
Exhibit L 

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

FILE: CUP18-0007 

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

NAME OF APPLICANT: AT&T Mobility, clo Complete Wireless Consulting, Inc. 

ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NOs.: 089-010-75 

SECTION: 30 T: 11 N R: 1 OE, 

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

0 GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT: 

0 REZONING: FROM: 

0 TENTATIVE PARCEL MAP 0 
SUBDIVISION (NAME): 

FROM: TO: 

TO: 

[8l SPECIAL USE PERMIT TO ALLOW: Construction and operation of a telecommunication tower. 

D OTHER: 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~""!"!"7"'=""""'""'=~""'-"'""=~="=~"'='~77"~~~~~~~~~ 

REASONS THE PROJECT WILL NOT HAVE A SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT: 

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

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

0 OTHER: 

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

This Mitigated Negative Declaration was adopted by the Planning Commission on May 23, 2019. 

Executive Secretary 
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CUPl8·0017//\T&·r Tower. Cio!d J·!i!l/Co!oma 
P1annint~ Commission//May 23. 2019 

lni1i~1I Shid~' 

EL DO.RADO COUNTY 
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT SERVICES, 
PLANNING AND BUILDING DEPARTMENT 

INITIAL STUDY & PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE 
DECLARATION FOR 

CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT CUPIS-0007 
(AT&T Mobility, c/o Maria I<im, Complete Wireless Consulting, Inc.) 

l.O PRO.JECT INFORMATION 

A. Applicimt: AT&T Mobility, c/o Marin Kim, Complete Wi1·clcss Consulting, Jue. 

B. Owner: Jason and Jennifer Bloxsom 

C. Staff Contact: Tom Purci.el, El Dorndo County Pl<mning and Building Department, 2850 
Fairlanc Court, Pli1ccrville, CA 95667, email: tonlJl11Icis:!Jik1;£l9.lmXJ1§ 

D. Project Name: Conditional Use Permit CUP 18-0007 (AT&T Tower, Gold Hill/Coloma) 

E. Project Location: Approximately 1,500 foct north of Thompson l·lill R0<td neur the 
intersection with Los Robles Road in the Gold l-Iill/Colom(1 area, Supervisory District 4 

F. Tvpc of Applicntion: Conditional Use Permit 

G. Assessor's Parcel Number: 089-010·75 

H. Parcel Size: 50.0 Acres 

I. Lease aren size: Approximately 2,500 square fi~et (SF) . 

• J. Zoning: Agriculturnl Grazing, 40-Acre (AG-40) 

K. Gcncrnl Pinn Designation: Agricultural Lands (AL) 

L. Environmental. Setting: The project is located approximately 1,500 foe! north of 
Thompson Hill Road near the intersection with Los Robles R(ll\d in the Gold llill/Coloim1 
area. The project lease area is located in the north cent.ral portion of a 50.0 acre parcel, 
approxirnntely 123 foet from the east property line and accessed from Big Sky Ranch 
Road via mi existing paved driveway. Interior site access wi.11 be provided via a separate 
existing gravel driveway. The area consists of gently rolling topography with non-native 
grassland, native oaks and grey pines. The site location's elevation is approxirm1tcly 
1,3 70 feet above sea level, with slopes ranging fron1 0 percent to 15 percent. No oak trees 
are proposed to be impacted by the project. Views of the proposed facility wi.11 be 
screened by existing native onks and grey pines in the vicinity of the lease area and all 
equipnm1t will be located within a 2,500 square foot fenced compound. Existing uses 

------------------
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t'UPlS~OOJ7!/\T&TTt}W'.!f, Gl)!d llill/Colo1m1 
P!m1ni11g Con1mi~!'ionfl-"foY 23. 20 I If 

lnUiat Study 

include a single-family residence permitted in 1985. a barn permitted in 2010 and large 
animal grazing. 

111e Study Area is located in lhe North Fork American Hydrologic Unit (Hydrologic Unit 
Code 18020129). There are no potentially jurisdictional waters on site. The pn~ject parcel and 
proposed !ease area is identilicd as llood zone "X (Unshaded)." The pared is no( within <lll 

Airport Compatibility Zone. The oitc is not located within an earthquake fault /.One. 

M.. Surrounding Land Uses: 

There is one rural residence located approxi1m1tely 900 foct west of tlie project lease area. 
The onsite residence (Bloxsom) is located approximately 300 feel west of the lease area. 
While not in lhc immedillte vicinity of the project, two additional rural residences are 
located more than 1,200 foet to the south and cast of the prqjcct lease area. 

N. Project Description: A request for a Conditional Use Permit to constnict an unmanned 
wireless telecommunication facility located at 5621 Big Sky Ranch Road 
(Al'N 089-010-75) in the Gold Hill!Colonm areu. The facility consists of a 115-foot high 

-··---···------·-------------
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CUP! 8-0017/AT&··i· To\\'i'.'1', Gold I !i!!/Colo111n 
Planning Cn1nmi~sio1~/iMay 23, 201.9 

Initial Study 

stealth mono-broadlcaf wireless communication facility, enclosed wulk"in equipment 
shelter and emergency backup power generator located within a 50-foot x 50-frxit, 2,500 
square fi:Jot fonced lease area. The project le:1se area is located in the north centml portion 
of a 50.0 acre parcel, iipproximatdy 123 feet from the east property line and accessed 
from Big Sky Ranch Road via an existing paved driveway. A proposed 6-foot wide 
AT&T utility ei1sement consisting of a 128-foot long underground trench will connect the 
lei1se area to an existing electrical pole with overhead utilities. Access to the lease area 
and operntion 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 Fllcilities). 

M·•·''"I" 

[~
-"'·· -·-·~·······"·" 
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'fhc unmanned facility will prnvidc 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 n1inimal noise from the emergency backup 
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cur;IS-<'JOti"/A'f&:I ·1 \>Wl.!r, Ontd !·!i!llCoh11n:i 
Pla-ionin,g C'1.>mn}i;;sit}1Ji:\1iiy 23. 2019 

Initial Sh1dy 

power generator and temporary construction noise i1ssociated with development of the 
facility and will not exceed noise thresholds e~tablishcd in the Zoning Ordinance. The 
generator will be operated 011ce per week on weekdays between the hours of 8:00 a.m. 
and 7:00 p.m. for approximately 15 minutes for maintenance purposes and during 
emergency power outages. 

Required fire p.rotec!ion services will be provided to the project site by the E! Dorado 
County Fire Protection District (District) via an Out of Agency Service Agreement 
between AT&T and the District, as the project pared is not located within District 
boundaries. To ensure fire protection services from the District are maintained i11 
perpetuity, the property owner will be conditioned to obtain approval of an annexation of 
the pmject parcel into the District from El Dorado Local Agency Fonnation Commission 
(f'.l Dorado LAFCO) within five years of project approval. 

Co-Location: The tower will be built to allow for a maximum of two co-location 
oppo11unities. An alternative site (Attachment 3) located <it 1242 Oro Loma Drive (APN 
089-110-31) was initially considered for this project since ii contains an existing 
communications facility prevl<>itsly authorized by the County under Special Use Permit 
No. S04-004 t. This Specilil Use Permit authorized a 55-foot stealth monopole with 
enclosed antennas and a screened equipment shelter. However, use of this site was not 
chosen due to its proximity to several existing residences and residential accessory 
structures. Increasing the tower height to the minimum I 00' height nccessmy to meet 
cell coverage objectives and modifying the facility from a stet1l!h monopole to " sleallh 
mono-broadleaf with external antennas could create significant visual impacts ii-om 
publk roadways and adjacent residences. This cum~nt site was identified as the most 
optimum in providing additional services and capacity to the area. lt will also have tl1e 
capacity to serve as a co· location site for additional future carriers. 

Site Sclecti()n Process: The selection of a location for a wireless telecommunication facility 
that is needed to improve service and provide reliable coverage is dependent upon many 
factors. such as: topography, zoning regulations, existing stnicttm~s, co-location opportunities. 
available utiliiies, access. and the exis(cnee of a willing landlord. Wirek'Ss communication 
utilizes !ine-ol:sight technology that requi.rcs facilities to be in relative Close proximity 10 the 
wireless handsets to be served. Each site is unique and must be investigated and evaluated on 
its own terms. 

Alter establishing the need for lhe proposed fadJity, AT&T set out to identi(I' the least 
intrusive means of achieving the necessary service objective. Upon review of the region 
AT&T found no e.xistit1g wireless facility kications tbat would provide co-location within the 
search ring (Attachment 2). The majority of the search ring region is rum! residential, so a new 
build tower was deemed essential. 

Alternative Sites Analysis: In addition to the potential co-location opportunity discusS<.>d 
above, three alternative sites for a new build tower were identified that could potentially meet 
AT&T goals for service standards i11 the vicinity (Al1achment 4). However, none of the three 
sites were selected due lo significant conslmints with each site including but not limite(I to 

--------··----
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ClJP I 8·0!Jl 7/A'f& ·1· Tt\\\1;r, (iu!d f~tl//Co!om;i 
P!ar1nilife, Cotmni;;sion//.\•ll1) 23, 20 I 1J 

lnitiril Study 

rnmilling/tmresponsive landowners, lack of serviceable road iicccss and local topography (e.g. 
valleys/basins) requiring unreasonable tower height 

Rf' Emissions: An EMFfRF Report (Electromagnetic Fields/Radio Frequency) for the 
proposed \J\~reless facility was prepared and Sllbmitted to the El Dorado County Planning 
Services. [t demonsirates compliance with the latest FCC Wireles~ Facility Standards for 
emissions and exposure levels (Attachment 7). 

Construction Schedule: The construction of the facility will be in compliance with all local 
rules and regulations, and will be limited to 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. The crew size will range from 
l\VO to ten individuals, The construction phase of the prnjeet is anticipated !(} Jasl 
approximately two Lo tbrt-e months and will not exceed ace~1>table eons!ruction noise levels. 

Lighting; ·n1e only lighting 011 the facility will be located by the enlry door to the pre­
fabricated shelter. The light will be shielded, down-tilted, and include a motion sensor. 

Compliance with FCC stamfards; The proposed projcd will no! imerforo with any TV, 
radio, telephone, satellite, or other signals. Any interference would he againsl fo<leral law and 
a violation of AT&T Wireless's FCC license (Attachment 6). 

0. Public Agency Approvals; El Dorado County Community Development Services, El 
Dorado County Planning and Building Department, El Dorado County Fire Di~trict. 
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CUP I g-oo 17/ AT&T Tower, Goll1 Hil!!Coloma 
l'li111nin~ Comrnissionf/1Yl11y 23. 20 l 9 

lnitiul Study 

POTENTIALLY SIGNIFICANT El!'FECTS CHECKLIST SETTING 

P. Environmentnl Factors Potentially Affected: 

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

[ ] 4.1 Aesthetics ] 4.2 Agriculture Resources 

] 4.5 Cultural Resources 

14.3 Air Quality 
[X] 4.4 Biological Resources ] 4.6 Geologic Processes 

I 4. 7 Greenhouse Gas Emissions 

14. I 0 Land Use 

]4.13 Hot1sing 

J 4.8 l·lazard~/l·laz1trdous Mntcrial 

.J 4.11 Mineral Resources 

J 4.14 Public Services 

] 4.9 Hydrology/Water Quality 

I 4. 12 Noise 

] 4.15 Recreation 
] 4.16 Transportation/Trame 

[X] 4 .19 Mandatory Findings of 
Significance 

I 4.17 Tribal Cullural Rc«>Lirces ] 4 .. 18 Utilitics/Servic" Systems 

2,() DETERMINATION 

On the busis of this initial evaluation: 

D 

D 

D 

D 

I find th~1t the proposed projt~ct ('.(lUlJ) N()"r have n significant effect on the cnvi1\111111cnt, and ~1 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared. 

