel will be
stationed at the site. Routine maintenance and inspection of the facility would occur twice a
month during normal business hours. No water or sewer service is required as the site would be
unmanned,

(a) Less Than Significant Tmipact, No new parcels or substantial development would resull
from this project, The project would not divide any established community.

(b) Less Than Significant Impact, The proposed project was reviewed for consistency with
the zoning code and General Plan, and is consistent with both. The proposed Stealth mono-
broacdleaf” tower is conditionally permitted use in the AG-40 zone with a Conditional Use Permit,
which is requested for the project. The project i1s subject to and conforms with the development
standards for communication facilities contained in El Dorado County Zomng Code Section
130.40.130.D, and the impact will therefore be less than significant,

{¢.) No Impact, This site is not located within a habital conservation or natural community plan
area,

Mitigation Measure: None Required.

FINDING: The proposed use of the Jand would be consistent with the Zoning Ordinance and
General Plan. There would be no impact to fand use goals or standards resulting from the project.

311 MINERAL RESOURCES:

L.ess Than

Potentiall ... ... .
‘ml:.’uiml Stpnificant L.ess Than
Would the proposal: - with Significant Ne Impact
Significany : ,
Mitigation Impact
Impact | Tt
Incorporated
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to M . )

the region and the residents of the state?

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally
mportant. mineral resource recovery  site 0 . a 2
delineated on a local general plan, specific - -
plan, or other land use plan?

. B R MPageofd6 B
10N 19-0808 E 32 of 84

|
"

30l



CUPLEAQOTVATET Tower, Gold HIVColora
Planning Commission/May 23, 2012
tnftind Study

Impact Discussion:

a) & b) No lmpact. The California Geological Survey (CGS) has not classified the project site
as being located in a Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ). The proposed project would not use or
extract any mineral or energy resources and would not restrict access to known mineral
FCSOUNCE areas.

Mitigation Measure: None required.

FINDING: No impacts to mineral resources are expected either directly or indirectly, For this
mineral resources category, there would be no impacts.

312 NOISE:

f.e85 Than

Potentiallf ™. g
Signtficant | Less Than
Would the proposal: G Y with Significant | No Impact
Significant ... . ; I
Impact Mitigation {mpact
Encorporated
a. ixposure of persons to or generation of
noise levels in  excess of standards
established in the local general plan or noisel [ i | ]
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
apenciey?

b.Exposure of persons to or gencration of
excessive ground borne vibration or ground, ) [ [ |
borne noise levels?

A substantial permanent increase in ambient
noise levels in the project vicinity above ] 0] (5 ]
levels existing without the project?

L)

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

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

f. For a project within the vicinity of a private
atrstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area toy
exeessive noise tevels?
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Impact Discussion:

The project site is located in an arca with limited agricultural uses. Noise lovels vary in the
praject area. Noise is expected to be limited to construction of the proposed factlity and
occasional use of the emergency generator. The proposed wireless communications facility is
unmanned and would not expose people at the factlity to noise levels.

a) & ¢} Less Than Significant Impact, Uses associated with this project would not create a
significant increase in ambient noise levels within or in proximity to the project site. The
potential use of onsite emergency standby generators would provide power until normal power is
restored. The use of standby generators will be shorl term in duration and will not create
signiticant impacts. An environmental noise analysis (Attachment 6) of decibel levels at each
nearby restdence’s property line and actual residence from project-refated noise sources,
including the onsite Emergency Backup Generator and HVAC systems, determined that potential
noise associated with the project would be substantially less than 11 Dorado County’s noise level
threshelds as specified in the El Dorado County Title 130 Zoning and Noise Ordinance, Chapter
130.37 - Noise Standards.

(b) No Impact. The proposed project would not include the development of fand uses that
would generate substantial ground-borne vibration or noise or use construction activities that
would have such effects. No structures are proposed that would require heavy footings where the
usc of heavy pile drivers would be required.

() Less Than Significant Impact. Construction activity on the site has the potential to
gencrate high noise levels on and adjacent to the project site intermittently during project
development activities. During construction, the ughest noise levels would result from operation
of heavy equipment, which can be expected to generate noige levels of between 85 to 90 decibels
(dBA) at a distance of 30 feet {rom the source. Noise levels will be reduced, however, by a factor
of six dBA with each doubling of distance from the noise source and by intervening topography.
Clonstruction noise activities related to projeet construction are temporary in nature and will be
far less than County noise thresholds at a distance of approximately 900 feet 10 the nearest oflfyite
residence. Consistent with County requirements, noise generaling construction activities will be
limited to daylime howrs between 7:00 am and 7:00 pm on weekdays and non-holidays, and 8:00
ant to 3:00 pim on weekends. Given the distance from the nearest off-sie residential structures,
construction noise is not expected to have a significant impact on nearby residences.
Furthermore, any such noise disturbance would be intermittent, short-term in nature and required
to be in complianee with County requirements. The impact would therefore be less than
significant.

¢) & f} No Impact. The project is located more than two miles from the nearest atrport or private
airstrip.

Mitigation Measure: None required.
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FINDING: As conditioned, and with adherence o County Code, no significant direet or indirect
mapacts to noise levels are expected either directly or indirectly. For this Noise category, the
thresholds of significance would not be exceeded,

313 HOUSING:

Less Thaa

Potentially] Sigailicant | Less Than
Would the proposal: Significant with Significant | No hapact
fmipact | Mitigation Inegract
Incorporated

a. Induce substantial population growth in an
arca, elther  directly  (for example, by
proposing new homes and businesses) of [ L L3 =
indirectly (for example, through extension of
roads or other infrastructure?

b. Displace substantial numbers of existing

housing, necessilating the construction off [ L LJ &
_replacenient housing slsewhere?
¢, Displace substantial numbers of people,

]
o

necessitating the construction of replacement 1 =

housing elsewhere?

Impact Discussion:

a) Neo Impact. The projeet would not affect the population of the area because no new parcels
would be created and no additional dwellings would be placed on the project site as a result of
this project.

by & ¢) No hnpact. The project would not displace individuals or housing. The project does
not require the extension of any infrastructure, such as roads, water, or sewer systems. Therefore,
the project would not induce substantial population growth o the project area.

Mitigation Measure: None required.

FINDING: The project would not displace housing. There would be no potential for a
significant fmpact dug 1o substantial growth either directly or indirectly. For this Population and
Housing category, the thresholds of significance would not be anticipated to be exceeded.
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3.14 PUBLIC SERVICES:

Less Than
Potentinlly i Significant | Less Than

Would the proposal: Significant with Significant | No Impact
bmpact Mitigzs tion ITmpact
[ncorporaied

a. Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts agsociated with
the provision of or need for new oy
physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause I I R4 L
significant environmental impacts, in orden ‘
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times, or other performance
objectives for any ol the public services?

b, Fire protection?
¢, Police Protection?

d. Schools?
e, Parks?

