County of Santa Cruz

PLANNING DEPARTMENT
701 OCEAN STREET, 4™ FLOOR, SANTA Cruz, CA 85060
(831)454-2580 Fax: (831)454-2131

KATHLEEN MOLLOY PREVISICH, PLANNING DIRECTOR
www.sccoplanning.com

NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

NOTICE OF PUBLIC REVIEW AND COMMENT PERIOD

Pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act, the following project has been reviewed by the County
Environmental Coordinator to determine if it has a potential to create significant impacts to the environment
and, if so, how such impacts could be solved. A Negative Declaration is prepared in cases where the project is
determined not to have any significant environmental impacts. Either a Mitigated Negative Declaration or
Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is prepared for projects that may result in a significant impact to the
environment.

Public review periods are provided for these Environmental Determinations according to the requirements of
the County Environmental Review Guidelines. The environmental document is available for review at the
County Planning Department located at 701 Ocean Street, in Santa Cruz. You may also view the
environmental document on the web at www.sccoplanning.com under the Planning Department menu. If you
have questions or comments about this Notice of Intent, please contact Todd Sexauer of the Environmental
Review staff at (831) 454-3511.

The County of Santa Cruz does not discriminate on the basis of disability, and no person shall, by reason of a
disability, be denied the benefits of its services, programs or activities. If you require special assistance in
order to review this information, please contact Bernice Shawver at (831) 454-3137 to make arrangements.

PROJECT: Felton Library APP #: 171167
APN(S): 065-073-03 & 065-281-03

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The project proposes to construct a library and an outdoor interactive
environmental education program in two phases. Phase One would consist of the construction of a 9,657
square foot library with a fenced patio, parking lot, frontage improvements along Gushee Street, a monument
sign, and related improvements; the replacement of a culvert in Bull Creek with pedestrian bridge, and
restoration of the riparian area. Phase Two would consist of the construction of outdoor interactive
environmental education areas and a second pedestrian bridge over Bull Creek.

PROJECT LOCATION: The proposed project is located on the west side of Gushee Street within the
community of Felton in unincorporated Santa Cruz County. Santa Cruz County is bounded on the north by San
Mateo County, on the south by Monterey and San Benito counties, on the east by Santa Clara County, and on
the south and west by the Monterey Bay and the Pacific Ocean.

EXISTING ZONE DISTRICT: R-1-10

APPLICANT: Teall Messer

OWNER: County of Santa Cruz, Attn: Betsey Lynberg

PROJECT PLANNER: Annette Oison, (831) 454-3134

EMAIL: Annette Olson@santacruzcounty.us

ACTION: Negative Declaration with Mitigations

REVIEW PERIOD: September 18, 2017 through October 17, 2018

This project will be considered at a public hearing by the Zoning Administrator. The time, date and
location have not been set. When scheduling does occur, these items will be included in all public
hearing notices for the project.
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MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Project: Felton Library APN(S): 065-073-03 & 065-281-03

Project Description: The project proposes to construct a library and an outdoor interactive environmental
education program in two phases. Phase One would consist of the construction of a 9,657 square foot library
with a fenced patio, parking lot, frontage improvements along Gushee Street, a monument sign, and related
improvements: the replacement of a culvert in Bull Creek with pedestrian bridge, and restoration of the riparian
area. Phase Two would consist of the construction of outdoor interactive environmental education areas and a
second pedestrian bridge over Bull Creek.

Project Location: The proposed project is located on the west side of Gushee Street within the community of
Felton in unincorporated Santa Cruz County. Santa Cruz County is bounded on the north by San Mateo
County, on the south by Monterey and San Benito counties, on the east by Santa Clara County, and on the
south and west by the Monterey Bay and the Pacific Ocean.

Owner: County of Santa Cruz, Attn: Betsey Lynberg

Applicant: Teall Messer

Staff Planner: Annette Olson, (831) 454-3134

Email: Annette Olson@santacruzcounty us

This project will be considered at a public hearing by the Zoning Administrator. The time, date and location
have not been set. When scheduling does occur, these items will be included in all public hearing notices for
the project.

California Environmental Quality Act Mitigated Negative Declaration Findings:

Find, that this Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the decision-making body’s independent judgment and
analysis, and; that the decision-making body has reviewed and considered the information contained in this
Mitigated Negative Declaration and the comments received during the public review period; and, that revisions
in the project plans or proposals made by or agreed to by the project applicant would avoid the effects or mitigate
the effects to a point where clearly no significant effects would occur; and, on the basis of the whole record
before the decision-making body (including this Mitigated Negative Declaration) that there is no substantial
evidence that the project as revised will have a significant effect on the environment. The expected
environmental impacts of the project are documented in the attached Initial Study on file with the County of Santa
Cruz Clerk of the Board located at 701 Ocean Street, 5 Floor, Santa Cruz, California.

Review Period Ends:; October 17, 2017

Date:

TODD SEXAUER, Environmental Coordinator
(831) 454-3511
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CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA)
INITIAL STUDY/ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

Date: August 14, 2017 Application Number: 171167
Project Name: Felton Library Staff Planner: Annette Olson

. OVERVIEW AND ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION
APPLICANT: Teall Messer APN{s}): 065-073-03 & 065-281-03
OWNER: County of Santa Cruz SUPERVISORAL DISTRICT:  5th

PROJECT LOCATION: The proposed project is located on the west side of Gushee Street
within the community of Felton in unincorporated Santa Cruz County (Figure 1). Santa
Cruz County is bounded on the north by San Mateo County, on the south by Monterey and
San Benito counties, on the east by Santa Clara County, and on the south and west by the
Monterey Bay and the Pacific Ocean.

SUMMARY PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The project proposes to construct a library and an outdoor interactive environmental
education program in two phases. Phase one would consist of the construction of a 9,657
square foot library with a fenced patio, parking lot, frontage improvements along Gushee
Street, a monument sign, and related improvements; the replacement of a culvert in Bull
Creek with pedestrian bridge, and restoration of the riparian area. Phase two would consist
of the construction of outdoor interactive environmental education areas and a second
pedestrian bridge over Bull Creek (Figure 2).
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|:| Hazards and Hazardous Materials Tribal Cultural Resources
<] Hydrology/Water Supply/Water Quality

D Land Use and Planning

L0

Mandatory Findings of Significance

[] General Plan Amendment [T] Coastal Development Permit

[ ] Land Division Grading Permit

[ ] Rezoning P<] Riparian Exception

Development Permit [ ] LAFCO Annexation

[] Sewer Connection Permit [X] Other: Variances, Parking Plan, Sign
Exception

Agency Agency

County of Santa Cruz, DPW Encroachment Permit -

CDFW 1602 (Streambed Alteration Agreement)
RWQCB 401 (Water Quality Certification)
USACE 404 (Nationwide Permit)

On the basis of this initial evaluation;

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

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

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

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

O

Feiton Library 1711867



[ ] 1 find that although the proposed project could have a significant effect on the
environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed
adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION pursuant to applicable
standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated pursuant to that earlier EIR or
NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measures that are
imposed dpon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

) ,ﬁw(/ 9/‘§f 7

TODD SEWE , Environmental Coordinator Date

Felton Library 171167
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. BACKGROUND INFORMATION
EXISTING SITE CONDITIONS:

Parcel Size (acres): Approximately 2
Existing Land Use: Vacant
Vegetation:
Slope in area affected by project: ] 0 - 30% [_] 31 - 100% [_] N/A
Nearby Watercourse: Bull Creek

Distance To: Bull Creek runs through the property

ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES AND CONSTRAINTS:

Water Supply Watershed: Yes Fault Zone:
Groundwater Recharge: A portion Scenic Corridor:
Timber or Mineral: No Historic:
Agricultural Resource: No Archaeology:
Biologically Sensitive Habitat:  Yes Noise Constraint:
Fire Hazard: SRA Electric Power Lines:
Moderate
Floodplain: No mapped  Solar Access:
FEMA
floodplain.
Erosion: Low Solar Orientation:
potential
Landslide: No Hazardous Materials:
Liquefaction: Yes Other:
SERVICES:
Fire Protection: Felton FPD  Drainage District:
School District: SLVUSD Project Access:
Sewage Disposal: Septic Water Supply:

Mowed grass and riparian woodland associated with Bull Creek

No
Felton Town
Plan

No hazard

Available

Available

Low
potential

Zone 8
Gushee/Kirby
San Lorenzo
Valley Water
District

Felfon Library

Application Number: 171167



PLANNING POLICIES:

Zone District: R-1-10 Special Designation:
Felton Town Plan
General Plan: R-UL

Urban Services Line: [inside X outside
Coastal Zone: [Tinside  [X] Outside

ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND SURROUNDING LAND USES:
Natural Environment

Santa Cruz County is uniquely situated along the northern end of Monterey Bay
approximately 55 miles south of the City of San Francisco along the Central Coast. The
Pacific Ocean and Monterey Bay to the west and south, the mountains inland, and the prime
agricultural lands along both the northern and southern coast of the county create
limitations on the style and amount of building that can take place. Simultaneously, these
natural features create an environment that attracts both visitors and new residents every
year. The natural landscape provides the basic features that set Santa Cruz apart from the
surrounding counties and require specific accommodations to ensure building is done in a
safe, responsible and environmentally respectful manner.

The California Coastal Zone affects nearly one third of the land in the urbanized area of the
unincorporated County with special restrictions, regulations, and processing procedures
required for development within that area. Steep hillsides require extensive review and
engineering to ensure that slopes remain stable, buildings are safe, and water quality is not
impacted by increased erosion. The farmland in Santa Cruz County is among the best in the
world, and the agriculture industry is a primary economic generator for the County.
Preserving this industry in the face of population growth requires that soils best suited to
commercial agriculture remain active in crop production rather than converting to other
land uses.

Project Site

The project site is located on the west side of Gushee Street one parcel north of its
intersection with Hihn Street in Felton. Directly to the west of the library site is the San
Lorenzo Valley Water District. The Water District property is included in this application as
a portion of the interactive environmental education feature and restoration/mitigation work
would occur on the District’s parcel. To the south, located on the corner of Gushee Street
and Hihn Street, is the U.S. Post Office. Across Hihn Street is a County of Santa Cruz
maintenance yard. To the east, across Gushee Street is a Rite Aid store, and to the north are
single-family homes.

Felton Library Application Number: 171167



The library parcel (APN 065-073-03) is vacant. Bull Creek, a perennial waterway, bisects the
property from the southwest to the northeast, dividing the parcel into two distinct areas.
Access to the southern area where the library building is proposed is available from Gushee
Street. Access to the northern area is available from Kirby Street via an easement over the
Water District property. Currently, internal vehicular access from the southern area of the
library parcel to the northern area is possible via a culvert in Bull Creek. As a part of the
project, however, the culvert would be removed and a pedestrian bridge would be installed
~ to provide pedestrian access to the outdoor education feature.

PROJECT BACKGROUND:

The community of Felton, which is located in the San Lorenzo Valley, is currently served by
an approximately 1,300 square foot library which is located within the historic Faye G.
Belardi building. The library’s small size, as well as the absences of on-site parking and other
amenities typically found in modern libraries, prompted an effort to develop a new library.
In 2016 the County acquired a two acre parcel located about 650 feet south of the existing
library, and in June 2017, applied for the discretionary permits required to construct the
library.

DETAILED PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The project would be constructed in two phases. In the first phase, the library and related
improvements such as the parking lot, monument sign, Gushee frontage, drainage
improvements, and a septic system would be constructed. The new library is proposed to be
9,657 square feet in size and would include spaces for adult and youth to access traditional
books as well as online materials. Small rooms, including a teen gathering room, and a library
program room for small and large discussions and presentations by staff and the community
would be available for library programming. A fenced outdoor area on the west side of the
building would provide a flexible space for reading and library programming. The hours of
operation may vary depending on available funding, but the anticipated hours are:

Sunday 1PM - 5PM

Monday Closed

Tuesday — Thursday 11 AM - 6 PM
Friday & Saturday 11 AM ~5 PM.