I find thut ~i.llhough 1·hc proposi:;xl project could haven significant effCct on the environn'!cnt, there \••ill not be 
a sig11ific~1nt cff"ect in this c1~sc becnusc revisions in the project have been rnade by 01· agreed to by the pI'ojccl 
prnponcnt. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will bo prepared. 

I find 1·hat. the proposed project MA y· have a significant cffCct on the et1vlron1ncnl, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is requiml. 

t find that the proposed project MA\' have a 1'potcntit1lly signifiCilnt in1pact'' or 11 pot.ontially .significant unless 
n1itigated" il.npact on the cnviron1ncnt; but at I.east one- effect'. l) has be-en adcqutltcly anulyi.od in un earlier 
docu1ncnt: pursuant to applicable legal standards; and 2) has been addt·csscd by Mitig;:i.tion Measures ba.scd on 
the earlier analysis as described in attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is 
required, but it rnust analyze only the efll:cts that rcniain to be addressed. 

t find that alth~lugh tht; prOp('.ISed project could have a significant effect on the environ1ne1lt; because all 
potentially significant effects: ii) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE 
DEC'LAR.A"l'l<)N, pursuant t.o applic~1blc sh1ndards; nnd h) huvc be.en avoided or n1itigated pursumlt to that 
earlier EIR ot NECJA"l'IVE I)E(] .. ARA'rl()N, including rcvi:.;ions or 'Mitigiltion Me~1sures thnt are i1nposed 
upon the fH'Oposcd project, nothi1Jg fufjt~cr is required. 

~-~- r ; 
S1gnatu11..· -~~---~~ . "--~-- """""'' ..... , Dute 

For: 

Printed Narnc: 

""'""~'"''"'W"""''°"'''=•'•' '"""'""""""'"''~·~- "''"·---·-··-··-----·-------------------·"'-'"---------- ·----·----·----·------
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3.0 I~NVIRONMENTAl, IMPACTS: 

3.1 AESTI-IETIC/VISUAL RESOURCES: 

""""""''""'""""""""'''"""·""'"''"'''""""~"'·"".::':::C<'""'""'""'"""~~~-M-~•--·~-~----

Potentially 
Would the pro1>os11l: Significant 

lntpiH:t 

a. Have u substantial udverse effect 
D on a scenic vista? 

b. Substantially damage scenic 
resources, including, but not 
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings. D 
and historic buildings within <1 state 
scenic highway'! 

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

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

(.:Ut1 18-00l7/AT&T Tower, Gold Hi!!l(:o~onrn 
JJh1n11i11g Commissio11//Mny 23, 10 t9 

!nitiul Study 

~~.==m~~.,,,,........,,.,,,""""· 

Less Than 
Sign i fie ant Less Tbnn 
with Sig11ific1mt No lmp111:t 
Miliglltion Impact 
lncorporntcd 

D [SJ D 

[] 0 [] 

D IZl D 

D 0 D 

~'''''"""'"""""''"""~"=·'-""'"''="-' ~~C>~,,,L~~c~::rw.:i:::r""'"·"''''""""'"""~K:."J""'~-.:M~:::~W.1.1.l"""""'\"lJ•I.:..:."'"" ~~""'"'~ 

Setting: 

The project site area is characterized as primarily runil residenti<tl nnd <lgricullurul. The 50.0 " 
acre project parcel is developed with limited agricullurnl uses and a single.family residence. The 
project site h(ls an approximate elevation of approximately l ,3 70 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 Significnnt lntpact. The project parcel is located at Big Sky Ranch Road in 
tho Gold I-Iii.I/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 a 
designated state scenic-highway or an identified scenic area. The tower itself will be painted with 
flat brown non-glare paint and has been designed as a stealth mmw-broadleaC and will bknd into 
its surrounding environment. The antenna and tower will be concealed by 13-foot diameter 
bmnchcs with broadleuf~slyk antenna socks. Antenna socks will be painted with flat green, non­
glarc paint. Supporting ground equipment within the lease area, including a walk-in equipment 
sheller and emergency backup generator, will be concealed from view by n combinntion of local 
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CUl-118-0017/AT&T Tow~~r. Gold HIH/Ct.)ft.1111ii 
Pk1nning Com111is~io11//May 2l :1019 

htiti11l Sttnly 

topogrnphy and an existmg tree thicket adjacent to the sik. To further ensure screening of 
supporting ground equipment, the project will be conditioned to require earth-tone slats be 
placed withi.n the chain link fencing surrounding the lease area. 

The nearest ofl~sitc residential dwelling from the proposed communication tower is 
approximately 900 feet west of the proposed lease area. The applicant supplied photo simulations 
of the proposed stealth mono-brondleaf tower as seen from di.fferent locations in the project area 
(Attachment 5). 

(c) Less Than Significant Impact. The project site area and immediate vicinity is of rolling 
hills with thickets of native oaks and grey pine trees. A stealth mono-broadleaf is designed to 
resemble a tall broadleaf tree to blend in better with the surrounding environment. In this case, 
there are various broad leaf and conifor trees on the property. The stealth mono-broadleaf would 
be similar in size and shape to the surrounding trees. The location 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 ofCEQA. 

(d) Less Than Signifirnnt Impact. ·rhe tower will not be lighted, and the County 
discourages additional lighting in the area. Further, any future lighting would be subject to 
section 130.34.020 of the El Dorado County Zoning Code, which requires that all outdoor 
lighting shall be located, adequately shielded, and d.irected such that no direct light falls outside 
the propmiy line, or into the piiblic righH1f-way. Proposed lighting ii.Jr 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 lighting or glare 
that would generate a significant impact. 

Mitigation Measure: None required. 

3.2 AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: 

Would th~ proposal: 

a, Convert 
Farmland, 

Prime Farmland, 
Farmland of 

Unique 
Statewid< 

l1npor1.ance (Farmland), as shown on the 
maps prepared pursuant to the Fnrrnland 
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the 
Califon1ia Resources Agency, to non· 
a11ric.t1ltural use? 

b. Conflict with 
agricultural use, 
(~on tract? 

l;!X1st1ng zoning fo1 

or a Williamson Act 

c. Conflict with existing Z()ning for, or cause 
rezoning ol; forest land (as defined 111 

Potentially 
Significnnt 

Impact 

0 

0 

0 

I.~ess l'hun 
Significant 

wi01 
Mitiglltion 

lncornornt:cd 

0 

0 

0 

Less Tha" 
Sign ific~• n t 

Impact 

0 

0 

0 

No hnpnct 

121 

121 

- ·-·- - - -- ····-· -·· _____ ~i.1.blic Resource~ ~:l'~;,;_e_.;:,._:'..;;~c;.;;_~..;;~i_..;;0;;11"_;_'...;;.~;.;;.~;;;.~.;:,~l(;.,l_e1'\)_..;;l•b===d.=====d..====:±==-=_,1 
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timberland (as defined by Public 
Resources Code section 4526), 01 

timberland zoned Timberland Production 
(as defined by Government Code section 
51 I 04(u))'I 

d. Result Ill the loss of forest land 01 D 0 conversion of fi:>rest land to non· forest 
use? 

e. Involve other changes Ill the existinl' 
cnvironn1ent \.vhich 1 due to their location 
or naturt\ could result Ill conversion of 0 D 
Farmland to non-agric u I n1 ral use 01 

conversion of forest land to non~·f~)l'CSI 

use? 
~"""""""'~"~"""'=-""'·''"-="•"·'""~·'""""""""'=·r.·n."""'''="""'"'"''""""'ll="""""'"""""'""'"'~ 

Impact Discussion: 

ClJPlS-0017/AT&T Tower, (!old Hill/Cnlo111i1. 
Planrlillg Connnis~ion//M1iv 23, 2019 

Initial Study 

D 0 

[] 0 

--~un-•-•-

(a) No Impact. The project s.itc is zoned Agricultural Grazing (AG). The AG zone allows 
wireless communications facilities, with approval of a Conditional Use Permit pursuant to El 
Dorado County Zoning Code section 130.40.130.6.b (New Towers or Monopoles). 

The site is no! on "Farmland in .El Dorado County" or "Choice Agricultural Land in El Dorado 
County" per Genera.I Plan Figure AF· l and AF-2. The project site and adjacent parcels to the 
enst and west arc zoned Agricultural Grazing, 40-Acrc (AG-40) which allows both residential 
and agricultural uses by right. Other adjacent zones include Estate Residential, 5·Acre (RE-5), 
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 r1gricult.ural or residential uses. 

(b) No Impact. The project site and surrounding parcels are 1.oned to allow varying 
intensities of agricultural uses. The Project would not conflict with any allowed 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 frrnnd that the project would have no impacl on this Williamson Act 
Contract. 

(c) No Impact. The project site is not located in a timber resource zoning calegory such as 
T'imbcr Mountain (TM), Timber Production (TPZ), or Resource Conservation (RC). The project 
site is also not classified as forest land, pursuant lo Ci11ifornia Public Resources Code Section 
l 2220(g). Therefore, the proposed project would not conflict with, or cause the rezoning of: a 
timber resource zoning designation. 

(cl) No Imp>1ct. The project site is not considered forest land and thcrefr,re, the proposed 
project would not result in loss or conversion of forest land to a non-forest use. 

(e) No Impnct. The project site is not considered forest land. Although the site is zoned to 
allow agricultural uses, including animal grazing, the Project is compatible with and would not 
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CUP J 8-0017/AT&T 'l'owel'_ ('.'iokl I litl/Colomn 
P!::inning Commbsion//!\.1ay 23_ 2019 

Jniti~l Study 

interfere with existing or future agricultural uses. The Project would not result in loss or 
conversion farmland to a non-agricultural use or the loss or conversion of frlrest land to <1 non­
Jbrest use. 

Mitigntiou Mcnsurc: None required. 