OO O OE

CHOE | L
C3 L1 CHLD
I EE|EO

1mpact Discussion:

a) - b) Less Than Significant Impact. The El Dorado County Fire Protection District
(District) currently provides emergency service {o the project parcel and had no comments or
concerns regarding this project. However, the parcel is located just outside District boundaries.
As the project could result in increased needs for fire protection services o the site, an Out of
Agency Service Agreement between AT&T and the District will be required as a condition of
approval to ensure adequate fire protection services will continue to be provided as needed. In
addition, the properly owner will be reguired to obtain approval of an annexation of the project
parcel into the District from the El Dorado Local Agency Formation Commission (Bl Dorado
LAFCO) within five years of project approval.

¢) No Impact. The proposal is not expected to result in an increase in demand for police
services because wireless communication facilities do not normally require such services.

d} No Impact, The communication facility is an unmanned facility and therefore will not result
in an increase in demand for school facilities in the area.

¢} No Impact. The communication facility is an unmanned facility and therefore will not creale
an increasc in park usage,

¢) No Impact. The communication facility is an unmanned facility and therefore will not require
other public services
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Mitigation Measure: None required.

FINDING: The project would not result in a significant increase of public services to the
project. For this Public Services category, impacts would be Tess than significant.

315 RECREATION:

Less Than

Potentinlly | Significant Less Than
Would the proposal: Significant with Significant | No lmpact
Impact Mitigation impact
Incorporated

a. Inerease the use of  existing
neighborhood and regional parks or
other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioraion off [} il O 4
the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

b. Include recreational facilities or requirg
the construction or  expansion  of
recreational facilities which might have; n " » 5
an  adverse physical elfect on the -
environment?

Impact Discussion:

1) & b) No Impact, The communication facility is an unmanned facility and therefore will not
create an increase in park vsage. No recreational facilities are proposed under this proposal and
none are located on the project site. No impacts on existing ov future recreational facilities would
ocer.

Mitigation Measure: None required.

FINDING: No significant impacts to open space or park faciliies would result as part of the
project. For this Recreation category, impacts would be less than significant.
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3.16 TRANSPORTATION/TRA¥FIC:

Less Than

Potentially | Significant Loess Than
Would the proposal: Significant with Significant | Mo Impact
Impact Mitigation fmpact
Incorporated

a.Cause an increase in traffic which i
substantial in relation to the existing
trallic load and capacity of the street
system (i.e., result in a substantial increase) O ., (54 i
in either the number of vehicle trips, the
volume to capacity ratio on roads, o
congestion at intersections)?

b Exceed, either individually Ol
cumulatively, a level of service standard
established by the county congestion [ [ &= [

management agency for designated roads
or highways?

¢.Result in a change in air traffic patferns,
ncluding either an increase in traffic
levels or a change in location that results
in substantial safcty risks?

d.Substantially increase hazards due to 4
design feature (e.g., sharp curves o
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e, farm equipment)?

e, Result in inadequate emergency access? I 0 O ]

f. Result in inadequate parking capacity? s

[
L]
B

g.Conflict with accepted policies, plans oy
programs supporting alternativy
transportation (c.g., bus turnouts, bicyele
racks)?

Impact Discussion:

Access to the facility will be provided by a 20-foot wide access driveway from Big Sky Ranch
Road.

(a) & (b} Less Than Sigoificant lmpact, The project area is raral residential and agricultural,
and there are low traffic volumes. The proposed wireless communication facility would
temporally generate additional vehicle traffic in the project area during construction activities.
This would be minor and would not have a significant impact on vehicular circulation in the
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project area, Once construction has been completed, traflic will return to pre-construction levels.
After construction activities have been completed, the project would require only one to two site
visits per month. This very low nwnber of vehicle tnps would not have any impact on existing
vehicular circulation in the project area.

(c) No Impact. ‘The project site is not located within an Airport Compatibility Zone.

(d} No Impact. The project design does not involve any sipgnificant modifications to Big Sky
Ranch Road, nor create any additional hazards of safety concerns.,

e} — (g) No Impact, Since the project 1s an unmanned facility and does not involve a substantial
number of vehicle irips, the project will not result in inadequate emergency aceess.

Mitigation Measure: None required, -

FINDING: The project would not exceed the thresholds for traffic identified within the General
Plan, For this Transportation/Trafiic category, the thresholds of significant would not be
exceeded and imipacts would be less than significant.
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317  TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES:

Would the project cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a
tribal culiural resource, defined in Fublic
Resources Code section 21074 as either a Less Than
site, feature, place, cultural landscape l:f"efil'ii*ll}’ Significant Less Than
that is geographically defined in terms of b']g;'li?:;;"t Mi::i:;i:‘i(xrz ngr::'?:;'“ No Impact
the size and scope of the landscape, | lncm-lgmramd E
sacred place, or object with cultural valuc

to a Caltfornia Native American tribe,
and this is:

a. Listed or eligthle for listing in the
California ~ Register  of  Historical
Resources, or in a local repister of & {il £ (%]
historical resources as defined in Public

b A resource determined by the lead agency,
in its  discretion  and  supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
gc(.))mo{. l;ubha: Resomcpa (_oclc %umn 0 - 0
5024.1. In apply the criteria set forth in
subdivision (¢) of the Public Resources
Code section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource
o a California Native American tribe,

Impact Discussion:

a) Less Than Significant Impact. The United Auburn Indian Community ol the Auburn
Rancheria (UAIC), the Wilton Rancherta, the Washoe Tribe of Nevada and Calitfornia, the Ione
Band of Miwok Indians, the Nashville-El Dorado Miwok, the T's1 Akim Maidu, and the Shingle
Springs Band of Miwok Indians were notified of the proposed project and given access to all
project documents. No other tribe had requested to be notified of the proposed projects for
consultation in the project area at the time. In response to requests from the UAIC and the
shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians, the Cultural Resources Search for the consultation was
received for this project. Pursuam to the Records Search, by the North Central Information
Center, the geographic area of the project sites are not known to contain any resources fsted or
eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources as designed in Public Resources Code section 5020.1¢k). or considered
significant by a California Native American tribe. The impact would be less than significant.
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b} Less Thaun Significant Impact. Sce discussion 4.17(a) — Tribal Cultural Resowrces.

Mitigation Measure: None required.

FINDING: No significant TCRs are known to exist on the project site. As a result, the proposed
project would not cause a substantial adverse change to a TCR and there would be a less than
significant impact.

318 UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS:

L.ess Than
Potentinlly | Significant | Less Than

Would the proposal: Significant with Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation tmpact
Incarporated
a. Ixceed wastewater treatment
requirements of the appheable Regionall O O O A

Water Quality Control Board?

b. Require or vesult in the construction of
new waler or waslewater treatment
facilitics or expansion of existingl [ [ Effl &
facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effecty?