The parking lot would accommodate 18 vehicles and the remaining required parking (12
spaces) would be provided along Gushee Street as parallel parking where new curb, gutter
and sidewalk would be constructed. The parking lot would be constructed of pervious paving
over a gravel bed that would act as a detention/retention volume to hold runoff. Runoff
would be directed either to a raingarden located on the west side of the building or to the
gravel bed. Perforated pipes with an orifice sized to maintain the pre-development runoff
rate would convey runoff to the street. A new inlet and about 96 linear feet of 12-inch

Fefton Library Application Number: 171167



drainage pipe would connect the project’s drainage system to the existing catch basin located
about 100 feet north of the library driveway.

The library proposes to install exterior lighting both for security and to illuminate the
parking lot. The project would be required to comply with County Code 13.11.074(D), which
requires that: all lighting should be directed onto the site and away from adjacent properties;
light sources should be shielded; and light standards should not be any higher than 15 feet.

The septic system would be an enhanced treatment system with four underground tanks
located in a portion of the parking lot, treatment equipment above ground just to the north
of the parking lot and a leach field in the Hihn Street right-of-way.

In addition, the culvert in Bull Creek would be removed and replaced with a pedestrian
bridge. Removing the culvert would require the temporary dewatering of approximately 54
linear feet of Bull Creek. A temporary coffer dam would be installed and the disturbed area
would be revegetated following construction.

As a part of the site development, 625 cubic yards of excavation and 45 cubic yards of fill are
proposed. Within the floodplain, 48 cubic yards of fill is proposed to establish finish grades
for accessibility improvements, To balance this fill within the floodplain, 48 cubic yards of
excavation would occur in an area that is within the floodplain but not within the riparian
area. Nine trees—all willows (Salix jasiolepsis)—are proposed for removal with a possible
additional three trees depending on the outcome of further evaluation.

Restoration of the riparian woodland habitat would occur in Phase One. That restoration
would be done at a 2:1 ratio, resulting in the restoration of about 14,170 square feet. Of that
restoration area, about 11,974 square feet would occur on the water district property which
is adjacent to the west. The remaining restoration area would occur on the library parcel.

Phase two of the project would include the construction of a second bridge and an
interactive outdoor education feature. The outdoor education feature would be located
primarily on the north side of Bull Creek, with two stations located on the water district
property, and have stations where environmental activities would occur. These stations
would be connected by a pedestrian path.

Felfton Library Application Number: 171167



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No Impact

lll. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW CHECKLIST
A, AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a D D D @

scenic vista?

Discussion: The library site is located within the area addressed in the Felton Town Plan,
a specific plan adopted by the Board of Supervisors in 1987. The Town Plan addresses scenic
view corridors and a portion of the project site falls within Scenic View Corridor #1.
However, because the project site falls outside of the area designated as the Village Core and
is not located on a sloped hillside, there are no requirements in the Town Plan that would
affect the library project. Given this, the project would result in no impact to a scenic vista.

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

Discussion: Other than as described in A.1. above, the project site is not located along a
County designated scenic road, public viewshed area, scenic corridor, within a designated
scenic resource area, or within a state scenic highway. Therefore, no impact is anticipated.

3. Substantially degrade the existing visual <)
character or quality of the site and its D D D =
surroundings?

Discussion: The existing visual setting is eclectic. The unremarkable U.S. Post Office
building is located to the south, across the street from a large Rite-Aid store. Further to the
south is a County maintenance yard. To the north are single-family residential properties.
The water district property, including treatment facilities, is located to the west. The
proposed project is an architect-designed building which would fit into this eclectic setting.
The proposed landscape plan would further help the project fit into the existing
surroundings. Given this, no impact is anticipated.

4. Create a new source of substantial light
or glare which would adversely affect day L] L = E’
or nighttime views in the area?

Dizcussion:

The project would contribute an incremental amount of night lighting to the visual
environment. However, the following project conditions, as required by County Code
13.11.074(D}, would reduce this potential impact to a less than significant level: all lighting
shall be directed onto the site and away from adjacent properties; light sources shall be

Felton Library Application Number: 171167



Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No impact

shielded; and light standards may not be any higher than 15 feet. Impacts would be less
than significant.

B. AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an
optional model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. In determining
whether impacts to forest resources, including timberland, are significant environmental
effects, lead agencies may refer to information compiled by the California Department of
Forestry and Fire Protection regarding the state’s inventory of forest land, including the
Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest Legacy Assessment Project, and
forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Profocols adopted by the
California Air Resources Board. Would the project;

1. Convert Prime Farmiand, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide L] L] D @
Importance (Farmiand), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

Discussion: The project site does not contain any lands designated as Prime Farmland,
Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance as shown on the maps prepared
pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources
Agency. In addition, the project does not contain Farmland of Local Importance. Therefore,
no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide or Farmland of Local
Importance would be converted to a non-agricultural use. No impact would occur from
project implementation.

2. Conffict with existing zoning for D ] ] X
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act
confract?

Discussion: The project site is zoned residential (R-1-10), which is not considered to be
an agricultural zone. Additionally, the project site’s land is not under a Williamson Act
Contract. Therefore, the project does not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use,
or a Williamson Act Contract. No impact is anticipated.

3. Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause
rezoning of, forest land (as defined in D !:I D @
Public Resources Code Section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code Section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberiand Production

Feiton Library Application Number: 171167



Less than
Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact incorporated Impact No Impact

(as defined by Government Code Section
51104(g))?

Discussion: The project is not located near land designated as Timber Resource.
Therefore, the project would not affect the resource or access to harvest the resource in the
future.

4. Result in the loss of forest land or ]
conversion of forest land to non-forest D D D -
use?

Discussion: No forest land occurs on the project site or in the immediate vicinity. See
discussion under B-3 above. No impact is anticipated.

5. Involve other changes in the existin

environment which? due to their Iocgtion [ L] [ >

or nature, could result in conversion of

Farmland, to non-agricultural use or

conversion of forest land to non-forest

use?
Discussion: The project site and surrounding area within a radius of four miles does not
contain any lands designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide
Importance or Farmland of Local Importance as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to
the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency.
Therefore, no Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide, or Farmland of
Local Importance would be converted to a non-agricultural use. In addition, the project site
contains no forest land, and no forest land occurs within 2,300 feet of the proposed project
site. Therefore, no impacts are anticipated.

C. AIR QUALITY
The significance criteria established by the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control
District (MBUAPCD) has been relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the
project:
1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of

the applicable air quality pign? D D E D
Discussion: The project would not conflict with or obstruct any long-range air quality
plans of the Monterey Bay Air Resources District (MBARD). Because general construction
activity related emissions (i.e., temporary sources) are accounted for in the emission
inventories included in the plans, impacts to air quality plan objectives are less than
significant. See C-2 below.

General estimated basin-wide construction-related emissions are included in the MBARD
emission inventory (which, in part, form the basis for the air quality plans cited below) and

Felton Library Application Number: 171167



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact incorporated Impact No Impact

are not expected to prevent long-term attainment or maintenance of the ozone and
particulate matter standards within the North Central Coast Air Basin (NCCAB). Therefore,
temporary construction impacts related to air quality plans for these pollutants from the
proposed project would be less than significant, and no mitigation would be required, since
they are presently estimated and accounted for in the District’s emission inventory, as
described below. No stationary sources would be constructed that would be long-term
permanent sources of emissions.

2. Violate any air quality standard or ]
contribufejfsubs?anﬁaj;!y to an existing or D D X o
projected air quality violation?

Discussion: Santa Cruz County is located within the North Central Coast Air Basin

(NCCAB). The NCCAB does not meet state standards for ozone (reactive organic gases

[ROGs] and nitrogen oxides [NOx]) and fine particulate matter (PMw). Therefore, the

regional pollutants of concern that would be emitted by the project are ozone precursors

and PMuo.

Ozone is the main pollutant of concern for the NCCAB. The primary sources of ROG
within the air basin are on- and off-road motor vehicles, petroleum production and
marketing, solvent evaporation, and prescribed burning. The primary sources of NOx are
on- and off-road motor vehicles, stationary source fuel combustion, and industrial processes.
In 2010, daily emissions of ROGs were estimated at 63 tons per day. Of this, area-wide
sources represented 49 percent, mobile sources represented 36 percent, and stationary
sources represented 15 percent. Daily emissions of NOx were estimated at 54 tons per day
with 69 percent from mobile sources, 22 percent from stationary sources, and 9 percent
from area-wide sources. In addition, the region is “NOx sensitive,” meaning that ozone
formation due to local emissions is more limited by the availability of NOx as opposed to the

availability of ROGs (MBUAPCD, 2013b).

PMio is the other major pollutant of concern for the NCCAB. In the NCCAB, highest
particulate levels and most frequent violations occur in the coastal corridor. In this area,
fugitive dust from various geological and man-made sources combines to exceed the
standard. Nearly three quarters of all NCCAB exceedances occur at these coastal sites where
sea salt is often the main factor causing exceedance (MBUAPCD, 2005). In 2005 daily
emissions of PMiw were estimated at 102 tons per day. Of this, entrained road dust
represented 35 percent of all PMio emission, windblown dust 20 percent, agricultural tilling
operations 15 percent, waste burning 17 percent, construction 4 percent, and mobile
sources, industrial processes, and other sources made up 9 percent (MBUAPCD, 2008).

Given the modest amount of new traffic that would be generated by the project there is no
indication that new emissions of ROGs or NOx would exceed MBUAPCD thresholds for

Felton Library Application Number: 171167



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated Impact No impact

these pollutants; and therefore, there would not be a significant contribution to an existing
air quality violation.

Project construction may result in a short term, localized decrease in air quality due to
generation of PMiw. However, standard dust control best management practices, such as
periodic watering of graded/disturbed areas, would be implemented during construction to
avoid significant air quality impacts from the generation of PMao.

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

Discussion: Project construction would have a limited and temporary potential to
contribute to existing violations of California air quality standards for ozone and PMuio
primarily through diesel engine exhaust and fugitive dust. However, the Santa Cruz
monitoring station has not had any recent violations of federal or state air quality standards
mainly through dispersion of construction-related emission sources. Therefore, the
proposed project would not result in a cumulatively considerable net increase in criteria
pollutants. The impact on ambient air quality would be less than significant.

4. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial ] D g ]
pollutant concentrations?

Discussion: The proposed library project would not generate substantial pollutant

concentrations. -Emissions from construction activities represent temporary impacts that are

typically short in duration. Impacts to sensitive receptors would be less than significant.

5. Create objectionable odors affecting a - 4
substantiéf number of people? J D L] X D

 Discussion: California ultralow sulfur diesel fuel with a maximum sulfur content of 15
ppm by weight would be used in all diesel-powered equipment, which minimizes emissions
of sulfurous gases (sulfur dioxide, hydrogen sulfide, carbon disulfide, and carbonyl sulfide).
Therefore, no objectionable odors are anticipated from construction activities associated
with the proposed project, and no mitigation measures would be required. The proposed
project would not create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of people;
therefore, impacts are expected to be less than significant.

Felton Library Application Number. 171167



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
tmpact incorporated impact No Impact
D. BICLOGICAL RESOURCES
Would the project:
1.  Have a substantial adverse effect, either D g D E]

directly or through habitat modifications,

on any species identified as a candidate,

sensitive, or special status species in local

or regional plans, policies, or regulations,

or by the California Department of Fish

and Wildlife, or U.S. Fish and Wildlife

Service?
Discussion: A biotic report by Biotic Resource Group (BRG) was completed in June 2017
(Attachment 2). The report reviews the project site; identifies sensitive habitats and species
of concern; and provides avoidance and mitigation measures to either avoid or mitigate
significant impacts. Bill Davilla, Principal of Ecosystems West peer-reviewed the Biotic
Report and Matt Johnston, County staff, accepted the Biotic Report (Attachment 3). The
biotic report identifies protected plant and wildlife species and provides recommendations
for avoiding impacts and, when impacts are unavoidable, mitigating significant impacts. As
described below, the project site supports riparian woodland, San Francisco dusky-footed
woodrat, and may support California red-legged frogs and both migratory bird and raptor

nests.