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

3.3 AIR QUALITY: 

.=«<:tm:r.=~'"""~~.-"'~='·':=.~.-,.,,, .. ,, .. ,._,, ... ,"'"~''i:w='""""' "'""""""""~~""'"''"'"''""' 

Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less Than 

Would the proposal: Significant with Significant No llnpact 
r mpact Mitigation Impact 

I ncorporatcd 
~~~""""'"·-~~·~ 

a. Conflict with or obstruct 
0 (] IZI 0 implementation of the applicable ah 

quality plan? 
,_,,_ 

~·~M-·~~·~~·~~~-~ ~-· 

b. Violate any ~Hr quality standard 0.1 
contribi1te substantially to a11 existinf' D 0 l.?J D 
or projected air quality violation? 

~-~~.,.~,m~~·~·~·~~ ·~~~~~~ 

c. Result i.n a cumulatively considerable 
net increase of any criteria pollutant fo1 
which the project region IS non-
attainment under an applicable federal D 0 l.?J D 
or state ambient air quality sta11d,1rd 
( i nc.l uding releasing emissions which 
exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)? 

d. Expose SCllSll!VC receptors to 
D D lEJ 0 substantial pollutant concentrations? 

~M~·-~~~~~~~~ 

c. Create objectionable odors affecting a D D l.?J D 

-~ubstanti,:~1m ber.:if r,e_:~.I!L~L"~-''"'''""'"'' ·"-'"'"~·--· ~~-· -
Setting: 

El Dontdo County's air pollution nmnagemcnt is the responsibility of the El Dorado County Air 
Quality Management District (EDCAQMD), and the project is sul'.iect to federal, state, and local 
regulations. The wider Sacramento Region, including portions of El Dorado County, is currently 
designated nonattainment for federal 8-hour ozone and PM2.5, while it <.:urrent.ly meets the 
National Ambient Air Qu<tlity Standards (NAAQS) for carbon 111onox.ide, nitrogen dioxi.de, 
sulfor dioxide, and lead. 
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lnittal t;ttu.ly 

The federal Clean Alr Act {CAA) requires plans which identify how nonaltainment areas will 
attain and/or maintain the NAAQS. Tho CAA requires the US EPA lo review each plan and any 
plan revisions and to approve the plan or plan revisions if consistent with the CAA. Key 
elements of these plans include emission .inventories. emission control strategies and rules, air 
quality data analyses, modeling, air qmility progress and attainment or main1enance 
demonstrations. The Sacramento Air Qm1Jity Management District has a prepared attainment 
plans, available al: http:/ /w'!i:~\\J!.<;tl!i!.lU::Y, . .Qrg/air.c1ualit y·health/air-qtial it v-plansifodenll­
planning. 

The CARB also prepares and submits to the EPA a Stale Implementation Plan (SIP) explaining 
how the state will attain compliance with Federal clean air standards. The EDCAQMD mies are 
federally enforce<tble as pruis of the SIP, and are available at: 
https://www.a.rb.ca.gov/drdb/ed/eur.htm. 

Impact Discussion: 

(a) - (d) Less Than Significant .Impact. Constrnction acllv!t1es. a source of organic gas 
emissions, will be limited to the Stealth nwno-hroadleaf, related ground equipment, utilities and 
access drive. During construction, various diesel-powered vehicles and equipment would be in 
use. Construction diesel emiss.ions m·c temporary, affecting an area for a period of days or 
perhaps weeks. Additionally, construction-related sources arc mobile and transient ln nature. 
Becimsc of its tempornry duration and the limited area of disturbance. health risks from 
construction emissions of diesel particulate would be less-than-significant impact. The project is 
not expected to create any signilicm1t amounts of fugitive dust, O)(ides or nitrogen, or reactive 
organic gases emissions. 

The applkmii is proposing a diesel back-up generator as prut of the prqjcct. The ~tandby gencrntor is 
for emergency use only, therefore the prqjeet would not ere<tle on-going emissions. The ongoing 
project is not expected to generate ru1y significant amounL5 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 increase in dus1 I.all, and locally elevated levels 
of particulates downwind of construction activity. However, due to its limited construction and 
operational scope, the project would not con!1ict with or obstrnct impkmontation of the 
applicable air quality plan. 

Negligible amounts of emi.ssions would be generated by construction equipment during site 
development activities, because of the limited amount of cons!mction equipment mid time 
needed lo install the facility. 

(c) Less Than Significant Impact. Potential standby generators are for emergency use only 
and will not result in objectionahlc odors affecting a substantial number of people. Otherwise. 
the proposed Stealth mono-broadleaf and ground related eq\1ipmenl will not use anything that 
will generate objceti\mable odor;; to the surrounding properties or an:a. 

Mitigation Measure: :-lone Requin:d. 
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FINDING: The proposed project would not affect the implementation of rcgion;tl nir quality 
regubtions or management plans. The proposed project would nOl be anticiputed to cnuse 
substantial adverse effects to air quality, nor exceed established significance thresholds frir air 
quality impacts. 

3.4 BIOLOGICAL llESOURCES: 

Would the prnposal: 
Poto11tlally 
Sigriific;111t 

ln1pact 

Less "flHln 
Signific,.~itnt 

v.·iH1 
J\ititig1.1tion 

·incorpornt'ed 

Less Than 
Significant 

J1np~1ct 

No ln1p;u.·t 

1r----------'"~'·~~"~"~'~'-'"~·~--~~·--------....-------+-----t--------1 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect, cithe1 
directly or through habitat modifications, on 
any species identified as a candidate, 
sensitive, or special status species m local 01 
regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by 
the California Department of Fish and Game 
or U.S. Fish <IJ1d Wildlife Service? 

0 D D 

1r---------,---,--------..,.,--------;1--~~"""~-~ ~~-'~u~~,~~~~~ -----+------J 
b. Have a substantial adverse effect on any 

riparhm habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified m local or regional 
plans, policies, and regulations or by the 
Califr>rnia Department of Fish and Game 01 

U.S. Fish and Wildlifo Service? 

CJ D D 

---·-----.. ---------------+----+-----+-----+------! 
c. Have a substantial adverse effect on federally 

protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 
or the Clean Water Act (including, but not 
lin1iled to, mnrsh, vernal pooL coastal, etc.) 
thr<n1gh direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means)? 

D 0 D 

11-'.'-cc----;----..,.---,--,,,-----,--,---,----------;------+-------;-----i----·-·-----·· 
d. Jnterfore substantially with the movement o! 

any native resident or migratory fish illld 
wildlife species or with established native 
resident or migratory wildlifo corridors, 01 

impede the use of native wildli.fo m1rser) 
sites? 

D D D 

,_ __________________ _, ___ ,......~~-~~"~""~'~~•''~.om•••~••~~-·~~~•_,·-~---...., 

c. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances 
protecting biological resources such as a tree D D [] 

preservation policy ordinance? 
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·~---•••rn~--~~• ~~~,~~~~ 

f. Conflict with the provisions of an ndopted 
Habitiu Conservation Plan, Natural 
Community Conservation Plan, or otht~l 

approved local, regional, or state habitat 
conser':'.:ition plan? __ _ 

Impact Discussion: 

D D 0 

The 50.0-acre project parcel consists of annual grassland, mixed oak woodland and mixed pinc­
chaparral. Although the general topography of the project parcel is moderate to steeply sloped, 
the lease area .is located on gently rolling topography approximately l,370 feet above sea level 
with slopes ranging from 0 percent to l 5 percent. 

.Jurisdictional Witters of the United Sfatcs, including Wetlands 

Waters of the United States (U.S.), including wetlands, are broadly defined to include navigable 
waterways, and tributaries of navigable waterways, and adjacent wetlands. Althmtgh definitions 
vary to some degree, wetlands are generally considered to be areas that are periodically or 
permanently inundllted by surfilcc waler or groundwater, supporting vegetation adapted to life in 
saturated soil Jurisdictional wellands are vegetated areas that meet specific vegetation, soil, and 
hydrologic criteria defined by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USA CE). The USACE holds 
sole authority to determine tht: jurisdictional status of waters of the U.S., including wetlands. 
Jurisdictional wetlands and Waters of the U.S. include, but are not limited to, perennial and 
intermittent creeks and drainages, lakes, seeps, and springs; emergent marshes: riparian 
wetlands: and seasonal wetlands. Wetland and waters of the U.S. provide critical habitat 
components, such as nest sites and reliable source of water for a wide variety ofwildlifo species. 

The general topography of the project lease area is gently sloping from approximately 1,360 to 
1,3 70 above mean sea level (MSL). The Project site is located on the north central portion of the 
parcel in an area of annual ll(HHHllivc grassland. The i1rea is located in the North Fork American 
Hydro logic Unit (Hydrologic Unit Code 18020 l 29). There are no wetlands or waters on the sile. 

Spcci11l-Status Species 

Many species of plants and animals within the State of California have low populations, limited 
distributions, or both. Such species rnuy be considered "rnre" and arc v1.1lnenible to extirpation as 
lhe state's human population grows and the habitats these species occupy are conve11ed to 
agricultural and urban uses. A sizable number of native species and ani.1.nals have been fi:Jrmally 
designated as threatened or endangered under State and Federal endangered species legislation. 
Others have been designated as "'Candidates" flw such listing: still others have been designated as 
"Species of Special Conceni" by the California Department of Fish and Wild.lite (CDFW). The 
California Native Plant Society (CNPS) has d~velopcd its own set of lists of native plants 
considered rare, threatened or endangered. Colkctively, these ph111ts and animals arc referred to 
as "special status species." 

-------------------
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Limited, direct and indirect impm.is to biological resources may re~ult from the small amount of 
development enabled by the project, including the loss andlor ?literation of existing undeveloped 
open space that may serve as habimt. California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines Section 
15065 requires a mandatory finding of significanc;;: Jor projects that have the potential to 
substantially degrade or reduce !he hubitut of a threatem;d or endangered species, and to fully 
disclose and mitigate impacts to special stntus resources. 

(a) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitiglltio11 J11corpornted. The 2018 California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) California Natural Diversity Database (CNDDB: 
Coloma US Geological Smvcy [USGSJ 7.5·rninute series quadrangle and nine surrounding 
quadrangles) was reviewed to determine if any special status m1imal and plant species or habitats 
occur on the project site or in the project area. 

According to a 20! 8 records search, 10 special.status plant species have a potential to occur on 
the project site. Based on literature review and field observations, only three of these identified 
species were detem1ined to have a high potential to exist on the prnject site. However, no 
special·status plants were observed in the study area during '1 biologk<il iie!d survey conducted 
on August 13, 20.18. The project is also not loeated in a Rare Plant Mitigation Area. 

~-HQlQJ!.iffll Resources Mitigalion Measure #I, below, requires a pre-construction botm1ical survey 
to confim1 absence from the site and the implementation of avoidance or rdocation measures in 
the event identified spccfol·status pkmt species nre detected. With this mitigation incorporated, 
impi1cts would be less than significant. 

According to a 2018 records search, there is potential habitat for 12 listed and special-status 
wildlife species on or near the project site. \\1hile none of these species were observed during the 
on-site biological survey, based 011 literature review 'Ind field observutions, two listed >vildlifo 
species could potentially occur mt the project site. 

J:liological Resources Mitigation Measures #2 and #3, below .. require pre·constrnction surveys to 
confirm absence of identified special s!<ttus animal species from the site. These measures also 
require approp1iate avoidance mu!lor relocation measures in the event special-status animal 
species nre 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 site. The nests of raptors and most other birds are protected 
under the MBTA. Raptms are also protected by Section 3503-5 of the California Fish and Game 
Code, which makeo it illegal to destroy any active rnptor nest. Additionally, the USFWS and 
CDFW identified a number of avian species of conservation concern that do not have specific 
statutory protection. Avian species forage and nest in a variety of habitats throughout El Dorado 
County. While the trees and vegetation on and surrounding the site may provide nesting and 
foraging habitat for raptors and other protected birds, according to a records search and a 
biological field survey conducted (Jl1Octobi:r9, 2017, no active bird nests were observed on the 
site. 
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Biological Resources Mitig;iti!Jn."M.9"\l§Y.Iii .. i'L4, below, requires pre-construction b.ird surveys to 
confirm absem;c from the site and the implementation of avoidance measures in the event these 
bird species arc detected. With this mitigation incorporated, impacts would be less thim 
significant. 

(b) and (c) No impact. The project site is located in a rural residential and ugricultural area 
and does not have any streams, creeks or riparian habitat in the area of the projed footprint. 
Granite Creek is approximately 0.25 miles south of the project site and the project will not affoct 
the Creek or associated ripnrian h<lbitat. Although the pwject parcel contains potcnti<llly 
jurisdictional waters of the U.S as defined by Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, tlw project 
footprint is not located within proximity of federally protected wetlands. 

(d) Less Than Significunt with Mitig:ition Incorporated. The proposed ground equipment 
of the communicat.ion facility and the Stea.Ith mono-broadleaf will be located within a 2,500 
square fiiot fenced area and induck a 20-foot wide access drive off of Big Sky Ranch Road. The 
fenced area will not substantially interfere with native wildlife migration in the area. 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, <md there.fore is not expected 
to result in impacts to wildlife migration corridors. The site is not located within m1 Important 