¢. Require or result in the construction of
new storm waler drainage facilities og
expansion of  existing facilities, thel O C [ B
construction  of  which could  cause
signiticant environmental effects?

d. Have sufficient water supplies available

to scrve the project from  existing 7 0 0 5

entitlements and resources, or are new o

expanded entitlements needed?

Result in a determination by the

wastewater treatment provider which

serves or may serve the project that it hag = = " 5

adequale capacity to serve the projectss — | — |

projected  demand in addition to the
provider's existing commitments?

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the L] O G B
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

g. Comply with federal, state, and local
statutes, and regulations related to solid Jd il L B
waste?
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Impact Discussion:

(a) - g) No Impact. Implementation of the project would not require domestic water or
wastewater treatment, or solid waste facilities. It would not be in non-compliance with any
statutes or regulations relating to svlid waste, nor would it employ eguipment that would
introduce interference into any system, Thus, the project would have no impact on any utilities or
service systems,

Mitigation Measure: None reguired.

FINDING: No significant utility and service system impacts would be expected with the project,
either directly or indirectly. For this Utilities and Service Syslems category, the thresholds of
significance would not be exceeded.

3.19 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE (SECTION 15065):

Less Thao

Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the proposal: Significant with Significant No fmpact
Impact Mitigation Ympact

Incorporated

a. Have the potential 1o substantially
degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a
fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or
wildlife population to drop below self
sustaining levels, threaten to climinate ] = - A
a plant or animal communmty, reduce
the number or restrict the range of 4
rare or endangered plant or animal o
gliminate important examples of the
major periods of California history or
prehistory?

b. Have impacts that are ndividoally
limited, but cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively considerable”™ means
that the incremental elfecis of a project
are  considerable when viewed in
connection with the effects of past
projects, the effects of other cumrent
projects and the effects of probable
{utwre projects)?
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Less Than
Votentially | Significant Less Than
Would the proposal: Significant with Significant | No lmpact
fmpaci Mitigation Impsct
Incorporated

. Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, eithey L [ & N
directly or indirectly?

L

Impact Discussion:

a4)  Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated, With the implementation of
mitigation measures included in this lnitial Study, the proposcd project would not degrade the
quality of the environment; result in an adverse impact on fish, wildlife, or plant species
inchuding special status specles, or prehistoric or historie cultural resowces. Prehistoric or
historic cultural resources would not be adversely affected because no archeological or historic
resources are known 1o exist in the project area and project implementation includes following
appropriate procedures for avoliding or preserving artifacts or human remains should they be
uneovered during project excavation.

b} Less Than Significant Impact. There are no identified impacts that are individualty
Himited, but cumulatively considerable. Past, current, and probable future projects in the vicinity
of the project site were reviewed (o determine if any additional cumulative impacts may occur
with the approval of this project. A two-mile radius was used in determining cumulative impacis.
No cumulative impacts were discovered,

¢} Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. There have been no impacts
discovered through the review of this application demonstrating that there would be substantial
adverse effects on human beings either directly or indirectly. Howaver, the proposed project has
the potential to cause both temporary and future impacts 1o the area by project-related impacts
relating to air, biological resowrces, and cultural resources. With implementation of mitigation
measures included in this Initial Study, these impacts would be effectively mitigated to a less
than significant leve],
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Attachment 2 - COVERAGE MAP
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COLLOCATION OPTIONS

There is one SBA tower located at the top of a ridge at 1242 Oro Loma Road. However, it is
partially dismantled to approximately 50’ and located in very close vicinity to an existing
residential building on a residentially-zoned parcel. Furthermore, AT&T’s RAN engineer required
antennas at a height of 100’ in order to meet AT&T’s coverage objectives. At this location, there
would be increased visual impacts from the nearest public rights-of-ways due to the required height
in combination with the existing elevation. Lastly, the required height would place the tower
directly adjacent to the existing out building on the parcel.

SBA Tower, 1242 Oro Loma Road
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Ground Equipment for SBA Tower, 1242 Oro Loma Road
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Attachment 4 - ALTERNATIVE SITES ANALYSIS

ALTERNATIVE SITES ANALYSIS
AT&T MOBILITY

Z":'I'q L L :U 9l !‘_ i .;
Site Name:  CVL0330 Lotus Road PL A \ CCE IVYED
Location: 5621 Big Sky Ranch Road, Placerville, CA 95667 TTRIEMNG BER L TME] i7
APN: 089-010-751
Introduction

AT&T Mobility strives to minimize visual and noise impacts for each facility and seeks to
incorporate ways to preserve the local community character to the greatest extent feasible at all
stages of site selection and design process. Part of this involves seeking properties in areas with
substandard wireless coverage that provide the ability to meet community needs, zoning
standards, and engineering requirements.

In identifying the location of a new wireless telecommunication facility to fulfill the above
referenced service objectives a variety of factors are evaluated. These factors include:

e A willing landlord;

e Compliance with local zoning requirements;

e Satisfaction of the radiofrequency coverage need; and

e Constructability, including available utilities and road access.

Colocation Opportunities Investigated

The first step is always to seek existing structures that would allow for colocation instead of
needing to construct a brand-new facility.

Approximately 1.1 miles away from the proposed facility, there is a 55 ft. tall slimline pole,
owned by SBA Towers, located at 1242 Oro Loma Road. This facility is located up on a hill and
located next to an existing residence. Furthermore, the tower itself is not fenced or enclosed in
anyway. The addition of AT&T equipment would require the addition of land for it required
ground equipment.

Furthermore, though existing trees provide some screening for the 55-ft. tall SBA Tower, the
required height by AT&T’s radio frequency engineer at this location entails doubling the height
of the facility and providing a larger visual impact than at the original proposed location at 5621
Big Sky Ranch Road, Placerville, CA 95667.

Lastly, due to the terrain of AT&T’s targeted search area and its objectives in reaching the
southern portions of Coloma, the proposed facility must be approximately 120 ft. tall and placed
closer to the hills of Marshall Gold Discovery State Historic Park.

Due to the limitations of space, lack of required height, visual impact, and inability to cover
southern Coloma, the SBA Tower was eliminated as a possible colocation opportunity.
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Photo of Existing SBA Ground Equipment
' » b i Foem . .
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Additional Sites Investigated
Willing landlords in the search area were scarce. Additionally, due to the prevalence of private

roads—the majority of the search area is bounded by Lotus Road, Cold Springs Road, and Gold
Hill Road—Ilegal access routes are difficult to obtain. Although one interested landlord may have
been identified, the subsequent access easement negotiations consistently failed due to an
unresponsive or unwilling property owner along the route.