The biotic report evaluates whether or not areas of the riparian woodland meet the federal
wetland criteria, one criterion of which is the presence of hydric soils. Soil testing found
that no hydric soils were present (Attachment 2). Given this, no wetlands meeting the
federal standard were found on-site. The County protects wetlands as a sensitive habitat
and, since the Gounty also uses the federal definition of wetland, no wetlands meeting the
local standard were found on-site either.

County staff observed a fish within Bull Creek during a site visit. That fish was identified as
a resident rainbow trout. However, because rainbow trout and the federally-protected
steelhead can be easily mistaken for each other, additional analysis of the likelihood of Bull
Creek to support steelhead was provided by Kristin Kittleson, Fishery Resource Planner for
the County of Santa Cruz (Attachment 4). Ms. Kittleson's report identified significant
barriers that would prevent steethead from moving upstream to the site, confirming the fish
as resident rainbow trout. Given this, no impact is anticipated to steelhead. Rainbow trout is
not a protected species.

As noted in the project description, this project includes two parcels, the library parcel
(APN 065-072-03) and the San Lorenzo Valley Water District Parcel (APN 065-281-03).
The impacts evaluated below, as well as the mitigations identified to address those impacts,
would apply both to the library and water district parcels.
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Special Status Wildlife Species

Special status wildlife species include those listed, proposed or candidate species by the
Federal or the State resource agencies as well as those identified as State species of special
concern. In addition, all raptor nests are protected by CDFW Code, and all migratory bird
nests are protected by the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act. The biotic report evaluated
the potential presence of special status wildlife species and identified two species: San
Francisco dusky-footed woodrat and California red-legged frog.

The California Natural Diversity Database lists an observation of an adult California red-
legged frog approximately 0.5 miles upstream from the project site. The project site is not
located within Designated Critical Habitat for the frog and, therefore, the project would not
impact any Designated Critical Habitat. Given the recorded observation of the red-legged
frog, however, avoidance measures have been included in the project to protect the frog.

San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat nests were observed within the riparian woodland.
These are a state species of special concern and avoidance measures as well as mitigations
are provided below to minimize potentially significant impacts if the woodrats are present
during construction.

impacts

Construction within the riparian woodland and within Bull Creek, including the
dewatering of about 54 linear feet of the creek, has the potential for significant impacts to
California red-legged frog if any are present during construction. In addition, woodrat
nests, which are habitat for state species of special concern San Francisco dusky-footed
woodrats, were observed in the riparian woodland. Removal of vegetation has the potential
to injure or kill woodrats.

Mitigation Measures

BIO-1: Avoid Minimize Potential Impacts to California Red-legged Frog. The following
measures shall be implemented to avoid and minimize potential impacts to California red-
legged frog.
a. At least 15 days prior to the onset of activities, the applicant or project
proponent shall submit the name(s) and credentials of qualified biologist to
USFWS (Service) at least 15 days prior to the onset of activities. The applicant
or project proponent shall submit the name(s) and credentials of biologists
who would conduct activities specified in the following measures. No project
activities shall begin until proponents have received written approval from
the Service that the biologist(s) is qualified to conduct the work.
b. A Service-approved biologist shall survey the work site no more than 48
hours before the onset of activities. If California red-legged frogs are found,
the approved biologist shall relocate the frogs to any area of suitable habitat
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either upstream or downstream and well away from the project work area.
Only Service-approved biologists shall participate in activities associated with
the capture, handling, and moving of California red-legged frogs.

c. Before any activities begin on a project, a Service-approved biologist shall
conduct a training session for all construction personnel. At a minimum, the
training shall include a description of the California red-legged frog and its
habitat, the importance of the California red-legged frog and its habitat,
general measures that are being implemented to conserve the California red-
legged frog as they relate to the project, and the boundaries within which the
project may be accomplished. Brochures, books and briefings may be used in
the training session, provided that a qualified person is on hand to answer
any questions.

d. A Service-approved biologist shall be present at the work site until such time
as all removal of California red-legged frogs, instruction of workers, and
habitat disturbance have been completed. After this time, the contractor or
permittee shall designate a person to monitor on-site compliance with all
minimization measures. The Service-approved biologist shall ensure that this
individual receives training outlined in measure 3 above and in the
identification of California red-legged frogs. The monitor and the Service-
approved biologist shall have the authority to halt any action that might
result in impacts that exceed the levels anticipated by the USACE and Service
during review of the proposed action. If work is stopped, the Corps and
Service shall be notified immediately by the Service-approved biologist or on-
site biological monitor.

e. During project activities, all trash that may attract predators shall be properly
contained, removed from the work site, and disposed of regularly. Following
construction, all trash and construction debris shall be removed from work
areas.

f.  All refueling, maintenance, and staging of equipment and vehicles shall occur
at least 20 meters from any riparian habitat or water body. The USACE and
permittee shall ensure contamination of habitat does not occur during such
operations. Prior to the onset of work, the USACE shall ensure that the
permittee has prepared a plan to allow a prompt and effective response to any
accidental spills. All workers shall be informed of the importance of
preventing spills and of the appropriate measures to take should a spill occur.

g. A Service-approved biologist shall ensure that the spread or introduction of
invasive exotic plant species shall be avoided to the maximum extent possible.
When practicable, invasive exotic plants in the project areas shall be
removed.
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h. Project sites shall be revegetated with an appropriate assemblage of native
riparian, wetland, and upland vegetation suitable for the area. A species list
and restoration and monitoring plan shall be included with the project
proposal for review and approval by the Service and the USACE. Such a plan
must include, but not be limited to, location of the restoration, species to be
used, restoration techniques, time of year the work will be done, identifiable
success criteria for completion, and remedial actions if the success criteria are
not achieved.

i. Stream contours shall be returned to the original condition at the end of
project activities, unless consultation with the Service has determined that it
is not beneficial to the species or feasible.

j.  The number of access routes, number and size of staging areas, and the total
area of the activity shall be limited to the minimum necessary to achieve the
project goal. Routes and boundaries shall be clearly demarcated, and these
areas shall be outside of riparian and wetland areas. Where impacts occur in
these staging areas and access routes, restoration shall occur as identified in
measures 1.8 and 1.9 above.

k. Work activities shall be completed between April 1 and November 1. Should
the proponent or applicant demonstrate a need to conduct activities outside
this period, the USACE may authorize such activities after obtaining the
Service’s approval.

1. To control erosion during and after project implementation, the applicant
shall implement best management practices, as identified by the local
RWQCB.

m, If a work site is to be temporarily dewatered by pumping, intakes shall be
completely screened with wire mesh not larger than five millimeters (mm) to
prevent California red-legged frogs from entering the pump system. Water
shall be released or pumped downstream at an appropriate rate to maintain
downstream flows during construction. Upon completion of construction
activities, any barriers to flow shall be removed in a manner that would allow
flow to resume with the least disturbance to the substrate.

n. A Service-approved biologist shall permanently remove from within the
project area, any individuals of exotic species, such as bullfrogs, crayfish, and
centrarchid fishes to the maximum extent possible.

BIO-2: Avoid Minimize Potential Impacts to San Francisco Dusky-footed Woodrat. The
following measures shall be implemented to avoid impacts to this species:
a. A qualified biologist shall conduct a preconstruction surveys for San Francisco
dusky-footed woodrat dens/nests in the riparian woodland within 30 days prior
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to construction or vegetation clearing.

b. If no nests are observed, no further mitigation is required.

c. If woodrat nests are observed within an area scheduled for clearing or grading,
the biologist shall prepare a plan to either relocate the nest or construct a
replacement nest in an area nearby that is not going to be disturbed. The plan
shall be submitted to CDFW for approval and the County/applicant shall obtain
permission from CDFW prior to implementing any nest relocation or
replacement.

Riparian Woodland

Riparian woodlands are a sensitive and regulated habitat. Riparian woodland is considered a
sensitive natural community by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW),
and is regulated under the California Fish and Game Code Section 1600 regarding lake and
streambed alteration agreements. The riparian woodland in the project area falls within the
CDFW stream zone, which extends laterally to the outer edge of riparian vegetation.
Riparian corridors are also regulated by the County of Santa Cruz as a sensitive habitat
(County Code 16.32). Projects such as the library project, which occur within a riparian
area, require implementation of avoidance and minimization measures and mitigation for
unavoidable impacts.

Impacts

Phase 1 and Phase 2 of the project would permanently impact approximately 7,049 square
feet of riparian habitat. The Phase 1 disturbance, which totals approximately 5,569 square
feet, would result from construction of the parking lot, patio area and the trail to the new
bridge. Phase 2 disturbance, which totals approximately 1,480 square feet, would result
from the construction of the outdoor education feature and trail and second footbridge. The
project Biotic Report, prepared by Biotic Resource Group, provides mitigations for this
disturbance, the implementation of which would reduce impacts to less than significant.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures would reduce significant impacts to riparian woodland
to a less than significant level.

BIO-3: Provide Compensatory Mitigation for Impacts to Riparian Corridor. The following
measures for erosion control and revegetation of the project area shall occur after
construction. Pursuant to obtaining permits from USACE, CDFW and RWQCB, implement
compensatory mitigation for Phase One and Phase Two project components to achieve the
following: (Note: Regulatory agencies may require additional measures)
a. For Phase One work designate a minimum of 11,138 sq. ft. of native riparian
mitigation. For Phase Two work designate a minimum of 2,960 sq. ft. of
riparian mitigation. Mitigation shall occur in areas not currently supporting
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riparian trees/woodland. A preliminary review of the County property and
the adjacent SLVWD property found approximately 14,179 sq. ft. of open
areas suitable for revegetation. These areas are located outward of the existing
riparian woodland. This mitigation will provide adequate compensation for
temporary and permanent impacts to the riparian woodland and provide the
following riparian functions: cover and forage for native wildlife and native
riparian woodland plant diversity at a 2:1 (replacement: impact) ratio. Include
tree replacement for trees removed by the project, using a minimum 3:1 tree
replacement ratio. A conceptual layout of riparian compensation areas is
presented in Appendix A. The plan depicts approximately 14,179 sq. ft. of
riparian revegetation area as compensation for the Phase One and Phase Two
project components.

Install native riparian vegetation that can persist in winter-wet and summer-
dry site conditions. Provide supplemental irrigation in Years 1-2, or longer if
there is an unseasonable drought or other unforeseen circumstance that
requires a longer irrigation period. A preliminary plant list is presented in
Table 4. Tree replacement shall be at minimum of 2:1.

Utilize plant propagules collected from the greater San Lorenzo River
watershed and/or Santa Cruz County in the revegetation efforts. Obtain
plants from native plant nurseries that employ Best Management Practices
(BMP’s) that control or eliminate the diseases caused by Phytopthora
ramorum, as outlined by the California Oak Mortality Task Force.

Maintain 1009 survival of installed container stock in Years 1-3, then
achieve 80% survival in Years 4-5. Install replacement plants if needed to
meet survival rates, If substantial replanting is necessary, the maintenance
and monitoring period may need to be extended so that each plant is
maintained and monitored for 5 years.

Control cover of target invasive weeds (e.g., thistles, Himalaya berry, Cape
ivy, English ivy, pyracantha, and others) to less than 5% each year.

Maintain and monitor the site annually for 5 years and/or every year thereafter
until success criteria have been met. Submit annual reports to County
Planning Department by December 31 of each monitoring year. Submit annual
monitoring reports for CDFW, RWQCB, and USACE as required by each

regulating agency.