Biological Corridor identified by the El Dorado County General Plan. The proposed project will 
not cause significant reduction in the ecological functions of the site because the habitat in the 
area are 11lready disturbed by human activities. 

The construction of new conununication towers creates <l potcntia.Jly significant impact on 
migratory birds covered by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) (16 U.S.C. 703-712) mid 
related Code of Federal Regulations designed to implement the MBT'A, the Endangered Species 
Act and Bald and Golden Eagle Act. The guidelines arc based on the best infrirmation available 
at this time, and are the most prudent and effective 1.neasurcs for avoiding bird strikes at 
monopoles. Some of the guidcl.incs 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 

c. Towers should be freestanding (i.e., no guy wires) 

d. Towers and attendant li.idlities should be sited, designed and constructed so as to avoid 
or minimize habitat loss within and adjacent to the monopole "footprint". 

e. New towers should be designed structurally and electrically to accommodate the 
applicant/licensee's antennas and antennas fr>r at least two additional users (minimum of 
three users for each monopole struclllre. 

f. Security lighting /or on-ground facilities and equipment should be down-shielded 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 interin1 guidelines above. The 
footprint of the proposed lease area would not encroach onto any environmentally sensitive 
habiwt. 

Although the proposed project will be in a relatively small area of the project site, there is the 
1x1tcntial for impnct to the nesting of migratory and raptors in the project arc11. 
Biological Resources Mitigation Mqllil\[£.fl.:L below, is therefore included to avoid potential 
impacts. 

(e) Less th:m Significant lmpi1ct. 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 Rltnch Road, 
near the intersection with Thompson Hill Road. No oak trees arc 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 vehicular access to the site. There will be a less than 
significant impact. 

(t) No In1p11ct. This site i.s not located within an approved habitat conservation plan area. 

Mitigntion Measure #1 (Biologic:1l Resources): 

Rare Plant Survey: 

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

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

Pre-construction worker <IWareness training shall be conducted alerting workers to the presence 
and protections for special-status plants. 

Monitorin11 Requirement: This mitigation measure shall be noted on grading and construction 
plans. The Planning and Building Dqiartment shall verify the completion of survey prior to 
issuance of grading and building permits. 

Monitoring Responsibil.ity: El Dorado County Planning and Building Department. 

Mitim1tio11 Mc11s111·c #2 (Biological Resources): 

Spccfal-Stams Bat Species: 

A qualified biologist shall conduct n pre-construction survey within 14 days prior to clearing or 
grading openitions and removal of tre<'S. If no lxits are observed, a letter report shall be prepared 

11 11 Pane l 7 of 46 11 
" #55025!(i8_v! 19-0808 E 18 of 84



CUP I 8·0017/AT t.~T Tow~~r. G(}ld Hill!(\1loma 
!;law1ing Co1nn1b•~ionf.l/IA;.ty 23. 2:01 q 

!nhiiil Study 

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 pdor to 
starting work. 

If special-status bat species are present and roosting on or within I 00 feet of the Study Area, then 
the biologist shall establish m1 appropriate buffer around the roost site. At minimum, no trees 
shall be removed until the biologist has determined that the hat i.s no longer roosting in the tree. 
Additional mitigation 111easi1res for bm speci<~s. such as installation of bat boxes or al termite roost 
structures, would be recommended only .if special-status bat species are found to be roosting 
within the project area. 

Pre-construction worke1 awareness training shall be conducted alerting wnrkers to the presence 
of and protections fbr various bat species. 

Mo11itoring Requirement: This mitigation measure shall be noted on grading and construction 
plans. The Planning and Building Depaiiment shall verify the completion of survey prior to 
issuance of grading and building permits. 

Monitoring Responsibility; El Dorado County Planning and Building Department. 

Biological Resources Mitigation Measure #3 (Biological Resources): 

Western Pond Turtle: 

A qualified biologist shall conduct a pre-construction survey within J 4 days prior to grot1nd 
distmbing activities, including vegetation clearing. If 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, :m additional survey is 
required prior to starting work. 

If western pond turtles are found, a qualified biologist shall conduct an environmental awareness 
training to all construction personnel including but not limited to identification of the wcskrn 
pond turtle, required practices before the start of construction. general measures tn conserve the 
species as they relate to the project, penalties frH' non·compliancc and boundarie~ of the project 
site and permitted distmbance zones. Supporting 1muerials containing trnining infonnation 
should be prepared and distributed. Upon completion oftrnining. all construction personnel shttll 
sign a form stating they have attended the trnining and understand required protection measures. 
Evidence of this instruction shall be kept on·sitc during project construction activities. 

If western pond turtles arc found, a (jW\lificd biologist shall also be present on site when 
increased traHic is occurrlng i11 !hi:: $OUthem portion of the site, especially in the vicinity 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 co11strudion zone. 

Monitming Requirement: This mitigation measure shall he tiotcd on grading an<l construction 
plans. The Planning and Building Department shall verify th~ compietion of survey prior lo 
issuance of grading and building permhs. 
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Monitoring Responsibility: El Dorado County Planning and Building DcpmtmcnL 

Mitigation Measure #4 (Biological Rcsou1·ccs): 

Migratory and Special-Status Bird Species: 

All vegetation clearing including removal of trees and shrubs shall be completed between 
September l and February 14, if fbrnibk. If vegetation removal and grading activities begin 
during the nesting se.asm1 (February 15 to August 31 ), a qualified biologist shall conduct a pre­
construction survey of the pmjcct footprint for active nests. Additionally, !he surrounding 500 
feet shaH be surveyed for active raptor nests where accessible. The pre-construction survey shall 
bt: conducted within 14 days prior to commonccmcnt of ground-disturbing activities. If the pre· 
construction survey shows that there is no evidence of active nests, a letter report shall be 
prepared to document the survey. If construction does not commence within 14 days of the prc­
construction survey, or halts for more than 14 days, an additional survey is required prior to 
starting work, 

If nests are found and considered to be acti vc, the project biologist shall establish buffer wne~ to 
prohibit conslrnction activities and minimize nest disturbance until the young have successfully 
fledged. Duffer width will depend (lll the species in question, sun-ounding existing disturbances, 
and specific site characteristics, bi1t may range from 20 feet for some songbirds to up to 500 feet 
for raptors. If active nests arc foimd within ;my trees sl.atcd for removal, then an appropriate 
buffor shall be established iwound the trees and the trees shall not be removed until a biologist 
detem1ines that the nestlings have successfully tkdgcd 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 protect.ions for the active avian nests. If construction activities arc proposed to 
begin during the non-breeding season (September l through January 31 ), a survey is not required 
and no fmiher studies are necessary. 

Monitoring Requirement: TI1is mitigation measure shall be noted on grading and construction 
plans. The Planning and Building Department shall verity the completion of survey prior to 
issuance of grading and building permits. 

Monitoring R<!sponsibiliU;: El Dorado County Planning and Building Department. 

Finding: With mil.igation measmes incorporated. impacts to biological resources will be less 
than significant. 
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3.5 CULTURAL RESOURCES: 
.. 

Less T Im n 
Pute11tiaUy Sig11ifica111 Less Tha11 

\Vould the proposal: Signifif.:nnt wiih Significant No Impact. 
lm1mcl Mitigation Impact 

lricorporalml 

n. Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as 0 0 IZI 0 
defined in §I 5064.5? 

'b. Cause a substantial adverse change in lhc 
significance of an archaeological resource 0 IZI 0 
pursmmt to § 15064.5? 

c. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 0 ® D 
geologic feature'? 

d. Disturb any human remains. including [J IZI 0 ! those interred outside of fonnal cemeteries? 
='='-=-.::."t.'l''"·""""""""'"c"'"""""" . __.,,..,,.....,,...,...,,..,..,,.,,.,,,,,,. """"'· - .. . 

Impact Discussion: 

(a) - (d) Less Than Significant Impact. Cultural resources indudc prehistoric and historic 
period arebaeologica.l shes: historical features, such as rock walls, water ditches and Humes, and 
cerncterie~; and architectural features. Cultural resources consist of any human-mad<: site, object 
(i.e., m1ifact), or foature that defines and illuminates our past. A C(>mplete records search of the 
California Historic Resources lnfonnation System (CHRIS) maps lbr cultural resource site 
records and survey repmts in EI Dor.ido County within the proposed project area revealed that 
the proposed area contains zero (0) prehistoric-period resourcc(s) and one (l) historic-period 
cultural resource(s). Additionally, two (2) cultural resources study reports were on file for <l 
portion of the proposed project area. However, a 2018 project-specific cultural resources 
investigation, based on archival doc;mmml review and a field survey completed on July 6, 2018 
by Archaeological ReS<Jurces Technolngy IJ:1und that the project site contained no historic, 
prehistoric or tribal cultural resource~ nm! that there is a low likdi.hood of discovering such 
rcwmces on the project s.ite. 

Mitigntion Me11surc.s; None Required. 

HNDING: As conditioned and with udherenee to El Dorado County Code of Ordinances 
(County Cod~), for this Cultural Resources category, impacts would b~ anticipated to be less 
than significant. 
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3.6 GEOLOGIC PROCESSES: 

Would the proposal: 

"--· 
a. Expose people or structures (() potential 

substantial adverse effects, including the risk 
of loss, injury, or death involving: 

·-""""""""'"~~~~ 

' 
I. Rupture of a kMWn earthquake fault, HE 

delineated Oil the most recent Alquis!-
Priolo Eart:hquake Fault Zoning Mar 
issued by the State Geologist for the area 01 

based on other substantial evidence of <l 

known fault? Refor to Division of Mines 
and Geology Soe£ial Publication 42. 

2. Stn.>ng seismic ground shaking? ,.__.. 
3. Seismic-related ground failure, including 

liqm:faction? ,.., .... _,,.,,""""""""'" ____ ,., 
4. Landslides? 

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss 
of topsoil? 

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 

-
Potcuthllly 
Siguiticaul 

Impact 

D 

[] 

0 

0 

[J 

CUl1lS.~O\H 7/A"! &T Tow1.~r. Gold HiH1Cc:1lo1t1t1 
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unstable, or that would become unstable <ts a ' 
result of the project, and potentially result illj LJ i8I lJ 
on- m ofl~site landslide, lateral spreading 
subsidence, liquefaction or collapse? 

d. Be located on expansive soil, as defined it 
Table 18-1- B of the Unifonu Building Code 

0 0 li$1 0 (1994), creating substantial risks to lifo 01 

property? 
·-·-"""""""""""""' 

!e I • Have soils incapable of adcquawly 
supporting the use of septic tanks 01 

alt cm a ti vc vvastev~rater disposal system D !XI 
where sewers are not available for the 

·~·"'"''''"5!!.;:E2~~~,2.!~iistew~£L..~---· _. --·-- ------- ---· ,..,......,..,,.,......,,.,.,"""'" ... "",. ...... ""''-·'"""~ 

Impact Discussion: 

a.l) - a.4) Less Than Significant. Impact. No seismic impacts. including scismk-related ground 
failure impacts are anticipated since no rupture of a known earlhq11ake foult exisls in the project 
area. Further, tile proposed project would be consistent with El Dorndo County General Plan 
Objective 6.3.2. to address county-wide seismic hazards. 
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lniiinl Study 

Lih most of north central Californhi, 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 he designed and installed in accordance with building code requirements. 
Because the project uppears to be located such that the probability of significant ground shaking 
is low, and bccm1sc any structures that arc built during the course of the project will be designed 
and installed in accordance with building code shmdards f<w the ilppropriatc Seismic l-fazard 
Zone, potential geologic impacls would be less th[m significant. Due to the relatively level 
proposed project area, minimun1 disturbance of the project and existing vegetation on the site, 
the potential for a land slide is unlikely. 

(b) - (d) Less Than Significant Impnct, The project does not involve large amounts of soil 
disturbance that could result in significant soil erosion impacts. The constrnction activities would 
result in a land disturbance of less than one ucre and therefr,rc are not expected to require a 
Storm water Pollution Prevention Permit (SWPPP) from State Water Resources Control Board 
prior to construct.ion. Due to the relatively sniall amount of soils disturbance required f\lr 
construction, erosion potential will be minimal. Due to the relatively small amount of soils 
disturbance required for construction, the potential for unst<1ble soils, liquefaction, and expansion 
is minimal. Further, the project would be required lo comply with applicable portions of the 
building code, which would offset potential impacts resulting from expansive soils. 

(c) No Impact. The project does not require the use of septic systems. 

Mitiglltion MeMurc: None required. 

FINl>JNG: A review of the soils and geologic conditions on the project site determined that the 
project would not result in a substantial adverse ellect. All grading activities would be required 
to comply with the El Dorado County Grading, Eros.ion Control and Sediment Ordinance which 
would address potential impacts related to soil erosion, landslides and other geologic impacts . 
. Future development would be required to comply with tho UBC which would address potential 