Name: Toney

Address: 1820 Pet Rock Road, Placerville, CA 95667
APN: 317-030-12-100

Coordinates: 38.750959, -120.904475

Zone: RA20

Parcel Size: 24.32 acres

Alternative Site (Toney) Map

©

This property was a large hilltop parcel with no residences in the nearby vicinity. Though the
property owner was interested, no access agreement could be negotiated to get to the potential
facility location. Additionally, the potential location is up on a hill and completely undeveloped.
This necessitates a widened access road, turnarounds and turnouts for fire compliance, and a
retaining wall for the tower itself. The construction costs, which includes bringing power to the
site, would require a grading plan, the addition of overhead power poles to the potential site, and
more disturbance to the land than the proposed candidate at 5621 Big Sky Ranch Road,
Placerville, CA 95667.

During investigation of locations in the southern half of the search area, AT&T’s radio frequency

engineer ultimately requested a location further north of Gold Hill Road in order to cover the
southern portions of Coloma.
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Name: Glenn

Address: 1320 Rancho Vista Road, Placerville, CA 95667
APN: 089-120-05-100

Coordinates: 38.756780, -120.911794

Zone: RE-5

Parcel Size:  11.00 acres

Alternative Site (Glenn) Map

Q‘J

Though the property owner was interested, no access agreement could be negotiated to get to the
potential facility location. Additionally, the potential location is up on a hill, which necessitates a
widened access road, turnarounds and turnouts, and a retaining wall for the tower itself.

Furthermore, this potential candidate was less appealing than the Toney parcel above because of
the proximity to existing residences along Rancho Vista Lane.

During investigation of locations in the southern half of the search area, AT&T’s radio frequency

engineer ultimately requested a location further north of Gold Hill Road in order to cover the
southern portions of Coloma.
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Name: David Girard Vineyards

Address: 741 Cold Springs Road, Placerville, Ca 95667
APN: 089-030-23-100

Coordinates: 38.778492, -120.890131

Zone: RE-10

Parcel Size:  41.52 acres

Alternative Site (Girard) Map

@

This potential candidate was promising due to the commercial use of the parcel; however, the
majority of the parcel sits within a basin/valley that would require additional height added to the
AT&T radio frequency engineer’s originally requested 120 ft. Furthermore, AT&T investigated
the office building and parking lot of the Vineyards. However, there was not enough space to site
a new freestanding facility without the removal of at least two (2) parking spaces. Lastly, all
active vineyard locations were eliminated due to the loss of farmable land and access road
improvements needed.

Conclusion

After an exhaustive search for potential sites and co-location possibilities and a review of the
applicable zoning laws, the proposed site at 5621 Big Sky Ranch Road, Placerville, CA 95667
(APN 089-010-751) was selected because it is the best available and least intrusive candidate to
improve service to the area and to meet the wireless coverage objective in the area lacking
coverage along this particular portion of El Dorado County.
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Photosimulation of the view looking northwest from the nearest point along Thompson Hill Road.
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Environmental Noise Analysis
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Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc.

Introduction

The Lotus Road AT&T Wireless Unmanned Telecommunications Facility Project (project)
proposes the installation of cellular equipment within a fenced lease area located at 5621 Big
Sky Ranch Road in Placerville (El Dorado County), California. The externally mounted HVAC
unit of the pre-manufactured walk-in cabinet and emergency diese! standby generator have
been identified as the primary noise sources associated with the project. Please see Figure 1
for the project site location. The studied site design is dated May 3, 2018.

Bollard Acoustical Consultants, Inc. has been contracted by Complete Wireless Consulting, Inc.
to complete an environmental noise assessment regarding the proposed project cellular
equipment operations. Specifically, the following addresses daily noise production and
exposure associated with operation of the project emergency generator and external HVAC
equipment.

Please refer to Appendix A for definitions of acoustical terminology used in this report.
Appendix B illustrates common noise levels associated with various sources.

Criteria for Acceptable Noise Exposure

El Dorado County General Plan Noise Element

The El Dorado County General Plan Noise Element establishes noise level criteria for
acceptable noise exposure at noise-sensitive land uses due to non-transportation noise
sources.

Table 1
Noise Level Performance Standards for Noise-Sensitive Land Uses
Affected by Non-Transportation Sources
(Table 6-2 of El Dorado County General Plan Noise Element)

Daytime Evening Night
7am. -7 p.m. 7p.m.—10 p.m. 10 p.m. -7 a.m.
Noise Level Descriptor | Community Rural Community Rural Community Rural
Hourly Leq, dB 55 50 50 45 45 40
Maximum Level, dB 70 60 60 55 55 50

Notes:

-Each of the noise levels specified above shall be lowered by five dB for simple tone noises, noises consisting primarily of
speech or music, or for recurring impulsive noises. These noise level standards do not apply to residential units established in
conjunction with industrial or commercial uses (e.g., caretaker dwellings).

-The County can impose noise level standards which are up to 5 dB less than those specified above based upon
determination of existing low ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project site.

-In Community areas the exterior noise leve! standard shall be applied to the property line of the receiving property.

-In Rural Areas the exterior noise level standard shall be applied at a point 100 away from the residence. The above
standards shall be measured only on property containing a noise sensitive land use as defined in Objective 6.5.1. This
measurement standard may be amended to provide for measurement at the boundary of a recorded noise easement between
all effected property owners and approved by the County.

Environmental Noise Analysis

Lotus Road Cellular Facility

Placerville, (El Dorado County), California
Page 1
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Because the project parcel and adjacent parcels are in a rural area, the rural noise standards
shown in Table 1 have been applied to project equipment noise exposure and assessed at a
point 100 feet away from the nearest noise-sensitive receptor (residence).

Project Noise Generation

As discussed previously, there are two project noise sources which are considered in this
evaluation; the externally mounted HVAC unit and the emergency generator. The evaluation of
potential noise impacts associated with the operation of each noise source is evaluated
separately as follows:

HVAC Equipment Noise Source and Reference Noise Level

The project proposes the installation of pre-manufactured walk-in cabinet equipped with one (1)
external HVAC unit within the lease area illustrated on Figure 1. According to the information
obtained from the client, the project proposes one 4-ton HVAC unit (Marvair ComPac | Model
AVPA42ACA). Based on reference noise level data obtained from the manufacturer, this
specific HVAC unit model has a reference noise level of 60 dB at a distance of 30 feet. The
manufacturer's noise level data specification sheet for the proposed units are provided as
Appendix C.

Generator Noise Source and Reference Noise Level

A Polar Power, Inc. Model 8340Y-3TNV88-001 (15 kW) diesel generator equipped with the 88-
25-0603 enclosure is proposed for use at this facility to maintain cellular service during
emergency power outages. Noise exposure from the proposed generator is expected to be 64
dB at a distance of 23 feet from the equipment. The manufacturer's noise level data
specification sheet is provided as Appendix D.