Table 4. Preliminary Planting List for Riparian Woodland Mitigation, August 2017

- Scientific

non Nam S

THe

Arroyb Willow Salix lasiolepis ] Pole Cutting
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Black Cottonwood Populus trichocarpa Pole Cutting
Dogwood Cornus sericea Tree Pot
Box Elder Acer negundo Tree Pot
Sycamore Platanus racemosa Tree Pot
Blue Elderberry Sambucus mexicana Tree Pot
Coast Live Oak Quercus agrifolia Tree Pot
Snowberry ‘:;szboncalpas mollis. S. 1 gallon
Flowering Currant Rlbw SanguIneHm var 1 gallon
glutinosum
California Blackberry Rubus ursinus 1 gallon
California Rose Raosa californica 1 gallon
California Bee Plant Scrophularia californica 4” or 1 gallon
Spreading Rush Juncus patens 4” or 1 gallon
Douglas or Ground Iris Iris douglasii or I, fernaldi 4” or 1 gallon

Wetland Plants for Gulvert Removal/Bridge Construction Area

4” or 1 gallon

Santa Barbara Sedge Carex barbarae

Bog Rush Juncus effisus 4” or 1 gallon
Pacific Silverweed Potentilla anserina 4” or 1 gallon
Dense Sedge Carex densa 4” or 1 gallon

BIO-4: Implement Tree Protection and Erosion Control Measures Prior to and During
Construction. The County and the outdoor education program shall implement standard
erosion control BMPs and riparian habitat/tree protection measures during the construction
period to minimize impacts to Bull Creek, including: (Note: Regulatory agencies may

require additional measures)

a. Implement tree protection measures as outlined in the arborist report (Tree
Inventory, Assessment, and Protection, August 8, 2017 by Monarch
Consulting Arborists LLC, Richard Gessner, Arborist, Attachment 5).

b. Install perimeter silt fencing and construction area limit-of-work fencing.
Install both the silt and plastic mesh fencing at the perimeter of the work area
to prevent inadvertent impacts to the adjacent forest vegetation, creek
channel, and injury to adjacent native trees. Protective fencing shall be in
place prior to ground disturbances and removed once all construction is
complete. During construction, no grading, construction or other work shall
occur outside the designated limits of work. Maintain fencing in functional
condition throughout the construction period, replace and repair as needed.

c. No excess soil, chemicals, debris, equipment or other materials shall be
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dumped or stored outside the designated limits of work.

d. Hand tools shall be used to trim vegetation to the extent necessary to gain
access to the work area. All removed material/vegetation shall be removed
from the riparian corridor.

e. All staging of equipment and materials, and refueling of equipment, shall be
located in existing roadways and parking areas. The contractor shall prepare
and implement a fuel spill prevention and clean-up plan.

Migratory Bird Treaty Act

Migratory birds are protected under the federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) of 1918
(16 US.C. 703-711). The MBTA makes it unlawful to take, possess, buy, sell, purchase, or
barter any migratory bird listed in 50 CFR Part 10 including feathers or other parts, nests,
eggs, or products, except as allowed by implementing regulations (50 CFR 21). All
migratory bird species are protected by the MBTA. Any disturbance that causes direct
injury, death, nest abandonment, or forced fledging of migratory birds, is restricted under
the MBTA. Any removal of active nests during the breeding season or any disturbance that
results in the abandonment of nestlings is considered a ‘take’ of the species under federal
law.

Impacts

Nesting birds may occur in the riparian vegetation which is proposed to be removed as well
as in the woodland adjacent to the project site. Removal of trees and other vegetation for
construction has the potential to kill or injure nesting birds, if any are present in the
construction area. Noise from construction has the potential to cause abandonment by adult
birds of chicks or eggs in areas of close proximity to construction. Because most nesting
birds are protected by the Migratory Bird Treaty Act, measures are listed below to avoid
potentially significant impacts if any are present during construction.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures would reduce significant impacts to a less than
significant level.

BIO-5: Avoid impacts to Nesting Birds. Implement the following measures to avoid impacting

nesting birds, if present. (Note: CDFW may require additional measures)

a. Schedule tree/vegetation removal to occur during the non-breeding season of
raptors and migratory birds. Tree removal and limbing should occur between
August 31 and March 14 of any given year. If this is not possible, then have a
qualified biologist conduct a preconstruction survey for nesting birds. The
surveys shall be conducted no more than 14 days prior to beginning of
construction or vegetation removal.
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b. A buffer zone with highly visible tape or fencing shall be established around the
active bird nest and no construction shall take place within the buffer zone
until the biologist confirms that all young have fledged the nest.

¢. Buffer distances for bird nests should be site specific and an appropriate
distance, as determined by a qualified biologist. The buffer distances should be
specified to protect the bird’s normal bird behavior to prevent nesting failure or
abandonment. The buffer distance recommendation should be developed after
field investigations that evaluate the bird(s) apparent distress in the presence of
people or equipment at various distances. Abnormal nesting behaviors which
may cause reproductive harm include, but are not limited to,
flights/vocalizations directed towards project personnel, standing up from a
brooding position, and flying away from the nest.

d. The qualified biclogist shall have authority to order the cessation of all nearby
project activities if the nesting birds exhibit abnormal behavior which may
cause reproductive failure (nest abandonment and loss of eggs and/or young)
until an appropriate buffer is established.

e. Typical protective buffers between each identified nest site and the
construction site are as follows: i) 1,000 feet for large raptors such as buteos; ii)
500 feet for small raptors such as accipiters; and iii) 250 feet for passerines. The
qualified biologist shall monitor the behavior of the birds (adults and young,
when present) at the nest site to ensure that they are not disturbed by project
activities. Nest monitoring shall continue during project activities until the
young have fully fledged, are no longer being fed by the parents and have
completely left the nest site, as determined by the qualified biologist.

f.  The biologist shall prepare a report of nest survey results, nest monitoring (if
any), and the dates when the nesting was completed, a report suitable for the
applicant to submit to County and State resource agencies.

Tree Removal within Sensitive Habitats

The County regulates vegetation removal within riparian corridors which are identified as a
sensitive habitat in County Code 16.34.

Impacts

Within the riparian corridor, trees adjacent to construction could inadvertently sustain
impacts from construction activities. In addition, human uses within and/or in close
proximity to the riparian corridor can adversely affect native wildlife utilization of the
habitat.

Mitigation Measures

The following mitigation measures would reduce significant impacts to a less than
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significant level.

BIO-6: Trees to be retained that are located adjacent to construction shall be protected
during construction, as directed by an arborist. If inadvertent damage to trees occurs,
a remediation program should be developed by the arborist and implement; the
measures shall be inspected by the County of Santa Cruz Planning Department and
arborist to determine the success of the remedial measures. Oak trees removed by
the project shall be replaced at a minimum of 2 new trees for every 1 tree removed.

BIO-7: To reduce project impacts from the project’s encroachment into the County-
designated riparian corridor, following Phase One construction, the County shall
install a low split-rail type fence or vegetative barrier plantings between the riparian
woodland and the parking lots/areas (where the parking areas are located adjacent to
the riparian woodland). The fence or vegetative barrier plantings would protect the
riparian area from indirect impacts from facility users (e.g. trampling, deposition of
debris and garbage, etc.). The pedestrian paths constructed in Phase one and Phase
Two should include signs to encourage users to stay on the path and not trample
adjacent riparian vegetation.

2. Have a substantial adverse effect on any D <] ] ]
riparian habitat or sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional
plans, policies, regulations (e.g., wetland,
native grassland, special forests, intertidal
zone, etc.) or by the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

Discussion: See discussion in D-1 above. Mitigation measures BIO-3, BIO-4, BIO-6, BIO-
7, and BIO-8 would reduce impact to a less than significant level.

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

Discussion: No federally or locally defined wetlands were found on-site (Attachment 2,
page 5). Given this no impact to federally protected wetlands would occur.

BIO-8: In order to remove the culvert, about 54 feet of Bull Creek would have to be
temporarily dewatered. The following are included as measures to ensure that no significant

Felton Library Application Number: 171167



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact incorporated Impact No Impact

impact occurs in the dewatering stage of the project.

1. This dewatering plan is to be implemented by the Contractor when water is
flowing in the creek between June 1% and October 15*. All in-stream project
work and dewatering shall be limited to this period.

2. Detail of the proposed dewatering plan shall be approved by the County of
Santa Cruz.

3. The project biologist shall be on-site to observe the dewatering of Bull Creek
in order to relocate upstream any native aquatic fauna that are present in the
dewatered reach.

4. The Contractor should expect to temporarily install pressure driven diversion
systems to efficiently bypass clean creek water around the diversion area and
remove silty water from the diversion area.

5. The proposed diversion pipes and pump sizes shall be sufficient to handle
actual flows during the construction period.

6. The planned sump discharge site shall be revegetated in accordance with the
Contractor’s approved site dewatering plan and as directed by the County.

7. Prior to construction of the dewatering facilities a qualified county hired fish
biologist, who has been authorized by National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) to handle protected fish, shall preform a survey for California Red-
legged Frog with rescue and relocation as needed.

8. A letter from the county consulting biologist with the results of the survey
and description of the rescue operations shall be submitted to the county
Environmental Planning staff.

9. All dewatering facilities and diversion dams shall be removed at the end of
the project and the stream channel shall be restored to conditions appropriate
to those before the culvert being removed was originally placed in the creek.

10. The Contractor shall designate a staging area at a minimum of 20 meters
removed from the construction site. All materials storage, portable
restrooms, equipment and parking and other parts of the work not directly
required to be in the area of the dewatering facilities shall be in this staging

area,
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of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native
wildlife nursery sites?

Discussion: Although County staff observed a rainbow trout on-site, it is not a migratory
species. Bull Creek does not support Coho salmon or steelhead. The avoidance measures
discussed above in D-1 and D-3 would help ensure that impacts to native resident fish, i.e.
rainbow trout, are avoided.

5. Conflict with any local policies or v
ordinances protecting biological resources D A D L]
(such as the Sensitive Habitat Ordinance,
Riparian and Wetfand Protection
Ordinance, and the Significant Tree
Protection Ordinance)?

Discussion: See discussions under D-1 and D-3 above. With the approval of a Riparian
Exception, the project would be consistent with the County of Santa Cruz Riparian Corridor
and Wetlands Protection Ordinance (Section 16.30.060 of the County Code). A Riparian
Exception is required to allow for the removal of the culvert in Bull Creek, as well as the
construction of: two pedestrian bridges, pedestrian path, parking lot, utilities (e.g. septic
equipment, stormwater pipe), and some of the outdoor education stations. The following
findings would need to be made..

1. That there are special circumstances or conditions affecting the property;

The project site is significantly constrained by the presence of Bull Creek on the
project site. The Bull Creek riparian corridor (which includes the channel and the
associated riparian woodland vegetation) as well as the associated 100-year
floodplain limits the area of developable land to approximately 16,500 square feet on
the south side of the creek where the library is proposed. Given this, it is reasonable
to allow modest encroachments into the riparian vegetation to enable the
construction of the library improvements, including the required parking, and the
outdoor education feature. In addition, removing the culvert in Bull Creek and
replacing it with a pedestrian bridge that spans the creek (i.e. no footings are
proposed for within the channel) would benefit the creek by removing a constriction
point. On the north side of Bull Creek, the outdoor education stations would be sited
outside of the riparian vegetation, but the path leading from the pedestrian bridge
would unavoidably be located within the riparian corridor. The impact of this path
would be minimal.

2. That the exception is necessary for the proper design and function of some permitted
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or existing activity on the property;

As noted above, the presence of Bull Creek on the library parcel significantly
constrains the developable area due to the size of the riparian corridor and related
100 year flood plain. The library is modestly sized at less than 10,000 square feet.
Although the library is located entirely outside of the riparian corridor,
improvements such as the parking lot, outdoor education feature, and septic and
drainage features are located within the riparian vegetation (which is a part of the
riparian corridor). There is no suitable alternative location for these improvements.
Parking lots, stormwater management and septic improvements are necessary—and
even required-- for the proper design and function of the project.