seismic related impacts. For this Geology and Soils category, impacts would be less than 
significant. 

. .-.~.·•-"'········"·-·-··'··--·'·'~--'·-·•-··-··'- ··---····-···-·------·--·-------···-·--·-·----------------------------------- ----------------··--···-·-·''·'·""'"'""~·•-·"'"·"'"' 
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3.7 GREENHOUSE GAS EMJSSIONS: 
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lrihii1! Study 
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Lt'SS 'fhOlll 

Potentially Significnnt 
Significant with 

Impact Mitigation 
Would the proposal: 

L<'Ss Thom 
Significant 

""'""'( 
No lm1»1ct 

lnco1·p(>n·1tL'(f 
--····~'"'m""-'~"'""'''W"'W"'~''"~"""'•'"'~''·M~"'''~'•'•••'-''••'-'--·-··--------·--·r----+--~--_, ______ •••--------< 

a. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, e.ithc1 
directly or indirectly, that 1nay have a 0 0 121 0 

b. 
~i£Dl!!EI:1~Ui:t~l'.~~s.t_5~,~~--t_hE_~El'.!.ron_n_1_c __ n_t'_? ____ -+-----+------+-------+-------;i 
Conflict with an applicable plan, policy 01 
regulation adopted for the purpose of 0 0 0 
reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

Impact Discussion: 

Global climate change is the observed increase in the overage temperature of the Earth's 
atmosphere and oceans ~ilong with other significant changes in clinrntc (such as precipitation or 
wind) th<H last for an extended period of time. The term "global climate change" is oHen used 
interchangeably with the term "global warming," but "global cl.imate change" is preferred to 
"global warming" because it helps convey that there arc other changes in addition to rising 
temperatures. Global surface temperatures have risen by 0.74°C ± 0.I 8"C over the last I 00 years 
( 1906 to 2005). T'he rate of warming over the last 50 years is almost double that over the last I 00 
years. 1 The prevailing scientific opinion on climate change is that most of the warming observed 
over the last 50 years is attributable to hmnan activities. The increased amounts of carbon 
dioxide (C02) and other greenhouse gases (Gl·JGs) are the primary causes of the human· induced 
component of W(ll'l11ing, GB.Gs are released by the burning of fbssil fuels, land clearing, 
agriculture, and other activities, and lead to an increase in the greenhouse effect.2 

GH.Gs are present in the atmosphere naturally, are released by natural sources. or arc fonncd 
from secondary reactions taking place in the atmosphere. The following are the gases that arc 
widely seen as the principal contributors to human-induced global climate changc:3 

• Carbon dioxide (COo) 
• Methane (Cll1) 
• Nitrous oxide (N20) 
• Hydrofluorocarbons (llFCs) 
• Perlhrorocmbons (PFCs) 
• Sulfi.1r llexafluoridc {SF.>) 

1 lnl(;:rgovc;~nit11c1Ha! ParH.~I 011 ClinH\k~ (~ha11g,e (IPC:C). 2007, (''/hnafe C'Ju'!nge 2007: J'lre Physical S'cie11cl! Basis. 
(~ontribution (~j'/Vorking (j'roup 1 to the f'ourth 11sses.Hnent Neport <~lihe IPC'C'. 
~ The tcn1pcraturL~ on Earth is regulated hy a syste1n cornn1only kno\vn as the 11 grccnhous~ cfl:"Cct.·~ Just as the gk1ss in a 
greenhouse allo\vs heat fron1 sunllglll in 11nd reduces the mnount of heal that escape(). greenhouse g11sos like cnJ'l')O!~ 

dioxide, 1neth~1nc, 11nd nitrous oxide in tht.~ ~~unospherc kc~p the Earth at a relatively i,::vcn tctnpcl'utun~. Without the 
£J't~cnhousc cn<~(~t 1.ht~ Ennh \\"OUkl bt.-· a fro:t.C:rl globt\ thus~ although Hn i:xCt.:SS of' grc(~llhousc gas \"(~::lulls in global 
\vanning~ the naturally occurring greenhouse cllcct is necessary to keep our planet al a c.0111!(.)rtab!c h:.~n1pcraturc. 

~~!_:!:_:_ g rccn ho ll sc fE1~~~-!!~~~~ .. ~~E!;':5.~'.-~~.~!.~-~:_1:.~-;~--~-~!~--~~-~-~~J:~.:~.!~i~?_t2. __ i!.:_0.~-~-~~~-~ .. 1?.!.X._.~~~-~~~.,{0_~~)-.~.~-~~~~~~~~~!~E'..~-~t,~! ... ~·~2:.~!~ .. l~~.~i'. ~~,~.!:. .. .,."'··" , 
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Over the last 200 years, human activities have caused substantial quantities of GHGs to be released 
into tho atmosphere. These extra emissions are increasing GHG concentrntions in the atmosphere 
and enhnncing the natun1l greenhouse dfocL which is believed to be causing global wanning, whik 
manmadc GHGs include naturally-occurring GlIGs such as CCh, methane, and N20, some gases, 
such as .HFCs, PFCs, and SFrnre completely new to the atmosphere. 

Section 15064.4 of the CEQA Guidelines sets forth guidiilJce fbr deteimining the significance of 
Impacts from Greenhouse Gas Ernissions. The guiddincs allow impacts from a particular project to 
be described quantitatively or qualitutively and direct that impacts should be evaluated in 
consideration of existing t:nvironmental setting, applicable thresholds of significance, and 
compliance with regulations and requirements adopted to implement the mitigation of greenhouse 
gas emisswns. 

Section 15064 (h)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines specifics that a project's contribution to a cumulative 
effect may be found 'not cumulatively 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 Don1do County has not adopted a plan or 
mitigatkm program fbr the reduction of greenhouse gases as of the publication of this study. 
Likewise, it !ms not adopted thresholds of significance frn· 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 Gl·IGs, including Goal TC-l, Policies TC-lp and TC-lq, Goal 5.6, Objective 
5.6.2, and Policies 5.6.2.l and 5.6.2.2. 

(a) Less Than Signific:rnt 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 occur during installation of the tower and 
ground equipment. Standby generators will only be used during power outages and for short 
dL1rntion during testing. Vehicle trips will be <lSsociilled with very limited construction itnd 
routine rn.aintenanee. GH.G emissions g<:ncmted by the development and vehicle trips would be 
of an extremely limited scope and duration. The CHIO emissions would be negligible and the 
impact wou.ld therefore be less than significant. 

(b) Less Than Significant Impact, 'fhe El Dorado County General Plan establishes 
numerous policies relative to greenhouse gases. The everyday 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, !he 
anticipated increase in emissions would not conflict with the applicable with policies adopted fbr 
the purpost: of reducing GITG emissions. 

Mitigiition Measure; None required. 

FINDING: The project. would result in less than significant impacts to greenhouse gas emissions. 
For this Greenhouse Gas Emissions category, there would be no significant adverse environmental 
dlcct as a result of the project. 
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3.8 HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS: 
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Initial Study 
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Would the proposal: 

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

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

c. Emit hazardous em1ss1ons or handle 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, 
substances, or waste within one· quartet 
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 Cod~ 
Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it 
create a significant hazard to the public 01 

the environment? 
e. For a project located within an airport 

land use plan or, whcrt~ such a plan hm 
not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, would 
the project result in a s<ifety h<1wrd fo1 
people residing or working in the project 
area? 

I'. For a pnijGct within the vicinity of a 
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Less Than 
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0 
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[] 
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D 

IZI 

IZI 
private uirstrip, would the project resu.lt in 
a safety hazard flir people residing 01 

working in the project area? 
1-----""---""--"-----------1-----1-----1------1-,--~---~ g. lmpuir implementation of or physically 

interfere with an adopted emergency 
response plan or emergency evacuation 
plan? 

[] 
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Would the proposal: 

h. Expose people or structures to 
signific<tnt risk or .loss. 
injury or death involving wildland fires, 
including where wiJdlands are adjacent to 
urbanized areas or where residences are 
intermixed with wildlands? 

Impact Discussion: 

Potenti~llly 
Slgnific~int 

Impact 

0 

CUP18·0017/AT&T T(lwcr. Gold l!illfCohJlllLI 
Planning Commissionf /May Z3. 2:019 

fniti<1! Sl\.1d)· 

L..es..!)l'han 
Signilicant 

'lvith 
Mitigation 

lncorporatc>d 

0 

Lcs.."i ·rh~u1 
Signific~tnt 

Impact 

0 

No Impact 

a) Less Thao Significi111t 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 foe! is 
required only f(ir emergency purposes during a power outage and will not be routinely used or 
transpoiied. The amount of diesel fuel stored would be similar to that for a residential use. 
Storage and handling of diesol fuel, or any other chemicals or hazardous materials, would be 
subject to a lfazardous Materials Business Plan, administered by the El Dorado County Public 
Health Department at the time of developn1ent of the project. The plan would include an 
inventory of hnardous materials and chemicals handled or stored on the site, an emergency 
responst'O plnn, and a trnining prognun in safety procedures. 

Construction activities associated with the development of the proposed project would involve the 
use of potentially haznrdous materials, including vehicle Ji.1els, oils, and transm.ission fluids. 
1-Iowever, all potentially hazardous materials would be contained, stored, and used in nccordancc 
with mumifricturcrs' instructions and handled in compliance with applicable standards and 
regulations. In the event of an accidental release, construction personnel who arc experienced in 
containing accidental releases of hazardous .materials will like.ly be present to contain and treat 
nflected areas in the event a spill occurs. If ;1 larger spill were to occur, constniction personnel 
would generally be on-hand to contact the appropriate agencies. Hazardous materials used during 
construction would ultimately be disposed of by a licensed hazardous waste transporter at an 
authorized and licensed disposal facility or recycling facility. 

Radiofrequcncy (RF) radiation emanates from m1tcnna on cclll.liar lowers mid is generated by the 
m.ovement of electrical charges in the antenna. The t'nergy levels it generates are not great 
enough to ionize, or break down, atoms and molecules. so it is known as "non-ionizing" 
radiation. 

The Federal Communications Commission (FCC) is the government agency responsible for the 
authorization nnd licensing of l(1cilitics such as cellular towers that generate RF n1diation. For 
guidance in health and safoty issues related lo RF radiation, the FCC relics on other agencies and 
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organizations for guid(lnce, including the EPA, FDA, the National Institute for Occupational 
Safety and Health (NIOSll) and OSHA, which have all been involved in monitoring and 
investigating issues related to RF exposure. The FCC has developed and adopted guidelines for 
humfm exposure to RF radiation using the recommendations of the National Council on 
Radiation Protection and Measurements (NCRP) and the Institute of Electrical and Electronics 
Engineers (IEEE), with the support of the EPA, FDA, OSHA and NIOSH. According to the 
FCC, both the NCR!' exposure criteria and the IEEE standard wore developed by expert 
scientists and engineers atler 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 safety margins. In addition, under the National Environmental Policcy 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 sub1nittcd to the 
FCC for construction or modification of a transmitting facility or renewal of a license, the FCC 
evaluates it for compliance with the RF exposure guidelines, which were previously evaluated 
under NEPA. Failure to show compliance with the FCC's RF exposure guidelines in the 
applic(1tion process could lead to the additional environmenta.I review and eventual rejection of 
i1n application, The proposed tel<:>communication facility is subject to the FCC exposure 
guidelines, and must fall under the FCC's American National Standards Institute (ANSI) public 
limit standard of .58 mW/cm2. 

Finally, it should be noted that Section 704 of the Telecommunication Act of 1996 states that "No 
State or local government or instrumentality thereof may regulate the placement, construction, and 
modification of personal wireless service facilities on the basis of the environmental effects of 
radio frequency emissions to the extent that such facilities cmnply with the Commission's 
regulations concerning such emissions." Because the proposed facility would operate under 
fodcrally mandated limits on RF radiation for cellular towers <md is regulated by the FCC in this 
respect, the County may not regulate the placement or construct.ion of this focility based on the RF 
em1ssions. 

An EMF/RF Report (Elcctronwgnetic Fiels/Radio Frequency) h<ls been prepared und submitted fi.1r 
the project. This report summarizes the results of RF-EME modeling in relation to rdevant FCC RF­
EME compliance standards for limiting human exposure to RF-EME fields. It demonstrates 
compliance. Should the facility's emissions exceed FCC standards, the applicant would be 
responsible fix the cost of additional tests and corrective measures to est(tblish compliance with 
FCC standards. These County development standards would be reflected as condit.ions of 
approval in the use permit. 

The applicant has also provided a Hazardous Materials and Emissions Questionnaire to the 
County If materials exceed <tpplkabk thresholds outlined in the lfazardous Materials Rel.case 
Response Plans and Inventory Law of 198.5 (The Business Plan Act), a Hazardous Materials 
Business Plan would need to be obtained. 'I'hc plan, when implemented, would address potential 
impacts associated with the accidental spill or release of chemicals and/or hazardous materials 
used during operations. 

b) Less Than Significant Impact, Sec discussion under 3.8(a), above. 
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c) Less Than Significant {l))p11et. There are no schools within one-quarter mile of the project 
site. As discussed above, the proposed project may require the use of potentially hazardous 
materials during construction and operation of the teleconununication focility, including the 
storage of diesel fhel. 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 schoo.I site to a less than significant level. 

d) Less Tlrnn Significant Impact. A review of regulatory agency datab<tses, which inclLtded 