The generator which is proposed at this site would only operate during emergencies (power
outages) and brief daytime periods for periodic maintenance/lubrication. According to the
project applicant, testing of the generator would occur twice per month, during daytime hours,
for a duration of approximately 15 minutes. The emergency generator would only operate at
night during power outages. It is expected that nighttime operation of the project emergency
generator would be exempt from the County’s exterior noise exposure criteria due to the need
for continuous cellular service provided by the project equipment.

Predicted Facility Noise Levels at Nearest Noise-Sensitive Receptor

As indicated in Figure 1, the project equipment lease area maintains a separation of
approximately 900 feet from the nearest noise-sensitive receptor (residence), identified as
receiver 1 on Figure 1. Assuming standard spherical spreading loss (-6 dB per doubling of
distance), project-equipment noise exposure at the closest receiver was calculated and the
results of those calculations are presented in Table 2.

Environmental Noise Analysis

Lotus Road Cellular Facility

Placerville, (El Dorado County), California
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Table 2
Summary of Project-Related Noise Exposure at Nearest Noise-Sensitive Receptor
Lotus Road AT&T Wireless Telecommunications Facility Project

Predicted Equipment Noise Levels, dBA
Nearest Distance from Cellular
Receiver! Equipment, feet? HVAC Unit (Leg) Generator {Lmax)
1 900 33 32
Notes:

1 Receiver location is shown on Figure 1.
2 As indicated in the El Dorado County General Plan, the predicted equipment noise levels were assessed at a point 100 feet
away from the nearest residence (receiver 1).

Because the HVAC unit could potentially be in operation during nighttime hours, the operation of
the HVAC unit would be subject to the County’s nighttime noise level standard of 40 dB Leq. As
shown in Table 2, the predicted HVAC unit noise level of 33 dB Leq at the nearest noise-
sensitive receptor (residence) would satisfy the El Dorado County 40 dB Leq nighttime noise
level standard. As a result, no further consideration of noise mitigation measures would be
warranted for this aspect of the project.

Because the project generator would only operate during daytime hours for brief periods
required for testing and maintenance, the operation of the generator would be subject to the
County’s daytime noise level standard of 60 dB Lmax. As indicated in Table 2, the predicted
generator noise level of 32 dB Lmax at the nearest residence would satisfy the El Dorado County
60 dB Lmax daytime noise level standard by a wide margin. As a result, no further consideration
of noise mitigation measures would be warranted for this aspect of the project.

Conclusions

Based on the equipment noise level data and analyses presented above, project-related
equipment noise exposure is expected to satisfy the applicable EI Dorado County noise
exposure limits at the closest noise-sensitive receiver. As a result, no additional noise
mitigation measures would be warranted for this project.

This concludes our environmental noise assessment for the proposed Lotus Road Cellular
Facility in Placerville (El Dorado County), California. Please contact BAC at (916) 663-0500 or
paulb@bacnoise.com with any questions or requests for additional information.
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Appendix A

Acoustical Terminology

Acoustics
Ambient
Noise
Attenuation
A-Weighting

Decibel or dB

CNEL

Frequency

Ldn

Leq
Lmax

Loudness

Masking
Noise

Peak Noise
RTe

Sabin

SEL
Threshold

of Hearing

Threshold
of Pain

The science of sound.

The distinctive acoustical characteristics of a given space consisting of all noise sources
audible at that location. In many cases, the term ambient is used to describe an existing
or pre-project condition such as the setting in an environmental noise study.

The reduction of an acoustic signal.

A frequency-response adjustment of a sound level meter that conditions the output signal
to approximate human response.

Fundamental unit of sound, A Bell is defined as the logarithm of the ratio of the sound
pressure squared over the reference pressure squared. A Decibel is one-tenth of a Bell.

Community Noise Equivalent Level. Defined as the 24-hour average noise level with
noise occurring during evening hours (7 - 10 p.m.) weighted by a factor of three and
nighttime hours weighted by a factor of 10 prior to averaging.

The measure of the rapidity of alterations of a periodic signal, expressed in cycles per
second or hertz.

Day/Night Average Sound Level. Similar to CNEL but with no evening weighting.
Equivalent or energy-averaged sound level.

The highest root-mean-square (RMS) sound level measured over a given period of time.
A subjective term for the sensation of the magnitude of sound.

The amount (or the process) by which the threshold of audibility is for one sound is raised
by the presence of another (masking) sound.

Unwanted sound.

The level corresponding to the highest (not RMS) sound pressure measured over a given
period of time. This term is often confused with the Maximum level, which is the highest
RMS level.

The time it takes reverberant sound to decay by 60 dB once the source has been
removed.

The unit of sound absorption. One square foot of material absorbing 100% of incident
sound has an absorption of 1 sabin.

A rating, in decibels, of a discrete event, such as an aircraft flyover or train passby, that
compresses the total sound energy of the event into a 1-s time period.

The lowest sound that can be perceived by the human auditory system, generally
considered to be 0 dB for persons with perfect hearing.

Approximately 120 dB above the threshold of hearing.

A} BOLLARD
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Appendix B

Typical A-Weighted Sound Levels of Common Noise Sources
Decibel Scale (dBA)*
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Appendix C
Marvair
156 Seedling Drive
Cordele, Georgia 31015
229-273-8058
Distance From Marvair Sound Data for the ComPac I and Il Air Conditioners (dBA)
Unit (Feet)  AVPA24ACA AVPA30HPA AVPA36ACA AVPA42ACA AVPA48ACA AVPABOACA AVPA72ACA
5 66 69 70 70 72 73 69
10 61 67 66 66 68 70 64
20 56 63 62 62 63 65 60
30 53 61 58 60 61 63 58
40 _ 51 59 56 59 58 61 56
50 50 57 55 57 57 60 55
60 . 49 56 53 56 56 58 53
70 57
80 56

Notes: (1) Test Date: March 1-30, 2011
(2) Background Sound Level: 30 to 33 dBA

A Division of AIRXCEL, Inc.
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Appendix D
POWER .
Type of Test Sound Test Serial No. n/a
Test No. 080415 Controller serial No. n/a
Generator model 8340Y-3TNV88-001 (15kW) Dicsel Obscrver PY/IB
Enclosure modcl 88-25-0603 Date 6 Jun. 2015

Sound Pressure Levels in dB(A)

Frequency Spectrum Levels
Position (iveralll Center Frequency (Hz)
eve 315 63 125 250 500 1000 | 2000 | 4000 | 8000
1 64.4 - 453 49.5 514 50.5 49.8 46.5 44.1 38.2
2 65.1 - 47.2 48.4 499 49.1 46.8 46.1 454 38.6
3 63.8 - 44 4 48.2 48.0 49.7 47.6 46.0 46.5 38.6
4 63.9 - 44.8 48.1 459 50.4 48.7 47.2 46.8 40.0
5 64.7 - 45.0 48.0 48.7 509 49.9 46.6 46.9 40.7
6 63.8 - 44.4 47.7 48.5 49.9 49,1 46.7 47.2 40.9
7 64.7 - 443 48.2 46.6 49.9 48.5 46.6 46.2 39.2
8 64.5 - 46.0 47.1 46.4 49.6 48.3 46.9 46.2 40.5
Averagg 64.4 - 45.2 48.1 48.2 50.0 48.6 46.6 46.2 39.6
®
4 2
A
( ) Exhaust Alternator
—® End @
y
6 8
@
Notes:

Generator operating at full rated load

Generator configuration includes quiet exhaust system

All measurement positions are 7 m (23 ft.) from center of generator set and 1 m (3.3 f.) height

Test conducted outside on an asphalt surface, temperature 72°F, humidity 69%, wind 12 mph, barometer 29.65 inHg.
Meter used - Phonic PAA2, Serial No. OGAOH80208

50 o~ B9 [ 2
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Radio Frequency — Electromagnetic Energy
(RF-EME) Compliance Report

=

Site No. CVL00330 _‘__::,. f
MRSFR007437 g m &

Lotus Road o rc_) o

5621 Big Sky Ranch Road VE -5
Placerville, California 95667 oM =
El Dorado County g‘“ '::
38.780738; -120.900953 NADS83 z o

Monotree

The proposed AT&T installation will be in compliance with FCC regulations
upon proper installation of recommended signage.

EBI Project No. 6218004405
June 13,2018

Prepared for:

AT&T Mobility, LLC
c/o Complete Wireless Consulting Inc
2009 V St
Sacramento, California 95818-1729

Prepared by:

W EBI Consulting

environmental | engineering | due diligence
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RF-EME Compliance Report USID No. 203520 Site No. CVL00330
EBI Project No. 6218004405 5621 Big Sky Ranch Road, Placerville, California

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Purpose of Report

EnviroBusiness Inc. (dba EBI Consulting) has been contracted by AT&T Mobility, LLC to conduct radio
frequency electromagnetic (RF-EME) modeling for AT&T Site CVL00330 located at 5621 Big Sky Ranch
Road in Placerville, California to determine RF-EME exposure levels from proposed AT&T wireless
communications equipment at this site. As described in greater detail in Section 1.0 of this report, the
Federal Communications Commission (FCC) has developed Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE)
Limits for general public exposures and occupational exposures. This report summarizes the results of
RF-EME  modeling in relation to relevant FCC RF-EME compliance standards for limiting human
exposure to RF-EME fields.

This report contains a detailed summary of the RF EME analysis for the site, including the following:

= Site Plan with antenna locations
=  Graphical representation of theoretical MPE fields based on modeling
= Graphical representation of recommended signage and/or barriers

This document addresses the compliance of AT&T’s transmitting facilities independently and in relation
to all collocated facilities at the site.

Statement of Compliance

A site is considered out of compliance with FCC regulations if there are areas that exceed the FCC
exposure limits and there are no RF hazard mitigation measures in place. Any carrier which has an
installation that contributes more than 5% of the applicable MPE must participate in mitigating these RF
hazards.

As presented in the sections below, based on worst-case predictive modeling, there are no modeled
exposures on any accessible ground walking/working surface related to ATT's proposed antennas that
exceed the FCC’s occupational and/or general public exposure limits at this site.

As such, the proposed AT&T installation is in compliance with FCC regulations upon proper installation
of recommended signage and/or barriers.

AT&T Recommended Signage/Compliance Plan

AT&T’'s RF Exposure: Responsibilities, Procedures & Guidelines document, dated October 28, 2014,
requires that:

I. Al sites must be analyzed for RF exposure compliance;
2. All sites must have that analysis documented; and
3. All sites must have any necessary signage and barriers installed.

Site compliance recommendations have been developed based upon protocols presented in AT&T’s RF
Exposure: Responsibilities, Procedures & Guidelines document, dated October 28, 2014, additional
guidance provided by AT&T, EBI's understanding of FCC and OSHA requirements, and common
industry practice. Barrier locations have been identified (when required) based on guidance presented in
AT&T’s RF Exposure: Responsibilities, Procedures & Guidelines document, dated October 28, 2014.

EBI Consulting ¢ 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
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The following signage is recommended at this site:

= Yellow CAUTION 2B sign posted at the base of the monotree climbing ladder.
The signage proposed for installation at this site complies with AT&T’s RF Exposure: Responsibilities,
Procedures & Guidelines document and therefore complies with FCC and OSHA requirements. Barriers

are not recommended on this site. More detailed information concerning site compliance
recommendations is presented in Section 4.0 and Appendix B of this report.

EBI Consulting ¢ 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
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1.0 FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION (FCC) REQUIREMENTS

The FCC has established Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limits for human exposure to
Radiofrequency Electromagnetic (RF-EME) energy fields, based on exposure limits recommended by the
National Council on Radiation Protection and Measurements (NCRP) and, over a wide range of
frequencies, the exposure limits developed by the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, Inc.
(IEEE) and adopted by the American National Standards Institute (ANSI) to replace the 1982 ANSI
guidelines. Limits for localized absorption are based on recommendations of both ANSI/IEEE and NCRP.

The FCC guidelines incorporate two separate tiers of exposure limits that are based upon
occupational/controlled exposure limits (for workers) and general public/uncontrolled exposure limits
for members of the general public.

Occupationallcontrolled exposure limits apply to situations in which persons are exposed as a
consequence of their employment and in which those persons who are exposed have been made fully
aware of the potential for exposure and can exercise control over their exposure. Occupational/
controlled exposure limits also apply where exposure is of a transient nature as a result of incidental
passage through a location where exposure levels may be above general public/uncontrolled limits (see
below), as long as the exposed person has been made fully aware of the potential for exposure and can
exercise control over his or her exposure by leaving the area or by some other appropriate means.

General publicluncontrolled exposure limits apply to situations in which the general public may be
exposed or in which persons who are exposed as a consequence of their employment may not be made
fully aware of the potential for exposure or cannot exercise control over their exposure. Therefore,
members of the general public would always be considered under this category when exposure is not
employment-related, for example, in the case of a telecommunications tower that exposes persons in a
nearby residential area.

Table | and Figure | (below), which are included within the FCC’s OET Bulletin 65, summarize the MPE
limits for RF emissions. These limits are designed to provide a substantial margin of safety. They vary by
frequency to take into account the different types of equipment that may be in operation at a particular
facility and are “time-averaged” limits to reflect different durations resulting from controlled and
uncontrolled exposures.

The FCC’s MPEs are measured in terms of power (mWV) over a unit surface area (cm2). Known as the
power density, the FCC has established an occupational MPE of 5 milliwatts per square centimeter
(mW/cm?) and an uncontrolled MPE of | mW/cm?2 for equipment operating in the 1900 MHz frequency
range. For the AT&T equipment operating at 850 MHz, the FCC’s occupational MPE is 2.83 mW/cm?
and an uncontrolled MPE of 0.57 mW/cm?2. For the AT&T equipment operating at 700 MHz, the FCC's
occupational MPE is 2.33 mW/em? and an uncontrolled MPE of 0.47 mW/cm?2. These limits are
considered protective of these populations.