3. That the granting of the exception will not be detrimental to the public welfare or
injurious to other property downstream or in the area in which the project is
located;

The granting of a Riparian Exception is not anticipated to be detrimental to the
public welfare or injurious to other property downstream or in the area in that there
would be no permanent alteration in Bull Creek other than the removal of the
culvert and replacement with a pedestrian bridge. Although the riparian exception
would facilitate the construction of a parking lot that otherwise could not be
constructed, the parking lot is not anticipated to have negative downstream impacts
in that there is adequate downstream capacity (Attachment 11) and it would be
constructed of pervious paving, which allows for runoff to be infiltrated. To address
the potential for sedimentation and water quality impacts during construction, the
installation of sediment control devices and erosion control measures would be
required.

4. That the granting of this exception, in the Coastal Zone, will not reduce or adversely
impact the riparian corridor, and there is no feasible less environmentally damaging
alternative; and

The project is not located within the Coastal Zone.

5. Thar the granting of the exception is In accordance with the purpose of this chapter,
and with the objectives of the General Plan and elements thereof, and the Local
Coastal Program Land Use Plan.

The granting of a Riparian Exception would be in accordance with the purpose of
the Riparian Protection Ordinance and with the objectives of the General Plan,
specifically Policy Objective 5.2 (Riparian Corridors and Wetlands). The project
would be conditioned to obtain approvals from the United States Army Corps of
Engineers (USACE), California Department of Fish and Wildlife and the Regional
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Water Quality Control Board as required by General Plan Policy 5.2.3.

Impacts from project implementation would be less than significant with mitigation
incorporated.

6.  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted %
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural L] L D X
Community Conservation Plan, or other
approved local, regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

Discussion: The proposed project would not conflict with the provisions of any adopted
Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local,
regional, or state habitat conservation plan. Therefore, no impact would occur.

7. Produce nighttime lighting that would
substantially iffuminate wildlife habitats? L] L] % D

Discussion: The development area is adjacent to a riparian corridor, which could be
adversely affected by a new or additional source of light that is not adequately deflected or
minimized. The following project conditions, as required by County Code 13.11.074(D),
would be included to minimize the impact of exterior lighting: all lighting shall be directed
onto the site and away from adjacent properties; light sources shall be shielded; and light
standards may not be any higher than 15 feet. The impact of the project’s nighttime lighting
would result in a less than significant impact.

E. CULTURAL RESCURCES
Would the project:

1. Cause a substantial adverse change in <]
the significance of a historical resource as L] L] L] -
defined in CEQA Guidelines Section
15064.57

Discussion: There are no structures on the property. As a result, no impacts to historical
resources would occur from project implementation.

2. Cause a substantial adverse change in
the significance of an archaeological L D g L]
resource pursuant fo CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.57

Discussion: According to the Archeological Reconnaissance Report prepared by Robert
L. Edwards and Charr Simpson Smith of Archaeological Associates of Central California
dated July 2012 (Attachment 6), there is no evidence of pre-historic cultural resources.

However, pursuant to Section 16.40.040 of the Santa Cruz County Code, if archeological
resources are uncovered during construction, the responsible persons shall immediately
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cease and desist from all further site excavation and comply with the notification
procedures given in County Code Chapter 16.40.040, which requires the notification of the
Sheriff-Coroner if human remains are found and notification of the Planning Director if the
discovery contains no human remains.

Impacts are expected to be less than significant.

3. Disturb any human remains, including
those interred outside of dedicated D D Xl [:,
cemeteries?

Discussion: Impacts are expected to be less than significant and no human remains are
expected to be found on the project site. However, pursuant to Section 16.40.040 of the
Santa Cruz County Code, if at any time during site preparation, excavation, or other ground
disturbance associated with this project, human remains are discovered, the responsible
persons shall immediately cease and desist from all further site excavation and notify the
sheriff-coroner and the Planning Director. If the coroner determines that the remains are
not of recent origin, a full archeological report shall be prepared and representatives of the
local Native California Indian group shall be contacted. Disturbance shall not resume until
the significance of the archeological resource is determined and appropriate mitigations to
preserve the resource on the site are established.

4. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique D D D X
paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

Discussion: No unique paleontological resources or unique geologic features are known
to occur in the vicinity of the proposed project. No impacts are anticipated.

F. GEOLOGY AND SOILS
Would the project:

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

A.  Rupture of a known earthquake fault,
as delineated on the most recent L] D E D
Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a
known fault? Refer to Division of
Mines and Geology Special
Publication 42.
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B.  Strong seismic ground shaking? D D @ D
C. Seismic-related ground failure, D [E ] []

including liquefaction?

D. Landslides? ] (1 X []

Discussion (A through D). The project site is located outside of the limits of the State
Alquist-Priolo Special Studies Zone (County of Santa Cruz GIS Mapping, California Division
of Mines and Geology, 2001). However, the project site is located approximately 8.5 miles
southwest of the San Andreas fault zone, and approximately 4.1 miles south of the Zayante
fault zone. While the San Andreas fault is larger and considered more active, each fault is
capable of generating moderate to severe ground shaking from a major earthquake.
Consequently, large earthquakes can be expected in the future. The October 17, 1989 Loma
Prieta earthquake (magnitude 7.1) was the second largest earthquake in central California
history.

All of Santa Cruz County is subject to some hazard from earthquakes. However, the project
site is not located within or adjacent to a county or state mapped fault zone. A geotechnical
investigation for the proposed project was performed by Brian D. Bauldry and Daleth Foster
of Bauldry Engineering, dated December 12, 2003. Subsequent to that report, Brian D.
Bauldry and Elizabeth M. Mitchell of Pacific Crest Engineering, Inc. provided a
Geotechnical Investigation Report Update dated May 29, 2017. (Attachment 7). The report
concludes that the loose to medium dense sands under-lying the site have a potential for
liquefaction, The Pacific Crest report notes, however, that, “Structures built in accordance
with the latest edition of the California Building Code have an increased potential for
experiencing relatively minor damage which should be repairable.” To that end, Carolyn
Burke, Senior Civil Engineer for the County of Santa Cruz, has determined that the
geotechnical reports are adequate for determining project feasibility but that additional
recommendations related to site preparation and construction should be made to address
the liquefaction risk and provides a requirement (GEO-1) for the future acceptance of the
soils report and project plans.

impacls

The project site contains soils that may be subject to liquefaction. When ground movement
accelerates soils grains such that the soils becomes like a fluid, structures can become
severely damaged or destroyed. Unmitigated by appropriate engineering, this has the
potential to result in bodily injury or death.
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Mitigation Measures

GEO-1: The geotechnical constraints [i.e. high ground water and potentially liquefiable
soils] shall be addressed through the removal and replacement of all loose soils with
compacted engineered fill, construction of a mat slab or similar type of foundation able to
tolerate differential settlements, and the installation of subsurface drainage facilities to
direct groundwater away from the proposed structure and associated utilities. Provided
these features are included in the final project design, the identified constraints at the site
would not result in a significant impact.

2. Belocated on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable D X D D
as a result of the project, and potentially
resulft in on- or off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction, or
colfapse?

Discussion: The report cited above (see Discussion under F-1) concluded that there is a
potential risk from liquefaction. The recommendations contained in the geotechnical
report, as well as those noted by Carolyn Burke (Attachment 8), including the replacement
of loose soils with engineered fill, the use of a mat slab or similar foundation, and drainage
improvements, would be implemented to reduce this potential hazard to a less than
significant level (Attachments 7 and 8). See Mitigation GEO-1 above.

3. Develop land with a slope exceeding ] D D X
30%7? '

Discussion: No improvements are proposed on slopes in excess of 30%.

4. Result in substantial soif erosion or the D D & D
loss of topsoil?

Discussion: Some potential for erosion exists during the construction phase of the
project, however, this potential is minimal because the site is relatively level and standard
erosion controls are a required condition of the project. Prior to approval of a grading or
building permit, the project must have an approved Erosion Control Plan (Section 16.22.060
of the County Code), which would specify detailed erosion and sedimentation control
measures. The plan would include provisions for disturbed areas to be planted with ground
cover and to be maintained to minimize surface erosion. Impacts from soil erosion or loss of
topsoil would be considered less than significant.

5. Be located on expansive soil, as defined ]
in Section 1802.3.2 of the California L] D D lat
Building Code (2007}, creating substantial
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 risks to life or property?

Discussion: The geotechnical report for the project did not identify any elevated risk
associated with expansive soils. Therefore, no impact is anticipated.

6. Have soils incapable of adequately %
supporting the use of sepfic tanks, leach I:J D D A
fields, or alternative waste water disposal
systems where sewers are not available
for the disposal of waste water?

Discussion: The proposed project would use a septic system, and County Environmental
Health Services has accepted the plan which includes the placement of the leach field
within the Hihn Street right-of-way (Attachment 9).

7. Result in coastal ciiff erosion? ] [] ] &

Discussion: The proposed project is not located in the vicinity of a coastal cliff or bluff;
and therefore, would not contribute to coastal cliff erosion. No impact is anticipated.

G. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Would the project:

1.  Generate greenhouse gas emissions,
either directly or indirectly, that may have D D D D
a significant impact on the environment?

Discussion: The proposed project, like all development, would be responsible for an
incremental increase in greenhouse gas emissions by usage of fossil fuels during the site
grading and construction. Santa Cruz County has recently adopted a Climate Action
Strategy (CAS) intended to establish specific emission reduction goals and necessary actions
to reduce greenhouse gas levels to pre-1990 levels as required under AB 32 legislation. The
strategy intends to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and energy consumption by
implementing measures such as reducing vehicle miles traveled through the County and
regional long range planning efforts and increasing energy efficiency in new and existing
buildings and facilities. All project construction equipment would be required to comply
with the Monterey Bay Air Resources District emissions requirements for construction
equipment. As a result, impacts associated with the temporary increase in greenhouse gas
emissions are expected to be less than significant.

2. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or | 4
regulation adopted for the purpose of D D E]
reducing the emissions of greenhouse
gases?
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Discussion: See the discussion under G-1 above. No significant impacts are anticipated.

H. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
Would the project:

1. Create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment as a result of the routine D D % D
fransport, use or disposal of hazardous
materials?

Discussion: The proposed project would not create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment. No routine transport or disposal of hazardous materials is proposed.
However, during construction, fuel would be used at the project site. Best management
practices would be used to ensure that no impacts would occur. Impacts are expected to be
less than significant.

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

Discussiomn: Please see discussion under H-1 above. Project impacts would be considered
less than significant. '

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

Discussion: San Lorenzo Valley High School is located at 7105 Highway 9, approximately
3,800 feet to the north of the project site. Although fueling of equipment may occur within
the staging area, best management practices would be implemented. No impacts are

anticipated.

4. Be located on a site which is included on
a list of hazardous materials sites D D [:] ®
compiled pursuant to Government Code
Section 65962.5 and, as a resulf, would it
create a significant hazard to the public or
the environment?

Discussion: The project site is not included on the 12/19/16 list of hazardous sites in
Santa Cruz County compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5. No impacts
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are anticipated from project implementation.
5.  For a project located within an airport land ] M ] X

use pfan or, where such a plan has not
been adopted, within two miles of a public
airport or public use airport, would the
profect result in a safety hazard for people
residing or working in the project area?

Discussion: The proposed project is not located within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport. No impact is anticipated.

6.  For a project within the vicinity of a private
airstrip, would the project result in a safety D D L] i
hazard for people residing or working in
the project area?

Discussion: The nearest private airstrip, the Bonny Doon Village Airport, is located in
Bonny Doon approximately three miles to the northwest. No impact is anticipated.