l.ists of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to C<tlifornia Government Code Section 
65962.5, did not identify contamination sites as being located within, or in the vicinity oC the 
project site. 

c) No Impact. No public use airports have been identified to b<.• located within the vicinity of 
the project site. 'fhe proposed project is located outside the compatibility zom:s for the area 
airports, and thcrelilre, would not result in a safety hazard to people working and residing on the 
project site. 

1) 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 lmpa{•t. The proposed project is an ummmned facility, so no cva(:uation and/or 
emergency response plans are neces~ary. The proposed project docs not i.nc.ludc any actions that 
physically interfere with any emergency response or emergem:y evacuation plans. Development 
of the proposed project wou.ld add a small amount of trips onto the area roadways; however, area 
roadways nnd intersections would continue to operate at an acceptable level of service. In the 
event future construction activities require work to be performed in the roadway, appropriate 
traffic control plans would be prepared in conjunction with County requirements, 

h) No impact. Tht: proposed use is unmanned and will not subject additional people lo risk of 
fire. 

Mitig11tio11 Measure: None required 

3.9 HYDROLOGY AND WATl~R QUALITY: 
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Impact Mitigation Impact 

ln<:<>rpo1·11ted 

·~,·~"""~~·~··~WM"~-~°"~'~~---·-· 

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste 
D D D 121 discharge requirements? 

~M~~·-~· ~--.-~·~""' ---· b. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies 
or inter fore substantially with groundwatt:1 D D D [)SJ 
n:charge such that there would be a net 

~~•••••, .. ~~•~w 
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deficit in aquifor volume or a lowering o 
the local groundwater table level (e.g .• the 
production rate of preexisting nearby well~ 
would drop to a level which wmtld not 
support existing land uses (ll' pfonned uses 
for which permits have been ''.1"<'!11\ed)'? 

-~--· 
c. Substantially alter the existing drainage 

pattern of the site or area, including through 
the ltlteration of the course of a stream m 
river, in a manner which would result ll1 

substantial erosion or siltation 011· or on: 
site? 

d. Substantially alter the existing dn1inag, 
pattern of the site or area, including through 
the alteration of the course of a stream 01 

river, or substantially increase the rate 01 

amount of surface runoff in a manner whicl 
would result in flooding on- or off-site? i 

c. Create or contribute runoff water whidi 
would exceed the capacity of existing Ol 

planned storm water drainage systems Ol 

provide substantial additional sources of 
.JJOl!uted nmofi'? 

·-~~- -·~~~--

f. Oiherwise substantially degrade watei 
quality'? 

g. Place housing v,~thin a 100-year flood 
hazard area as mapped by Federal Flood 
Hazard Boundary, Flood Insurance Rate 
Ml1p, or other flood ha<,ard dciineatim 
map? 

h. Place within a I 00-ycar flood hazard area 

i strncturcs which would impede or redircc 
ifoo<l flows? . . '""'"'""'"""""'""'" 

J, Expose people or structure~ to <1 significant 
risk or loss, injury, or death involvin!' 
flooding, including t1ooding as a result ot 
the fail me of a levee or dam? 

J. Inundation by sdche, tsunami, or mudflow? 
~-- ....... ~ .. 

Impact Discussion: 
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a) & b) No Impact. The project does nQt require the use of water and would nm create any water 
discharges. 
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(c) - f) Less Than Significant lmpi1ct. An equipment shelter is proposed within the 2,500-
squarc friot fenced lease area. 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 creiite additional runoff or substantially degrade water quality. The 20-foot wide 
access easement will not create any significant impact to drainage lXlllerns or create significant 
runoff. 

(g) - i) No Impact. The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is responsible for 
mapping areas subject to flooding during a 100-year flood event (i.e., I percent chance of 
occun-ing in <l given year). According to floodplain mapping of the project area, the project site is 
locilled within the X zone (Unshaded). The X zone (Unshaded) is defined by FEMA as areas of 
minimal flood hazard from the principal so\lrce of flood in the area and determined to be outside 
of the 0.2 percent annual chance floodplain. 

(j) No Impi1ct. The project site has an approximate elevation of I.370 Jbct above sea level. 
Based on the geographic location of the project site above sea level and situalion along a 
ridgcline, it will not be S\lbject to inundation by sciche, tsunami, or mudflow. 

Mitigation Measures: None required, 

l'INUING: The proposed project would not expose the <lrea to lu1<.<1rds relating to the use, 
storage, transport, or disposal of hazardmis materials. For this Hawrds and .Hazardous Materials 
category, impacts would be less than significant. 

3.10 LAND USE: 

Would the proposal: 
Potentially 
Significmit 

Impact 

'Less l"luu1 
Significant 

with 
Mltigallon 

lncor1)()ratcd 

Less l'h~u1 
Signllkant 

llnpart· 
No hnpact. 

'"--·--~-·~~M•~u•••~~·--·-----------+------+-------"'-----~•-•w~M~~~w•~~• 

a. Physically divide an established 
0 0 D co.mm unity? l---===='--'--------------1--·-----·-- ....... _,, ___ ,, .... 4 ____ -I----------< 

b. Conflict with an applici1ble land use plan, 
policy, or regulations of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the project (including, 
but not limited to, the general plan, 
specific plan, local coastal program, 01 

zonmg ordinance) adopted fbr the 
purpose of iivoiding or mitigating an 

0 0 [] 

environmental dlect? :c:;.-_;;.;:.;. _______ -...J _____ ._ ____ -1------+-------·-· 
c. Conflict with any applicable habitat 

conservation plan or natural community D D D ISi 

co11serv:~l£!!£h~~::_.,.,,""'""""~---·,,,,,,,.,,,,, .. ,,.,,~,.-,,,,.,,,,.,.,~------··-'~''"""-""""--"··---·-·--·'--·-----· "---~---
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hnp11ct Discussion: 

CUl'l S·OO 17/i\T&T Tower, <:.iold Hilt/Coloma 
P!i1nni11g. Cornrni~~i~)JJ//May 23. 2019 

Jni1i:1l Study 

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

Once constructed and operational, the communkntions fucility would provide 24-hour service to 
customers seven days a week. Apart from initial construction activity, no personnel will be 
stationed at the site. Routine maintenance and inspection of the focility 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 Signific1111t Impact. No new parcels or substantial development would result 
from this project The project would not divide any established community. 

(b) Less Than Significnnt liupnct. The proposed project was reviewed for consistency with 
the zoning code and Genernl Plan, mid is consistent with both. 'The proposed Stealth mono­
bro11dk<1f tower is conditionally permitted use in the AG-40 zone with a Conditional Use Permit, 
which is requested Jlir the project. The project is subject to and conforms with the development 
standards Ji:Jr communication facilities contained in El Dorado County Zoning Code Section 
130.40.130.D, and the .impact will therefore be less than significant. 

(c.) No Impact. This site is not located within a habitat conservation or natural community plan 
area. 

Mitigation Measure: None Required. 

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

3.11 MINERAL RESOURCES: 

~----------'~"',_"""'"""""""""""""""~"'"· ''"~'='-~"''·""'°"'"·V.:."':'"-"< ==~"""""""""""''"'-"~"'='"'-""--:r!..~lXC~C~'l.~~~~r;r.T::=::1.""J!.~=t.:i'~ 'l"'-1.::.1:"'1~A<"'"""""""'""'""" 

Would the proposal: 

Potential 
ly 

Siguifie<mt 
Impact 

l .. e.ss l'ha u 
Signifi~:unt 

with 
Mitigation 

lucorporntcd 

Less Than 
SiguificHnt 

Im pad 
No Impact 

"'·-··""'··"·'~'·'·'~~··'""'·'~'··--"·-·-··"'·"·-·---·----·-·------------------------------·- ---·-----l-----+---------1---·-----I 
a. Result in the loss of availability of a known 

mineral resource that would be of value to 
the region and the residents of the stnte? 

•-••-••••-••••••--------·r-,,O~"""~"W''"'""W"M"'""'"~''"'"'''""'"'"'M"""'"'"' ''""''""'""'"'""'"'"''"'""''""'''-•'M""~··"-" 

b_ Result in the loss of nvnibbility of a locally 
important mineral resource rcwvery site 
delineated on a local general plan, specific 

[J 

[] 

0 0 

··'·'···---··-··----- -·-------1 

[] IZl 

plan, or other I.and t:;:SJ~_",_,_~~-~-- ----------~------·----- -----··------------ ____________ ·--·-·----··--···,··--,··--,- ..... , 

--- -----·--·--·--·-·---•-••••-·-·--•-••m••~"""""Y""""'-""'' 
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Im1iact ))iscussion: 

CUP18"00171AT&T Tower, Gold Hil!!Colotna 
Planning. Commi~sion//Ml'!y :?J. 20 l 9 

!ni1il1l Snidy 

The project site .is located in an area with limited agricultural uses. Noise levels vary in the 
project art;a. Noise is expected to be limited to construction of the proposed facility and 
occasional use of the emergency generator. The proposed wire.less communications facility is 
unmanned and would not expose people at the fi.1cility to noise levels. 

n) & c) Less Thnn Significant lmp:1ct. Uses associated with this project would not create a 
significant increase in ambient noise levels within or in proximity to the projccl site. The 
potential use of onsite emergency standby generators would provide power until normi1l power is 
restored. The use' of standby generators will be short term in durnlion and wiII not create 
significant impacts. An environmental noise analysis (Attachment 6) of decibel levels at eiich 
nearby residence's properly line and actual residence from project-related noise sources, 
including the onsite Emergency Backup G(:nerntor and HY AC systems, determined that potential 
noise associated with the project would be substantially less than El Dorado County's no.isc level 
thresholds as sp(ecified in the El Dorado County Title 130 Zoning and Noise Ordinance, Chapter 
130.37 -- Noise Standards. 

(b) No lm1inct. The proposed projed would not include the development of land 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 
use of heavy pile drivers would be required. 

(d) Less Than Significant Impact. Construction acl!v1ty on the site has the potential to 
generate high noise levels on and adjacent to the project site intermittently during project 
development activities. During construction, the highest noise levels would result from operation 
of heavy equipment, which can be expected to generate noise kvcls of between 85 to 90 decibels 
(dBA) at a dismnce of 50 foet from the source. Noise levels will be reduced, however, by a foctor 
of six dBA with em;h doubling of distance from the noise source and by intervening topography. 
Construction noise activities related to project construction arc temporary i.n nature and will be 
for less than County noise thresholds at a distance of approximately 900 foet to the nenrest offsite 
residence. Consistent with County requirements, noise generating construction uctivities will be 
limited to daytime hours between 7:00 <Im nnd 7:00 pm on weekd(tys and non-holidays, and 8:00 
am to 5:00 pm on weekends. Given the distance from the nearest otl~sitc 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 compliance with County requirements. The impact would therefore be less than 
significant. 

e) & I) No Impact. The project is located more than two m.ilcs from the nearest airport orprivate 
airstrip. 

Mitigation Measure: None required. 
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CtlP I 8~<)(J 11/.i\l&Y ·i P\ver, (ll~ld Hil!iCokmrn 
Ph~1111i11g Co1unii.-:si\)1l/f:Viny 23, 2(1l4" 

., lniii<ll SH1dy 

FIND! NG: As conditioned, and with adherence to County Code. no signilkant direct or indirect 
impacts to noise levels are expected either directly or indirectly. For this Noise category, the 
thresholds of significance would not be exceeded. 

3.13 HOUSING: 

.• .,,.~ .. =.,,.,.,.-=·•·"'-"'f.="'..:.~~ ................. -· ---~~ --- -· 
: •.• 1 

L~ss Than 
Potentially Siguillcaut Less "l"han 

Would the proposal: Significant with Significant 
Impact Mitigation .ln1pact 

~ ' lncomoratcd ' """""""''""--· : a. Induce SL1bstanlial population growth in HI 

' area, either directly (for example, by 
proposing new homes and businesses) Ol D [] i2i;1 
indirectly (for example, through extension ot 
roads or other infrastructure? 

b. Displace substantial numbers of existinr 
housing, necessitating the constmcti on 0 D 0 gj 

replacement J:iou~inJ! elsewhere'! 
c. Displace substantial mnnbers of people, 

necessitating the construction of replaccmcm 0 0 IZl 
·--J.~~:iing elsewhere? 0=1tml:<.<r~::.~J'"·'''1::'.~A~'~l>I.-,,_ ''°'''·~•-'ff.~'J<l'""'!""':W.C~l!.""""""'l~O:""'"""~'"'"""""""'"""""""•."~~-~"'"""'""' 

Impact Discussion: 

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

b) & c) No Impact. The project would not displace individuals or housing. The project does 
not require the extension of a11y infrastructure, such as roads, water, or sewer systems. Therefore, 
the pH~iect WNtld not induce subsrnntial population growth in the project area. 

Mitigation Measure: None required. 

HNDING: The project would not displace housing. There would be no potential for a 
signific<H1l impiict due lo subst<mlfol grov.'th either directly or indirectly. For this Population and 
Housing category, the thresholds nf significuncc would not be anticipated to be exceeded. 
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3.14 PUBLIC SERVICI~S: 

CU Pl 8-0017/AT&·i· ·i·owcr, Gol~l Hill/Coloma 
Planning Comniission//l\,lay 2,\ 2019 

!r1itial Stud~· 

~"-•""'•'"-M' ________________ iffllrn,..,,..,,"'"""llm'"""n!J"""">=~7-":<,~.~·nL>:.'::"~i;,;.· . ..:Hr.C.C:'!.~""~".m,.~>«<IO<JIL:M-W.~f""""'""""""""'~"""""'''"'".:>A.<l:='"'""'""'".;:i:,: 

Would the proposal: 
Putcnt'iully 
Signific~lnt· 

lnip;.tct 

l.iCSS l"luln 
Less Than 

SignH'kant 
lmp11c! 

No Impact 
Sig11ificant 

w;th 
Mitig£~t.iou 

In coroor~1 ted 
1---=-c--:--0----c------,------,-------,---.,--,r------+-""-'"'-"'"--+--"~~M'~'~'"r-"'M'"m'~'~"'---·-

a. Would the project result m substantial 
adverse physical impacts associated with 
the provision of or need for new 01 

physically altered governmentul facilities, 
the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in orde1 
to maintain acceptable service ratios, 
response times, or other performance 

D D D 

objectives for any of the public services? 
!---~~----~--~--·------- --"~'~''"'~'""'"'"~ u~m•~•,-•--•-+------'1-------< 

b. Fire protection? D D 12) D 
c. Pol.ice Protection? D D D IZI 

~·~~••~m~~ 

d. Schools? D D 0 fZI 
~~~'~'" ~~~-~~~·~~~·~"'"'~ ·~--~~--·~~· "~~~·-~ 