Table I: Limits for Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE)

(A) Limits for OccupationalfConi:ralled Exposuré

Averaging Time

Frequency Range Electric Field Magnetic Field ;
(MHz) Strength (E) Strength (H) P°“;f;3‘f::;§)" ®)| B (HT, or S
(Vim) (Alm) (minutes)
03-3.0 614 1.63 (100)* 6
3.0-30 1842/f 4.89/f (900/F)* 6
30-300 61.4 0.163 1.0 6
300-1,500 -- - /300 6

EBI Consulting ¢ 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ [.800.786.2346
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Table I: Limits for Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE)

(A) Limits for Occupational/Controlled Exposure
Frequency Range Electric Field Magnetic Field . Averaging Time
(MHz) | Strength(E) | Strength (H) P°“;en';\?v‘;':§:§§ ®) | [EF, [HF, or S
(V/im) (Alm) (minutes)
1,500-100,000 -- -- 5 6
(B) Limits for General Public/Uncontrolled Exposure
Frequency Range Electric Field Magnetic Field : S Averaging Time
(MHz) Strength (E) Strength (H) P°“2em"37:;'_§; ®)| e, [HL or S
(Vim) ; (A/m) (minutes)
0.3-1.34 614 1.63 (100)* 30
1.34-30 824/f 2.197F (180/* 30
30-300 27.5 0.073 0.2 30
300-1,500 - -- /1,500 30
1,500-100,000 -- -- 1.0 30

f = Frequency in (MHz)
* Plane-wave equivalent power density

Figure 1, FCC Limits for Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE)
Plane-wave Equivalent Power Density
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Based on the above, the most restrictive thresholds for exposures of unlimited duration to RF energy
for several personal wireless services are summarized below:

Personal Wireless Service | /APProximate | Occupational Public MPE
Frequency MPE

Personal Communication (PCS) 1,950 MHz 5.00 mW/cm* 1.00 mW/cm?

Cellular Telephone 870 MHz 2.90 mW/cm? 0.58 mW/cm’

Specialized Mobile Radio 855 MHz 2.85 mW/cm? 0.57 mW/cm*

Long Term Evolution (LTE) 700 MHz 2.33 mW/em* 0.47 mW/cm*

Most Restrictive Freq, Range 30-300 MHz 1.00 mW/cm?® 0.20 mW/cm*

MPE limits are designed to provide a substantial margin of safety. These limits apply for continuous
exposures and are intended to provide a prudent margin of safety for all persons, regardless of age,
gender, size, or health.

EBIl Consulting ¢ 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
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Personal Communication (PCS) facilities used by AT&T in this area operate within a frequency range of
700-1900 MHz. Facilities typically consist of: 1) electronic transceivers (the radios or cabinets)
connected to wired telephone lines; and 2) antennas that send the wireless signals created by the
transceivers to be received by individual subscriber units (PCS telephones). Transceivers are typically
connected to antennas by coaxial cables.

Because of the short wavelength of PCS services, the antennas require line-of-site paths for good
propagation, and are typically installed above ground level. Antennas are constructed to concentrate
energy towards the horizon, with as little energy as possible scattered towards the ground or the sky.
This design, combined with the low power of PCS facilities, generally results in no possibility for
exposure to approach Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) levels, with the exception of areas directly
in front of the antennas.

2.0 ATE&T RF EXPOSURE PoOLICY REQUIREMENTS

AT&T’s RF Exposure: Responsibilities, Procedures & Guidelines document, dated October 28, 2014,
requires that:

I. All sites must be analyzed for RF exposure compliance;
2. All sites must have that analysis documented; and
3. All sites must have any necessary signage and barriers installed.

Pursuant to this guidance, worst-case predictive modeling was performed for the site. This modeling is
described below in Section 3.0. Lastly, based on the modeling and survey data, EBl has produced a
Compliance Plan for this site that outlines the recommended signage and barriers. The recommended
Compliance Plan for this site is described in Section 4.0.

3.0 WORST-CASE PREDICTIVE MODELING

In accordance with AT&T’s RF Exposure policy, EBI performed theoretical modeling using RoofView®
software to estimate the worst-case power density at the site ground-level resulting from operation of
the antennas. RoofView® is a widely-used predictive modeling program that has been developed by
Richard Tell Associates to predict both near field and far field RF power density values for roof-top and
tower telecommunications sites produced by vertical collinear antennas that are typically used in the
cellular, PCS, paging and other communications services. The models utilize several operational
specifications for different types of antennas to produce a plot of spatially-averaged power densities that
can be expressed as a percentage of the applicable exposure limit.

For this report, EBI utilized antenna and power data provided by AT&T, and compared the resultant
worst-case MPE levels to the FCC's occupational/controlled exposure limits outlined in OET Bulletin 65.
For this report, EBI utilized antenna and power data provided by AT&T and compared the resultant
worst-case MPE levels to the FCC’s occupational/controlled exposure limits outlined in OET Bulletin 65.
The assumptions used in the modeling are based upon information provided by AT&T and information
gathered from other sources. There are no other wireless carriers with equipment installed at this site.

Based on worst-case predictive modeling, there are no modeled exposures on any accessible ground
walking/working surface related to ATT's proposed antennas that exceed the FCC’s occupational and/or
general public exposure limits at this site.

At the nearest walking/working surfaces to the AT&T antennas, the maximum power density generated

by the AT&T antennas is approximately 5.50 percent of the FCC'’s general public limit (1.10 percent of

the FCC's occupational limit). The composite exposure level from all carriers on this site is

approximately 5.50 percent of the FCC’s general public limit (1.10 percent of the FCC’s occupational
EBI Consulting ¢ 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
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limit) at the nearest walking/working surface to each antenna. Based on worst-case predictive modeling,
there are no areas at ground level related to the proposed AT&T antennas that exceed the FCC'’s
occupational or general public exposure limits at this site. At ground level, the maximum power density
generated by the antennas is approximately 5.50 percent of the FCC'’s general public limit (1.10 percent
of the FCC'’s occupational limit).

A graphical representation of the RoofView® modeling results is presented in Appendix B. It should be
noted that RoofView® is not suitable for modeling microwave dish antennas; however, these units are
designed for point-to-point operations at the elevations of the installed equipment rather than ground-
level coverage. Based on AT&T’s RF Exposure: Responsibilities, Procedures & Guidelines document,
dated October 28, 2014, microwave antennas are considered compliant if they are higher than 20 feet
above any accessible walking/working surface. There are no microwaves installed at this site.