7. Impair implementation of or physically
interfere with an adopted emergency D L] L] 3

response plan or emergency evacuation

plan?
Discussion: The proposed project would not conflict with implementation of the County
of Santa Cruz Local Hazard Mitigation Plan 2015-2020 (County of Santa Cruz, 2020).
Therefore, no impacts to an adopted emergency response plan or evacuation Plan would
occur from project implementation.

8. Expose people or structures to a D D Ei |:|
significant risk of loss, injury or death

involving wildland fires, including where

wildlands are adfacent to urbanized areas

or where residences are intermixed with

wildlands?
Discussion: Although the proposed project is located in a Fire Hazard Area, the project
design incorporates all applicable fire safety code requirements and includes fire protection
devices as required by the local fire agency. Impacts would be less than significant.

. HYDROLOGY, WATER SUPPLY, AND WATER QUALITY
Would the project:

1. Violate any water quality standards or _
wasle discharge requirements? D D b [

Discussion: The project would not discharge runoff either directly or indirectly into a
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public or private water supply. Regardless, no commercial or industrial activities are
proposed that would generate a substantial amount of contaminants. The parking and
driveway associated with the project would incrementally contribute urban pollutants to
the environment; however, the contribution would be minimal given the size of the
driveway and parking area. Potential siltation from the proposed project would be
addressed through implementation of erosion control best management practices (BMPs).
The project engineer has prepared a Stormwater Pollution Plan which would be reviewed
by the Regional Water Quality Control Board. No water quality standards or waste
discharge requirements would be violated. Impacts would be less than significant.

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

Discussion: The project would obtain water from San Lorenzo Valley Water District and
would not rely on private well water. Although the project would incrementally increase
water demand, the Water District has indicated that adequate supplies are available to serve
the project (Attachment 10). '

Although the proposed project would be located in a mapped groundwater recharge area,
the proposal would be consistent with General Plan policies 5.8.2 (Land Division and
Density Requirements in Primary Groundwater Recharge Areas) since no land division is
proposed, 5.8.3 (Uses in Primary Groundwater Recharge Areas), and 5.8.4 (Drainage Design
in Primary Groundwater Recharge Areas). The project would also be consistent with
Section 7.79.110 of the County Code (New Development and Redevelopment). The code
states, “All responsible parties shall mitigate impacts due to development and implement
Best Management Practices (BMPs) per the County Design Criteria adopted by the County
of Santa Cruz and Chapters 16.20 and 16.22 SCCC to control the volume, runoff rate, and
potential pollutant load of stormwater runoff from new development and redevelopment
projects to minimize the generation, transport, and discharge of pollutants, prevent runoff
in excess of predevelopment conditions, and maintain predevelopment groundwater
recharge.” David Heinrichsen of Ifland Engineers prepared a preliminary stormwater
control plan, dated July 5, 2017, In it, he incorporates BMPs. The parking lot is to be
constructed of pervious paving and runoff from the impervious portions of the project (the
building and concrete surfaces) would be routed through the raingarden located on the west
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side of the building or the pervious parking lot. Runoff that does not infiltrate would be
released from the site at the pre-development rate. Given this, groundwater recharge would
be facilitated. No adverse impact would occur to groundwater recharge with project
implementation.

3. Substantially alter the existing drainage

pattern of thj; site or area, inc%uding g D L] & L]

through the alteration of the course of a

stream or river, in a manner which would

result in substantial erosion or siltation on-

or off-site?
Discussion: The proposed project is located adjacent to Bull Creek, and has the potential
to generate water quality impacts during construction. However, the proposed project
would be consistent with County Code Section 7.79.070, which states, “No person shall
make any unpermitted alterations to drainage patterns or modifications to the storm drain
system or any channel that is part of receiving waters of the county. No person shall deposit
fill, debris, or other material in the storm drain system, a drainage channel, or on the banks
of a drainage channel where it might enter the storm drain system or receiving waters and
divert or impede flow.” Although 54 linear feet of Bull Creek would be temporarily
dewatered with the installation of a coffer dam to facilitate construction, this temporary
alteration to the drainage pattern and channel would be temporary and fully permitted. An
erosion control plan would also be required per Section 16.22.060 of the County Code. The
Department of Public Works Drainage Section staff has reviewed and approved the
proposed drainage plan. Impacts would be less than significant.

The following water quality protection and erosion and sediment control best management
practices (BMPs) would be implemented, based on standard County requirements, to
minimize construction-related contaminants and mobilization of sediment to Bull Creek.

The BMPs will be selected to achieve maximum sediment removal and represent the best
available technology that is economically achievable and are subject to review and approval
by the County. The County will perform routine inspections of the construction area to
verify the BMPs are properly implemented and maintained. The County will notify
contractors immediately if there is a noncompliance issue and will require compliance.

The BMPs will include, but are not limited to, the following.

e All earthwork or foundation activities involving rivers, ephemeral drainages, and
culverts, will occur in the dry season (generally between June 1 and October 15).

s Implement a netting and tarp system at the bridge site to prevent and minimize
debris from entering the river during demolition and construction activities.

¢ Equipment used in and around drainages and wetlands will be in good working
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order and free of dripping or leaking engine fluids. All vehicle maintenance will be
performed at least 300 feet from all drainages and wetlands. Any necessary
equipment washing will be carried out where the water cannot flow into drainages
or wetlands.

» Develop a hazardous material spill prevention control and countermeasure plan
before construction begins that will minimize the potential for and the effects of
hazardous or toxic substances spills during construction. The plan will include
storage and containment procedures to prevent and respond to spills and will
identify the parties responsible for monitoring the spill response. During
construction, any spills will be cleaned up immediately according to the spill
prevention and countermeasure plan. The County will review and approve the
contractors’ toxic materials spill prevention control and countermeasure plan before
allowing construction to begin. Prohibit the following types of materials from being
rinsed or washed into the streets, shoulder areas, or gutters: concrete; solvents and
adhesives; thinners; paints; fuels; sawdust; dirt; gasoline; asphalt and concrete saw
slurry; heavily chlorinated water,

e Any surplus concrete rubble, asphalt, or other rubble from construction will be
taken to a local landfill.

s An erosion and sediment control plan will be prepared and implemented for the
proposed project. It will include the following provisions and protocols. The Storm
Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for the project will detail the
applications and type of measures and the allowable exposure of unprotected soils.

o Discharge from dewatering operations, if needed, and runoff from disturbed
areas will be made to conform to the water quality requirements of the waste
discharge permit issued by the RWQCB.

o Temporary erosion control measures, such as sandbagged silt fences, will be
applied throughout construction of the proposed project and will be removed
after the working area is stabilized or as directed by the engineer. Soil exposure
will be minimized through use of temporary BMPs, groundcover, and
stabilization measures. Exposed dust-producing surfaces will be sprinkled daily, if
necessary, until wet; this measure will be controlled to avoid producing runoff.
Paved streets will be swept daily following construction activities.

o The contractor will conduct periodic maintenance of erosion and sediment
control measures.

o An appropriate seed mix of native species will be planted on disturbed areas upon
completion of construction, as described in the Biotic Report’s preliminary
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revegetation plan (Attachment 2).

o - Cover or apply nontoxic soil stabilizers to inactive construction areas (previously
graded areas inactive for 10 days or more) that could contribute sediment to
waterways.

o Enclose and cover exposed stockpiles of dirt or other loose, granular construction
materials that could contribute sediment to waterways. Material stockpiles will
be located in non-traffic areas only. Side slopes will not be steeper than 2:1. All
stockpile areas will be surrounded by a filter fabric fence and interceptor dike.

o Contain soil and filter runoff from disturbed areas by berms, vegetated filters, silt
fencing, straw wattle, plastic sheeting, catch basins, or other means necessary to
prevent the escape of sediment from the disturbed area.

o Use other temporary erosion control measures (such as silt fences, staked straw
bales/wattles, silt/sediment basins and traps, check dams, geofabric, sandbag
dikes, and temporary re-vegetation or other ground cover) to control erosion
from disturbed areas as necessary.

o Avoid earth or organic material from being deposited or placed where it may be
directly carried into the channel. '

Implementation of the above BMPs would ensure that water quality impacts to Bull Creek
and its tributaries are less than significant.

4. Substantially alter the existing drainage

pattern of th}; site or area, ingfuding J D D g D

through the alteration of the course of a

stream or river, or substantially increase

the rate or amount of surface runoff in a

manner which would result in flooding, on-

or off-site?
Discussion: The proposed project would temporarily alter the course of Bull Creek as a
part of the culvert removal process. However, once the coffer dam that is required to
dewater the creek to facilitate construction is removed, the creek would be returned to its
existing course. Given that the impact would be temporary, the impact would be less than
significant. The overall drainage pattern of the site would not be altered. The Department of
Public Works Drainage Section staff has reviewed and approved the proposed drainage plan.
Impacts from project construction would be less than significant.

5. Create or contribute runoff water which ] D < ]
would exceed the capacity of existing or '
planned storm water drainage systems, or
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provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Discussion: Drainage calculations prepared by Ifland Engineers, dated July 5, 2017, have
been reviewed for potential drainage impacts and accepted by the Department of Public
Works (DPW) Drainage Section staff. The calculations show that the predevelopment
runoff rate would be maintained. County of Santa Cruz Department of Public Works
Department provided a Downstream Drainage Evaluation, dated May 16, 2017,
(Attachment 11) that found that there is adequate capacity to convey the runoff from the
library project. The runoff rate from the property would be controlled first by slowing
down the runoff by running it through the raingardens located on the west side of the
structure and/or through the pervious paving of the parking lot and the gravel bed below
the parking lot. From there, some of the runoff would infiltrate (retention) and some of it
would be detained and then released at the pre-development runoff rate. DPW staff have
determined that existing storm water facilities are adequate to handle the increase in
drainage associated with the project. Refer to response I-1 for discussion of urban
contaminants and/or other polluting runoff. Impacts would be considered less than

significant.
6. Otherwise substantially degrade water ] D =4 M
quality?

Discussion: Please see discussion under I-1 above. Impacts would be considered less than
significant with the implementation of BMPs.

7. Place housing within a 100-year flood
hazard area as mapped on a federal D D D ’E
Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood
Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard
delineation map?

Discussion: No impact would occur as no housing is proposed as a part of this project.

8.  Place within a 100-year flood hazard area : N
structures which would impede or redirect D D = D
flood flows?

Discussion: Because the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) has not
delineated the flood plain boundaries of Bull Creek, Ifland Engineers provided an analysis of
the flood hazard in their document, 100-year Floodplain Analysis of Bull Creek at the
Proposed Felton Library Site (dated May 2017) (Attachment 12) which was accepted on
August 10, 2017 by the County (Attachment 13). Based upon this study, the proposed
library building would be located entirely outside of the 100-year floodplain. A small
amount of fill (48 cubic yards) is required to create the grades necessary for accessibility
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improvements located within the floodplain. To compensate for this fill, 48 cubic yards of
cut would occur in a different area of the flood plain. Given this, the proposed project
would not impede or redirect flood flows. In a subsequent memo, “Creek Crossing and
Flood Plain” (Attachment 16) the project engineer, Dave Heinrichsen, specifically addresses
the anticipated effect of replacing the 48-inch in diameter and 20-foot long culvert with
pedestrian bridges. Because the culvert restricts the flow, Mr. Heinrichsen anticipates that
“the channel improvements would allow the flow within the channel to increase.” This, in
turn, is expected to result in “a lowering of base flood elevations for the areas identified as
‘Overbank Channel’ in the 100-year Flood Plain Analysis.” Given this, a less than significant
impact is anticipated from the project as a whole, but specifically the replacement of the
culvert with two pedestrian bridges.