Impact .Discussion: 

a) - b) Less Thorn Significant Imp:1ct. The El Dorndo County Fire Protection District 
(District) currently provides emergency service to the project parcel and had no connncnts or 
concerns regarding this project. H.owcver, the parcel .is located just outside District boundaries. 
As the project could result .in increased needs tlir fire protection services to the site, an OL1t of 
Agency Service Agreement between AT&'f and the District wi11 be required as a condition of 
approval to ensure adequate fire protection services will continue to be provided as needed. In 
addition, the property owner will be required to obtnin approval of an annexation of the project 
parcel into the District from the El Dorado Locnl Agency Formation Commission (El Dorado 
LAFCO) with.in five years of project approval. 

c) No Impact. The proposal is not cxpcded to resul! in an increase in demand for po.lice 
services because wirekss communication facilities do not normally require such services. 

d) No Impact. The communi.cation facility is an unmanned focility and therefore wi.11 not result 
in an increase in demand for school facilities in the area. 

c) No Impnct. The communication facility is an unmanned facility and therefore will not crcalc 
an increase .in park usage. 

c) No Impact. The communication facility is an unmanned facility and therefl)re will not require 
other public services 

• m Page 35 of 46 m 
11550?:51 (iS ... Y ~ 19-0808 E 36 of 84



Mitigation Mcnsurc: None rcqu.ircd. 

C:.'l.JP l S-0017/A'l'&T Tower, (.iold I fill/Co!orn<~ 
Pli:1nnir\g Commis~km/IMay 2J, 2019 

lniti::i! Study 

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

3.15 RECREATION: 

Would the proposal: 

a. Increase the us<' of existinr 
neighborhood and regional parks 01 

other recreational fr1cilitics such tl1(1( 

substantial physical deterioration oJ 
the facility would occur or be 
ac.celerated? 

Potcntinlly 
Signilicant 

Impact 

0 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

lncorporntcd 

[] 

Less Th•rn 
Significant 

lmpnct 

0 

No lmpllc.t 

1-c-,------,----,------,---.,---~-,-----+-·-"-~'-~-·~ ....... ~-~-"~"~"w"~~·"~"" ~w·~~~-.. ~·~W~M-~M• r-~--~~"~·~~""~ 
b. Inc.ludo recreational facilities or require 

the constructkm or ex1x111sion oJ 
recreatimwl facilities which 111ight haw 
an adverse physical effect on the 
environment? 

Impact Discussion: 

D D 0 

a) & b) No Impact. The con11.mmication facility is an unmanned facility and therefore will not 
create an increase in park usage. No recreational fr1cilities arc proposed under this proposal and 
none are located on the project site. No impacts on existing or future recreational facilities would 
occur. 

Mitigation Measure: None required. 

FINDING: No significant impacts to open space or park facilities would result ns part of the 
project. For this Recreation category, impacts would be less than significant. 
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3.l<i TRANSPORTATION/TRAF.FIC: 

CUP I 8w0017/AT&.T TOW(~L (;old Hill/Coloma 
Planning Commission//Mtiy 23, 2019 

1ni1!11I Siudy 

...........,,,.,,.,,,,..~~""""""""""'''"""""""'~'"~.:.:~M:'J:.:l='"''""""'"""'"'""'"""'"" "'"'""'·--~~--~~·· -----~-1"~-w~•••~~ 

Less Than 
Potentially Significant Less ''fhan 

Would the proposal: Significant with Significant No l.mpact 
lmp>lct Mitigation Impact 

~~"~""~~~·~ ~'"'M"~~-~-~~~~ 

_lncol'f}orntcd 

a.Cause an increase 111 1raOk which i8 
substantial 111 rel;ition to the existing 
traffic loiid <llld capacity of the street 
system (i.e., result in a substantial increase 0 0 121 0 
Ill either the number of vchi.clc trips, the 
volume to capacity ratio on roads~ 01 

congestion at intersections)? 
-·--~·-·~·'~M~~~-· 

b.Exceed, either individually 01 

cumulatively, a level of service standard 
established by the county congestion D 0 [ZI 0 
management agency for designated roads 
or highways? 