EBI Consulting ¢ 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ [.800.786.2346
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4.0 RECOMMENDED SIGNAGE/COMPLIANCE PLAN

Signs are the primary means for control of access to areas where RF exposure levels may potentially
exceed the MPE. As presented in the AT&T guidance document, the signs must:

Be posted at a conspicuous point;

Be readily visible; and

The table below presents the signs that may be used for AT&T installations.

Be posted at the appropriate locations;

Make the reader aware of the potential risks prior to entering the affected area.

Informational Signs Alerting Signs
INFO 1| R
NOTICE | NOTICE2
INFO 2 ((‘j’))
A cauTion
CAUTION |
= atat INFC:3 o SR
oo e s
CAUTION | - CAUTION 2 -
ROOFTOP ROOFTOP
A\ CAUTION |
INFO 4 e
E CAUTION - —_———
E TOWER WARNING

EBI Consulting ¢ 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ 1.800.786.2346
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Based upon protocols presented in AT&T’s RF Exposure: Responsibilities, Procedures & Guidelines
document, dated October 28, 2014, and additional guidance provided by AT&T, the following signage is
recommended on the site:

= Yellow CAUTION 2B sign posted at the base of the monotree climbing ladder.

No barriers are required for this site. Barriers should be constructed of weather-resistant plastic or
wood fencing. Barriers may consist of railing, rope, chain, or weather-resistant plastic if no other types
are permitted or are feasible. Painted stripes should only be used as a last resort and only in regions
where there is little chance of snowfall. If painted stripes are selected as barriers, it is recommended
that the stripes and signage be illuminated. The signage and any barriers are graphically represented in
the Signage Plan presented in Appendix B.

5.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

EBl has prepared this Radiofrequency Emissions Compliance Report for the proposed AT&T
telecommunications equipment at the site located at 5621 Big Sky Ranch Road in Placerville, California.

EBI has conducted theoretical modeling to estimate the worst-case power density from AT&T antennas
to document potential MPE levels at this location and ensure that site control measures are adequate to
meet FCC and OSHA requirements, as well as AT&T’s corporate RF safety policies. As presented in the
preceding sections, based on worst-case predictive modeling, there are no modeled exposures on any
accessible ground walking/working surface related to ATT’s proposed antennas that exceed the FCC'’s
occupational and/or general public exposure limits at this site.

Signage is recommended at the site as presented in Section 4.0 and Appendix B. Posting of the signage
brings the site into compliance with FCC rules and regulations and AT&T’s corporate RF safety policies.

6.0 LIMITATIONS

This report was prepared for the use of AT&T Mobility, LLC to meet requirements outlined in AT&T’s
corporate RF safety guidelines. It was performed in accordance with generally accepted practices of
other consultants undertaking similar studies at the same time and in the same locale under like
circumstances. The conclusions provided by EBI are based solely on the information provided by the
client. The observations in this report are valid on the date of the investigation. Any additional
information that becomes available concerning the site should be provided to EBI so that our
conclusions may be revised and modified, if necessary. This report has been prepared in accordance
with Standard Conditions for Engagement and authorized proposal, both of which are integral parts of
this report. No other warranty, expressed or implied, is made.

EBI Consulting ¢ 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ [.800.786.2346

19-0808 E 79 of 84



CUP 18-0007 (AT&T Gold Hill/Coloma) Initial Study
Attachment 7- RADIO FREQUENCY EMISSIONS REPORT

RF-EME Compliance Report USID No. 203520 Site No. CVL00330
EBI Project No. 6218004405 5621 Big Sky Ranch Road, Placerville, California

Appendix A

Personnel Certifications
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Reviewed and Approved by:

sealed 14jun2018

Michael McGuire
Electrical Engineer

Note that EBI’s scope of work is limited to an evaluation of the Radio Frequency — Electromagnetic Energy (RF-
EME) field generated by the antennas and broadcast equipment noted in this report. The engineering and design of
the structure, as well as the impact of the antennas and broadcast equipment on the structural integrity of the
structure, are specifically excluded from EBI’s scope of work.

EBI Consulting

19-0808 E 81 of 84



CUP 18-0007 (AT&T Gold Hill/Coloma) Initial Study
Attachment 7- RADIO FREQUENCY EMISSIONS REPORT

RF-EME Compliance Report USID No. 203520 Site No. CVL00330
EBI Project No. 6218004405 5621 Big Sky Ranch Road, Placerville, California

Preparer Certification
I, David Keirstead, state that:

= | am an employee of EnviroBusiness Inc. (d/b/a EBI Consulting), which provides RF-EME safety
and compliance services to the wireless communications industry.

= | have successfully completed RF-EME safety training, and | am aware of the potential hazards
from RF-EME and would be classified “occupational” under the FCC regulations.

= | am familiar with the FCC rules and regulations as well as OSHA regulations both in general and
as they apply to RF-EME exposure.

= | have been trained in on the procedures outlined in AT&T’s RF Exposure: Responsibilities,
Procedures & Guidelines document (dated October 28, 2014) and on RF-EME modeling using
RoofView® modeling software.

* | have reviewed the data provided by the client and incorporated it into this Site Compliance

Report such that the information contained in this report is true and accurate to the best of my
knowledge.

EBI Consulting ¢ 21 B Street ¢ Burlington, MA 01803 ¢ [.800.786.2346
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Appendix B

Compliance/Signage Plan
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At the nearest walking/working surfaces
to the AT&T antennas, the maximum
power density generated by the AT&T
antennas is approximately 5.50 percent of
the FCC's general public limit (.10
percent of the FCC's occupational limit).
The composite exposure level from all
carriers on this site is approximately 5.50
percent of the FCC's general public limit
(1.10 percent of the FCC's occupational
limit) at the nearest walking/working
surface to each antenna. Based on worst-
case predictive modeling, there are no
areas at ground level related to the
proposed AT&T antennas that exceed the
FCC's occupational or general public
exposure limits at this site. At ground
level, the maximum power density
generated by the AT&T antennas is
approximately 5.50 percent of the FCC's
general public limit (1.10 percent of the
FCC's occupational limit).

% FCC Public Exposure Limit

Exposure Level 2 5,000

500 < Exposure Level < 5,000
100 < Exposure Level £ 500
Exposure Level < 100

Sign Identification Legend
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Denotes ATAT Information Sgn | A_ I Denotes ATAT NOTICE Sgn

-
Denotes ATAT Information $gn2 | 4% | | Denotes ATAT CAUTION Sgn

| Dencres ATST Informaticnsign3 | M| | Dencees ATAT CAUTION Tower sign

Denotes AT&T Information Sin4 | .M | Denctes ATET WARNING Sign

. ATA&T Antennas

Compliance/Signage Plan
Facility Operator: AT&T Mobility

Site Name: Lotus Road

AT&T Site Number: CVL00330

USID Number: 203520 ]
Report Date: 06-13-18 44 EB! Consulting
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