9. Expose people or structures to a
significant risk of foss, injury or death L] D D b

involving flooding, including flooding as a

result of the failure of a levee or dam?
Liscussion: The proposed project would not increase the risk of flooding and would not
lead to the failure of a levee or dam. No impact would occur. '

10. Inundation by seiche, fsunami, or D D D lZ'
mudflow?

Discussion: There are two primary types of tsunami vulnerability in Santa Cruz County.
The first is a teletsunami or distant source tsunami from elsewhere in the Pacific Ocean.
This type of tsunami is capable of causing significant destruction in Santa Cruz County.
However, this type of tsunami would usually allow time for the Tsunami Warning System
for the Pacific Ocean to warn threatened coastal areas in time for evacuation (County of
Santa Cruz 2010). '

The more vulnerable risk to the County of Santa Cruz is a tsunami generated as the result of
an earthquake along one of the many earthquake faults in the region. Even a moderate
earthquake could cause a local source tsunami from submarine landsliding in Monterey Bay.
A local source tsunami generated by an earthquake on any of the faults affecting Santa Cruz
County would arrive just minutes after the initial shock. The lack of warning time from
such a nearby event would result in higher causalities than if it were a distant tsunami
(County of Santa Cruz 2010).

The project site is located approximately 6.5 miles inland, five miles beyond the effects of a
tsunami. In addition, no impact from a seiche or mudflow is anticipated. No impact would
occur.
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J. LAND USE AND PLANNING
Would the project:
1. Physically divide an established D ] D &
community?

Discussion: The proposed project does not include any element that would physically
divide an established community. No impact would occur.

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

Discussion: The proposed project does not conflict with any regulations or policies
adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect. General Plan
policy 5.2.3 (Activities Within Riparian Corridors and Wetlands) states: “Development
activities, land alterations and vegetation disturbance within riparian corridors and
wetlands and required buffers shall be prohibited unless an exception is granted per the
Riparian Corridor and Wetlands Protection ordinance.” Findings for a Riparian Exception
have been made (see complete discussion under Section D-5). Impacts would be considered
less than significant with implementation of the specified mitigation measures.

The project includes requests for two variances to allow a reduction to the front and side
yard setbacks. The special circumstance is the presence of Bull Creek and the related 100-
year floodplain which significantly constrains the developable area. The first variance is a
request to reduce the southern side yard setback from the required 10 feet to 0 feet and 5
feet. Setbacks are intended, in part, to preserve access to light and air. In some cases,
reducing setbacks can compromise a neighbor’s access to light and air. In this case, an
institutional use--the U.S. Post Office--would be the affected neighbor. Because the post
office is located on the library project’s southern side, shading impacts from the library
would be negligible as the library’s shadow would be mostly cast to the north. Therefore, a
less than significant impact is anticipated.

The second variance request is to reduce the front setback from the required setback of 20
to 15 feet, This variance would have no environmental impact in that there would be no
shading impacts to the post office and no vehicular line of sight would be compromised.
Related to this is the placement of a book drop within the front yard setback. The book drop
would be about one and one-quarter feet from the curb. The book drop would not have an
environmental effect in that it is a modestly sized structure, which would not impede
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vehicular line of sight since there would be on-street parking along the curb in this
location. Drivers exiting the library parking lot would need to pull forward, past the book
drop, to have a clear line of sight before pulling into the travel lane of Gushee Street.

A Parking Plan approval is requested as a part of the application to allow 12 of the required
30 parking spaces to be provide as on-street parking rather than within the on-site parking
lot. County Code 13.10.553(A) allows for a specific parking plan to supersede the County
Code parking standards (13.10.552) in order to permit a significant public amenity. In this
case, the library would be the significant public amenity. The parking plan, prepared by
Mott Macdonald (Attachment 14) proposes to provide 18 of the 30! required parking spaces
on-site with the remaining 12 spaces provided as on-street parking along Gushee Street.
According to the project traffic engineer, parallel parking spaces require 20 linear feet per
vehicle which would result in a need for 240 feet of frontage for 12 cars. Given that the
frontage along southbound Gushee is about 600 feet long, there would be ample room to
accommodate 12 on-street parking spaces.

The traffic engineer also evaluated the usage of this stretch of Gushee. He found “little to no
parking occupancy along this section of Southbound Gushee Street along the project site
frontage north of the library driveway” (page 8). By allowing a Parking Plan to supersede
the standard parking requirement to provide all parking on-site, greater environmental
protection would be afforded to Bull Creek since locating all of the required parking on-site
would necessitate further intrusion in to the riparian woodland and the parking along
Gushee Street is already developed, i.e. it would not require additional paving. The
environmental impacts are anticipated to be less than significant since the smaller parking
lot would have less of an impact than would a larger parking lot.

The project also requests a sign exception as allowed by County Code 13.10.587 (Sign
Exceptions) to allow a sign of 36 square feet where the zone district allows 12 square feet.
The sign would be set back sufficiently such that it would not affect the line of sight of
drivers leaving the library. The sign would be sized appropriately for the library building.
This larger sign, then, would have no impact on the environment.

The project is subject to the Felton Town Plan, which contains a number of policies related
to the library. The Town Plan anticipates the need for a new library site. Page 37 directs
any new library to conform to the Felton Town Plan Design Guidelines. Those Guidelines
allow for painted wood, but prohibits bright, primary colors that contrast with the
surrounding natural environment (page 36). Further, wood colors are limited to green,
beige, tan and brown. The project’s design would meet the intent of the requirement on
page 37 to construct a new library as a cluster of small component structures rather than a

! Note that Mott Macdonald calculated the required parking as 32, with the library parking lot have a deficit of 14
spaces. Staff’s calculation resulted in a parking requirement of 30 spaces.
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monolithic building in that the structure is one-story in height and the roof would be
broken up with cross gables. The project would be conditioned to comply with these
requirements to insure compliance with the Felton Town Plan. Therefore, no impact would
occur,

3. Conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community D D D , &
conservation plan?

Discussion: The proposed project would not conflict with any applicable habitat
conservation plan or natural community conservation plan. No impact would occur.

K. MINERAL RESOCURCES
Would the project:

1. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to D D D IZ[
the region and the residents of the state?

Discussion: The site does not contain any known mineral resources that would be of
value to the region and the residents of the state. Therefore, no impact is anticipated from
project implementation.

2. Result in the loss of availability of a D ] ] X
locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general
plan, specific plan or other land use plan?

Discussion: The project site is zoned residential (R-1-10), which is not considered to be
an Extractive Use Zone (M-3) nor does it have a Land Use Designation with a Quarry
Designation Overlay (Q) (County of Santa Cruz 1994). Therefore, no potentially significant
loss of availability of a known mineral resource of locally important mineral resource
recovery {(extraction) site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or other land use
plan would occur as a result of this project.

L. NOISE
Would the project resuit in:

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

Discussion: Although construction activities would likely occur during daytime hours,
noise may be audible to nearby residents. However, periods of noise exposure would be
temporary. Noise from construction activity may vary substantially on a day-to-day basis,
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however the construction hours would be limited as a condition of approval of the
discretionary approval to Monday through Friday, from 7 AM to 6 PM.

The development of a new, larger library is anticipated to increase traffic volumes in the
vicinity of the project. Because traffic noise is a primary contributor to the local noise
environment, any increase in traffic resulting from the development of new residential and
commercial uses would be expected to proportionally increase local noise levels. The
following General Plan policies are applicable to noise generation: Policy 6.9.1, Land Use
Compatibility Guidelines; Policy 6.9.3 Noise Sensitive Land Uses; Policy 6.9.5, Residential
Development; and Policy 6.9.7, Construction Noise. The proposed project, once operational,
would create an incremental increase in the existing noise environment, However, this
increase would be small, and would be similar in character to noise generated by the
surrounding existing uses. Adherence to applicable County and/or state noise standards
would ensure that potential impacts related to this issue are less than significant.

2. Exposure of persons to or generation of
excessive groundborne vibration or D D & D
groundborne noise levels?

Discussion: The use of construction equipment would potentially generate vibration in
the project area. The nearest residential property is located directly adjacent to the north of
the project site on Kirby Street. Although there would be some light grading and the
construction of a path and outdoor education feature on the north side of Bull Creek during
Phase 2, most of the construction would occur on the south side of Bull Creek, which is
about 250 feet away. Given this, it is not anticipated that nearby residences would
experience significant groundborne vibration or groundborne mnoise levels during
construction activities associated with the proposed project. Therefore, impacts would be
considered less than significant

3. A substantial permanent increase r'n' D D x D
ambient noise levels in the project vicinity
above levels existing without the project?

Discussion: Other than an incremental increase in vehicle trips, the proposed project
would not be anticipated to result in a permanent increase in the ambient noise level. The
main source of ambient noise in the project area is traffic noise along Highway 9. Impacts
are expected to be less than significant.

4. A substantial temporary or periodic |
increase in ambient noise levels in the D D E] D
project vicinity above levels existing
without the project?
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Discussion: See discussion under L-1 above. Noise generated during project construction
would increase the ambient noise levels in adjacent areas. Construction would be
temporary, and construction hours would be limited to Monday through Friday from 7 AM
to 6 PM as a condition of approval for the discretionary permit. Given the limited hours of
construction activity and the limited duration of this impact, it is considered to be less than
significant.
5. For a project located within an airport fand

use plgn jor, where such a plan hefs not D D D IX'

been adopted, within two miles of a public

airport or public use airport, would the

project expose people residing or working

in the project area fo excessive noise

levels?

Discussion: The proposed project is not within two miles of a public airport. Therefore,
the proposed project would not expose people residing or working in the project area. No
impact is anticipated.

6. For a project within the vicinity of a private D ] D )
airstrip, would the project expose people
residing or working in the project area to
excessive noise fevels?

Discussion: The proposed project is not located within two miles of a private airstrip
located. No impact is anticipated.

M. POFULATION AND HOUSING
Would the project:

1. Induce substantial population growth in an v
area, either directly (for example, by D D D X
proposing new homes and businesses) or
indirectly (for example, through extension
of roads or other infrastructure)?

Discussion: The proposed project would not induce substantial population growth in an
area because the project does not propose any physical or regulatory change that would
remove a restriction to or encourage population growth in an area including, but limited to
the following: new or extended infrastructure or public facilities; new commercial or
industrial facilities; large-scale residential development; accelerated conversion of homes to
commercial or multi-family use; or regulatory changes including General Plan amendments,
specific plan amendments, zone reclassifications, sewer or water annexations; or LAFCO
annexation actions. No impact would occur.
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2. Displace substantial numbers of existing ] ] ] X

housing, necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion: The proposed project would not displace any existing housing. No impact
would occur.

3. Displace substantial numbers of people, <]
necessitating the construction of L] D D
replacement housing elsewhere?

Discussion: The proposed project would not displace a substantial number of people since
the project is a library proposed to be constructed on a vacant parcel. No impact would
occur.

N. PUBLIC SERVICES
Would the project:

1. Would the project result in substantial
adverse physical impacts associated with
the provision of new or physically altered
governmental facilities, need for new or
physically altered governmental facilities,
the construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in order
to maintain acceptable service ratios,
response times, or other performance
objectives for any of the public services:

a. Fire protection?
b. Police protection?
¢c. Schools?

d Parks?

I I A A
O Ooon
NOOXKX
O XX OO

e. Other public facilities, including the
maintenance of roads?

Discussion (a through e): While the project represents an incremental contribution to
the need for services, the increase would be minimal. Moreover, the project meets all of the
standards and requirements identified by the local fire agency or California Department of
Forestry, as applicable, and school, park and transportation fees, as applicable, to be paid by
the applicant would be used to offset the incremental increase in demand for public roads.
Impacts would be considered less than significant.
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0. RECREATION
Would the project:
1. Would the project increase the use of E] D E] D

existing neighborhood and regional parks
or other recreational facilities such that
substantial physical deterioration of the
facility would occur or be accelerated?

Discussion: The proposed project would not substantially increase the use of existing
neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities. Impacts would be
considered less than significant.

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

Discussion: The proposed project does not propose the expansion recreational facilities.
The outdoor education feature is intended primarily to be educational, but would have
some recreational value. The physical effect of the outdoor education feature on the
environment would be minimal given its small size. Impacts from this aspect of the project
are considered as a part of this document and would be less than significant with the
implementation of the biotic mitigations discussed in section D above.

P. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC
Would the project:

1. Conflict with an applicable plan, ordinance
or policy establishing measures of D @ D D
effectiveness for the performance of the
circulation system, taking into account all
modes of fransportation including mass
transit and non-motorized travel and
refevant compeonents of the circulation
system, including but not limited fo
intersections, streets, highways and
freeways, pedestrian and bicycle paths,
and mass transit?

Discussion: A traffic impact analysis, dated August 28, 2017, was provided by Leo Trujillo
of Mott Macdonald (Attachment 14). Using the 9 edition of the Institute of Transportation
Engineers Trip Generation Manual, the number of trips generated by the library are
calculated to be 458 daily trips with 59 trips occurring during the afternoon peak hour.
Because the earliest the library opens is 11 AM, the morning peak hour would not be
impacted. Mott Macdonald provided a trip distribution and assignment of those trips to
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nearby intersections. The report identifies that the intersection of Highway 9 and Felton
Empire Road-Graham Hill Road is currently operating at level of service of “F” during the
afternoon peak hour. Caltrans, the agency with jurisdiction over Highway 9, considers any
trips added to a deficient intersection to be a significant impact.

The report identifies a mitigation, the restriping of eastbound Felton Empire Road at
Graham Hill to allow for one left lane and one through-right lane. Although this mitigation
would not improve the level of service as measured by delay in seconds, it would off-set the
additional library trips. Based on Table 2 of the Mott Macdonald report, for the existing
conditions, the delay would decrease from 39.2 to 33.5 seconds with the implementation of
the mitigation. For the cumulative scenario, which is based on an assumed growth rate of
1.26% per year for 17 years (an increase of 21.4% over the existing conditions), the delay
would decrease from 200.2 to 172.5 seconds with the implementation of the mitigation.
Given the improvement in the delay afforded with the mitigation, the project would have a
less than significant impact.

Mitigation Measure
TRA-1: Intersection of Highway 9/Felton Empire Road-Graham Hill Road

Restripe eastbound Felton Empire Road as one left lane and one through/right lane.

Pedestrian, Bicycle and Transit Mobility

The project was evaluated to determine if it would adversely affect adopted policies, plans
or program supporting alternative transportation or generate pedestrian, bicycle, or
pedestrian facilities and plans. The library site is located in downtown Felton, one block
west of Highway 9. This is a location that would facilitate multi-destination trips since the
downtown area includes a grocery store, pharmacy, gasoline stations, retail shops, and
services. New frontage improvements, including an ADA-compliant sidewalk, would be
constructed which would enhance the pedestrian environment. In addition, space has been
left to accommodate a horse pathway just west of the sidewalk as envisioned by the Felton
Town Plan. A horse hitching post has also been provided. Gushee Street is a relatively quiet
street that preferred by bicyclists as an alternative to Highway 9. Ten bicycle parking spaces
are shown on the library project plans, which conforms to County Code bicycle parking
requirements, Santa Cruz Metro service is available. Route 34, the South Felton route, has a
bus stop at the intersection of Kirby and Highway 9, which is located about two blocks
away from the library. This route also includes San Lorenzo Valley High and is likely to be
used by high schoolers to reach the library after school. A second Santa Cruz Metro route,
Route 35 San Lorenzo Valley, provides access to the other communities of the San Lorenzo
Valley which are located along Highway 9. The bus stop for Route 35 is located on Graham

Felton Library Appiication Number: 171167



Less than

Significant
Potentially with Less than
Significant Mitigation Significant
Impact Incorporated tmpact No impact

Hill Road near its intersection with Highway 9. Route 35A provides access to the San
Lorenzo Valley, via Scotts Valley and terminates in downtown Santa Cruz. The project does
not conflict with any adopted plan or policy relating to alternative forms of transportation.
No impact would occur to pedestrian, bicycle and transit mobility.

2. Conflict with an applicable congestion
management program, including, but not D L] D |X!
limited fo leve! of service standards and
travel demand measures, or other
standards established by the county
congestion management agency for
designated roads or highways?

Discussion: In 2000, at the request of the Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation
Commission (SCCRTC), the County of Santa Cruz and other local jurisdictions exercised the
option to be exempt from preparation and implementation of a Congestion Management
Plan (CMP) per Assembly Bill 2419. As a result, the County of Santa Cruz no longer has a
Congestion Management Agency or CMP. The CMP statutes were initially established to
create a tool for managing and reducing congestion; however, revisions to those statutes
progressively eroded the effectiveness of the CMP. There is also duplication between the
CMP and other transportation documents such as the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)
and the Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). In addition, the goals of the
CMP may be carried out through the Regional Transportation Improvement Program and
the Regional Transportation Plan. Any functions of the CMP which are useful, desirable
and do not already exist in other documents may be incorporated into those documents.

The proposed project would not conflict with either the goals and/or policies of the RTP or
with monitoring the delivery of state and federally-funded projects outlined in the RTIP.
No impact would occur,

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

Discussion: No change in air traffic patterns would result from project implementation.
Therefore, no impact is anticipated.

4.  Substantially increase hazards due to a Y
design feature (e.g., sharp curves or D D D $
dangerous intersections) or incompatible
uses (e.q., farm equipment)?

Discussion: The proposed project consists of a library and related improvements. No
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increase in hazards would occur from project design or from incompatible uses. No impact
would occur from project implementation.

5. Result in inadequate emergency access? D ] X D

Discussion: The project’s road access has been approved by the local fire agency or
California Department of Forestry, as appropriate.

A temporary lane closure may be required for short periods of time during construction,
including the construction of the mitigations TRA-1. A traffic control plan would be
prepared. However, the proposed project would not restrict emergency access for police,
fire, or other emergency vehicles. Impacts would be less than significant from project
implementation.

6.  Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or
programs regarding public transit, bicycle, L] D D 'E
or pedestrian facilities, or otherwise
decrease the performance or safety of
such facilities?

Discussion: The proposed project design would comply with current road requirements to
prevent potential hazards to motorists, bicyclists, and/or pedestrians. The project includes
pedestrian improvements along Gushee Street in the form of a new sidewalk. In addition,
the project leaves space beside the sidewalk (i.e. to the west of the sidewalk) to
accommodate horse riders as required by the Felton Town Plan. No impact would occur.

Q. TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOQURCES

1. Would the project cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a
tribal cultural resource, defined in Public
Resources Code section 21074 as either
a site, feature, place, cultural landscape
that is geographically defined in terms of
the size and scope of the landscape,
sacred place, or object with cultural value
to a California Native American tribe, and
that is:

A. Listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historical [ L] L =
Resources, or in a local register of
historical resources Code section
5020.1(k), or

B. A resource determined by the lead ] D D @
agency, in its discretion and '
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supported by substantial evidence, to
be significant pursuant to criteria set
forth in subdivision {¢) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In
applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resources
Code Section 5024.1, the lead
agency shall consider the significance
of the resource to a California Native

- American tribe.

Discussion: The project proposes to establish a library and outdoor education feature.
Section 21080.3.1(b) of the California Public Resources Code (AB 52) requires a lead agency
formally notify a California Native American tribe that is traditionally and culturally
affiliated within the geographic area of the discretionary project when formally requested.
As of this writing, no California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally
affiliated with the Santa Cruz County region have formally requested a consultation with
the County of Santa Cruz (as Lead Agency under CEQA) regarding Tribal Cultural
Resources. As a result, no Tribal Cultural Resources are known to occur in or near the
project area. Therefore, no impact to the significance of a Tribal Cultural Resource is
anticipated from project implementation.

2. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS
Would the project:
1.  Exceed wastewater treatment ["_‘] D D &

requirements of the applicable Regional
Water Quality Control Board?

Discussion: The proposed project’s wastewater flows would not violate any wastewater
treatment standards. No significant impacts would occur from project implementation.

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

Discussion: The project would be served by a sewage disposal system, which would be
sized to accommodate the demands of the project. Impacts would be considered less than
significant.

3. Require or result in the construction of ;
new storm water drainage facilities or D ' D Eﬂ D
expansion of existing facilities, the
construction of which could cause
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significant environmental effects?

Discussion: Drainage analysis of the project by David A. Heinrichsen of Ifland Engineers
dated July 5, 2017 concluded that the project would maintain the pre-development runoff
rate at the site for the design storm (Attachment 15). Department of Public Works staff
have reviewed the drainage information and have determined that downstream storm
facilities are adequate to handle the increase in drainage associated with the project
(Attachment 11). Therefore, no additional drainage facilities would be required for the
proposed project. No impacts are expected to occur from the proposed project.

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

Discussion: The San Lorenzo Valley Water District has indicated that adequate water
supplies are available to serve the project and has issued a will-serve letter for the proposed
project, subject to the payment of fees and charges in effect at the time of service
(Attachment 10). The development would also be subject to the water conservation
requirements. Therefore, existing water supplies would be sufficient to serve the proposed
project, and no new entitlements or expanded entitlements would be required. Impacts
would be less than significant.

5. Resultin determination by the wastewater D D D g
treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate
capacity to serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the provider’s
existing commitments?

Discussion: The proposed project would be served by a septic system. Given this, there

would be no impacts to a wastewater treatment provider. No impacts are expected to occur
from project implementation.

6.  Be served by a landfill with sufficient ] |___| % D
permitted capacity to accommodate the '
project’s solid waste disposal needs?

Piscussion: Due to the small incremental increase in solid waste generation by the
proposed project during construction and operations, the impact would be less than

significant.

7.  Comply with federal, state, and local
statufes and regulations refated to solid D D D %
waste?
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Discussion: The project would comply with all federal, state, and local statutes and
regulations related to solid waste disposal. No impact would occur.

S. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

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

Discussion: The potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below
self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or animal or eliminate important
examples of the major periods of California history or prehistory were considered in the
response to each question in Section III (A through Q) of this Initial Study. Resources that
have been evaluated as significant would be potentially impacted by the project,
particularly biotic resources. However, mitigation has been included that clearly reduces
these effects to a level below significance. These mitigations include restoration of the
riparian woodland plant community to compensate for the permanent removal of the plant
community in the areas of development; mitigations to avoid and minimize impacts to the
California red-legged frog, the San Francisco dusky-footed woodrat and nesting birds; and
mitigations to post-construction encroachments into the riparian area. As a result of this
evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that, after mitigation, significant effects
associated with this project would result. Therefore, this project has been determined not
to meet this Mandatory Finding of Significance.

2. Does the project have impacts that are "%
individually limited, but cumulatively L] 2 L L]
considerable? (“cumulatively
considerable” means that the incremental
effects of a project are considerable when
viewed in connection with the effects of
past projects, the effects of other current
projects, and the effects of probable future
projects)?
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Discussion: In addition to project specific impacts, this evaluation considered the projects
potential for incremental effects that are cumulatively considerable. As a result of this
evaluation, there were determined to be potentially significant cumulative effects related to
biotic resources and traffic. However, mitigation has been included that clearly reduces
these cumulative effects to a level below significance. This mitigation includes measures to
reduce these impacts to a less than significant level. As a result of this evaluation, there is
no substantial evidence that there are cumulative effects associated with this project.
Therefore, this project has been determined not to meet this Mandatory Finding of
Significance.

3. Does the project have environmental ] ] D ]
effects which will cause substantial
adverse effects on human beings, either
directly or indirectly?

Discussion: In the evaluation of environmental impacts in this Initial Study, the potential
for adverse direct or indirect impacts to human beings were considered in the response to
specific questions in Section III (A through Q). As a result of this evaluation, there were
determined to be potentially significant effects to human beings related to the following:
traffic. However, mitigation has been included that clearly reduces these effects to a level
below significance. As a result of this evaluation, there is no substantial evidence that, after
mitigation, there are adverse effects to human beings associated with this project.
Therefore, this project has been determined not to meet this Mandatory Finding of
Significance.
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