""~"'~"··~~-·· 
c.Result m a change 1.n mr traflic patterns, 

including either an mcrease 1.n traffic 
k:vels or a change m location that results D D D IZl 
in substantial saJcty risks? 

-·- ... ~~~u~~'•"~•w·•~ ~'M~~~~~~·-~~~ 

cl.Substantially mcrease huz.ards due to ,, 
design feature (e.g., sharp curves Ol 

dangerous intersections) or incompatible 0 D D IZl 
uses (e.g., farm equipment)? 

•-Mm~Mm"~"~ -~~~·~~·"~" 

e. ResuH in inadequate emergency access? D D D IZl 
·-f. Result in inadequate parking capacity? D D D [ZI 

~~~~~W~•~•M~··~"·~~·-'"'""''""H"'°" ~~~'N"-~~-~~ 

g.Conflicl with accepted policies, plans 01 

programs supporting alternative 
transportation (e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle 0 D D 121 
racks)? 

~"'"""'"=""'~""""~"'~"""""""'""'"""~'""""'"""""""'""'"""'"""'"""~'"'~""'M ..:.:.......l ........ .:......~~-··-·-- - ,.,~-

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 Significant Impact. The project area is rural residential and agricultuniL 
and there arc low tniffic volurn.es. The proposed wireless communication facility would 
te111pon11Iy generntc additional vehicle trnflk in the project mea during construction activities. 
'fhis would be minor and would not have a significant impact on veh.icular circulation in the 
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CUP! ~~oo 17/ AT&T Tower. Oold !·lil!/Coloma 
Planning Commbsion//May 23, 10 \9 

Initial Study 

project. mea. Once construction has been completed, traffic will return to pre-construction levels. 
Aller construction activities have been completed, the projeet would require only one to two site 
visits per month. This very low number of vehicle trips would not have any impact on existing 
vehicular circulation in the project area_ 

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

(d) No hnp11ct. The project design docs not involve any significant modifications to Big Sky 
RHnch Road, nor create any additional hazards of safoty concerns. 

(e) - (g) No Impact. Since the project is un u11manned fo.cility and does not invo.lvc a subslunli<tl 
number of vehicle trips, the project will not result in inadequate emergency access. 

Mitig>1tio11 Meusurc: None required. 

FINDING: The project would not exceed the thresholds for trnffic identified within lhe General 
Plan, For this Transport,llion/Trartk cutcgory, the thresholds of significant would nol be 
exceeded and impacts would be Jess than significant, 
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3.l 7 TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES: 

CUP18-0017/Al&.l 'h.lw\:r. (iold HHl/C\)\<.m1;1 
Jlhmning (\1m1nlssi(m//l\,ti1~· 2J. 20 I\) 

!11i!'ial Study 

, ______ ,_,,"-~-"'"' ·-"'"·"- '"'~--·~""-''"'''·' __ _ 
Would tlw project cause a substantial 
11dverse change in the signific:mcc of :1 
tribal cultuntl resource, defined in Public 
Resources Code section 21074 ns either n 
site, fcnturc, pince, culturnl l1111dscape 
that is gcogrnphically defined in terms ol 
the size and Sl'OflC of the lnndscape, 
sacred place, or object with culturnl vitluc 
to a Cnlifornin Native Amcricnn tribe, 
and this is: 

<1. Listed or eligible frJr listing in the 
California Register of l-1.istorical 
Resources, or in a local register of 
historical resources as defined in Public 
Resources Code section 5020.l(k) or 

b. A resource delennined by the lead agency, 
in its discretion and supported by 
substantial evidenct\ to be significant 
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision 
( c) of Public Resources Code section 
5024. l. In apply the criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of the Public Resources 
Code section 5024. l, the lead ilgency shall 
consider !he significance of the resource 
to a California Native Arnericm1 tribe. 

lmpnct Discussion: 

Potentially 
Signlficatl! 

Impact 

0 

D 

Less Than 
Signilkant 

with 
Mitigation 

I ncorporatcd 

D 

D 

Les.s. l'han 
Signil1cani 

Impact 

D 

D 

No Impact 

a) Less Than Significant Impact. The United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn 
Ranchcria (lJAIC), the Wilton Ranchcria, the Washoe Tribe of Nevada and Californb, the Jone 
Band of Miwok Indians, the Ni1shville-El l)on1do Mi wok, the T'si Akim Maidu, and the Shingle 
Springs lfand of Miwok Indians were notified of the proposed project and given nccess to all 
project documents. No other tribe had requested to be notified of the proposed projects fr1r 
consultation in the project area at the time. In response to requests from the UAlC and the 
Shingle Springs Band of Mi wok Indians, the Cultural Resources Search for the consultation was 
received for this project. Pursunnt to the Records Search, by the North Centrnl Inl(inm1tion 
Center, the geogrnpbic urea of' the project sites <lrC not known to c\llltnin any resources listed or 
eligible for listing in the California Register of !Iistorical Resources, or in n Jornl. register of 
historical n'sources 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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CUP I fl-0017/Al,t.T Ti.)w~r, Gold Hill/Cok)n·m 
Planning Commi!>~i<)n//iVlay 23, 20 I 9 

Initial Study 

b) Less Th:in Significant Impact. Sec discussion 4. I 7(a) --- 'lhba! C'u/tural R£',1·01m:es. 

Mitiglltiou Measure: None required. 

PINDING: No significant ·rcRs 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. 

3.18 lJ'IlLITIES AND SERVICE SYSTf•'.MS: 

Would the proposal: 
Potentinlly 
Sigr1ificunt 

I 111 p;1ct 

Less Tlurn 
Siguificnu1 

l\"ith 
Less Than 
Signifkaut 

hnpac1 
No Impact 

M itig;1tion 
lucurooruted 

r-·-co:---,.---------------+-----;'-""'-'--"""'"""""'+----·----+--------~1 
a. Exceed wastewater tre(1t111ent 

requirements of the applicable Regional 
Wnter Quality Control Board? 

D D D 

r-------------------------------1----+-----f-----+---------1 
b. Require or result m the construction ol 

new water or wastewater treatment 
[] [] [] facilities or expansion of cxislinr 

facilities, the construction of which could 
cause significant environmental effects? 

1r------~------------------·-------· "~~~~~~-~~"~~~~"~---·'""M 

c. Require or result in the construction of 
new storm water drainage facilities m 
expansion of existing fa.cilities, the 
construction of which could cause 

D D D 

significant environmental effects? 
lf---:--~r---'-"CC~---------,-,-------,-,----,----c+---____,r-------+------1--·---··-

d. l-Iave sufficient water supplies available 
to serve the pr~jccl from ex1st11J;> 
entitlements and resources, or are new O! 

D D D 

____ e~~!~d~~l_~!}_ti!L~~:i._ts_· _n_.e_e,_le_·d_·~_1 ----+------+-----+-------+---------;' 
e. Result Ill a determination by the 

wastewater treatment provider whi.ch 
serves or m.ay serve the project that it hllS 

adequ,1te cnpacity to serve the project's 
projected demand 111 addition to the 
provider's existing commitments? 

f. Be served by a landfill with sufficient 

D D 

permitted capacity to accommodate the [] [] 

0 

0 
project's solid waste disposal .needs?---··-·--·---·-.. _,, ... , ............. - .... """""-·-----.-------------tt 

g. Comply with federal, state, and local 
statutes. and regulations related to so.lid D D D 
v..1astc? 
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Impact Discussion: 

CUPIS-0017/A'T&T Tower, Gold l'litl/Colo111a 
Plan1\in~ Com1nission//May 23. 2019 

fniti;d Sludy 

(a) - g) No h111>act. Implementation of the project would not require do.mcstic water or 
wastewater treatment, or solid waste facilities. It would not be in non"compliunce with any 
statutes or regulations relating to solid waste, nor would it employ equipment tlmt would 
introduce interference .into any systell1. Thus, the project would have no impact on <\ny utilities or 
service sysrerns. 

Mitigation Measure: None required . 

. FIN.DING: No significant utility and service system impact.s would be expected with the project, 
either directly or indirectly. For this Utilities and Service Systems category, the thresholds of 
significance would not be exceeded. 

3.19 MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE (SECTION 15065): 

Would tlw propos11I: 
Potentially 
Significant 

lmp11c.t 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

lncorporntcd 

Less Tlrnn 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

~-~"-~~·~"---~·~~~"----~~~~-~·~ ~'M""~~~,.·~·"'~"" ""'~~~~,~~~"''~'"~~ ··~~~,,M~~=•M~ ~·~· .. ~·~""~~~-.... ~ 

a. llave the potentinl to substantiall) 
degrade the quality of the environment, 
substantially reduce I.be habitat of a 
fish or wildlifi" species, cause a fish 01 

wildlife population to drop below self~ 
sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate 
a plant or animal comrnunity, reduce 
the number or restrict the range of i 

rare or endangered plant or animal 01 

eliminate important examples of the 
ma.1or peri.ods of California history 01 

prehistory? 
b .. Have impi1cts that are individually 

limited, but cunrnlal.ivdy considerable? 
("Cunrnlatively considerable" mt'tms 
that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed ir 
connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effec.ts of other cumont 
projects and the effects of probable 
future projects)? 
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c. Docs the project have envirn 
eficcts which will cause sub 
adverse effects on human being 
directly or indirectly? 
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Impact Discussion: 

Potentially 
Signifiem1t 

lmpuct 

D 

('U!) I 8~()!l I ?!1YJ'&. r T\\WCf. Gold Hi!l/Coh;Hn(l 
Planni1lg Co1nnii~sio111/.\>hiy :!]. 201.9 

!nttiul S111tly 

. . -·---;i-Lc.'s Than 
S!gnffieant Less Than 

with SiguHlcaut No lu1pact 
Mitigation Impact , 

Incorporflted 

0 ~ D 

""''"'"'''"''"'""''-"'·".:.."::.r""--"'-~"'"""""""' 

j 
a) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated. With the implementation of 
mitigation measures included in this Initial Study, the proposed project would not degrade the 
quality of the enviro11111ent: result in an adverse impact on fish, wildlife, or plant species 
including special status species, or prehistoric or historic culturnl resources. Prehistoric or 
hisloiic cultural resources would not be adversely affected because no archeological or historic 
resources arc known to exist in the project area and project implementation includes following 
appropriate procedures for avoiding or preserving artifacts or human remains should they be 
uncovered during project excavation. 

b) Less Than Sig11ific11nt Impact. There arc no identified impacts that arc individually 
limited, but cumulatively considerable. Past, current, and probable future projects in the vicinity 
of the project site were reviewed to determine if auy additional cumulative impacts may occur 
with the apprnval of this project. A two-mile rndius was used in dc1ermining cumulative impacts. 
No cumulative impacts were discovered. 

c) Less Than Significant lmp11ct with Mitigation Jncorpornted. There have been no impacts 
discovered through the review of this application demonstrating that there would be substantial 
adverse dfocts on human beings either directly or indirectly. However, the proposed project has 
the potential to cause both temporary and Ii.mire impacts lo the urea by project-related impacts 
relating to nir, biological l'Csources, and cuhural resources. With implementation of mitigation 
measures included in this Initial Study, thes'-' impacts would be effoctivcly mitigated lo a less 
than signitlcMt level. 
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