9/6/2011 SEPTEMBER 13, 2011 COUNCIL 1 1 5

TO: TOWN COUNCIL
FROM: TOWN MANAGER
RE: LIFE HOUSE CHURCH PROJECT IMPACTS ON LOOMIS

ISSUE
Life House Church is a project in Placer County located along Del Mar Road just off
Sierra College Blvd that may have impacts on Loomis.

RECOMMENDATION
Identify possible impacts that Special Counsel Don Mooney should address in comments
on the Life House Church project.

MONEY
Expense occurs with preparing comments for a project mitigated negative declaration
being prepared by Placer County and is expected to be under $1,000 dollars.

CEQA
CEQA issues are being addressed by Placer County and the Town is in the role of
commenting on the project.

DISCUSSION

Attached is information concerning the Life House Church project that is being processed as a
mitigated negative declaration by Placer County. The Church is located along Del Mar Ave
just off Sierra College Blvd in County unincorporated area. In 2009 the Town submitted
comments (see attached).

Council is asked to identify other comments it might identify and to take comment the
public may have. Information obtained will be submitted to Special Counsel Mooney who
is preparing a comment letter that is due to the County by Friday Sept 23.



May 28, 2009

VIA FACSIMILE AND
REGULAR MAIL

Maywan Krach

Community Development Resource Agency
County of Placer

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190
Auburn, CA 95603

Re:  LIFEhouse Church (PMPA T20080340), 1** Submittal

Dear Ms. Krach:

The Town of Loomis submits the following comments regarding the Initial

Project Application for the LIFEhouse Church (PMPA T20080340).

L.

The traffic generated from the Project will create additional impacts in the
surrounding area, including Loomis as documented in recent traffic analysis
done for several projects up and down Sierra College Boulevard. Any
approval should require LIFEhouse to pay their proportionate share for area
wide impacts, specifically along Sierra College Boulevard. Payment for
Loomis mitigations should be made directly to Loomis.

The environmental review needs to cover all phases of the project. The first
phase involves the construction of a 22,786 square foot worship building, yet
Phases II-IV involve the construction of three additional buildings that total
over 74,000 square feet. Thus, in order to avoid piecemealing environmental
review, all four phases need to be evaluated in a single environmental
document.

As for cumulative impacts, the LIFEhouse Church project is yet one more
project in Placer County and the City of Rocklin either on Sierra College
Boulevard or relying upon Sierra College Boulevard as the main assess point.
As such, the County needs to take into consideration the cumulative impacts
to traffic, air quality, and noise. In evaluating the cumulative impacts, the
County needs to consider the following projects in the vicinity that will also
impact traffic and air quality along Sierra College Boulevard:



Rocklin Crossing — 543,500 sq ft commercial

Rocklin Lowes — 170,000 sq ft commercial

Clover Valley — 558 homes + 5 acre commercial site

Rocklin Commons — 415,000 sq ft commercial

Rocklin Granite Creek — 63,631 sq ft commercial

Del Mar Business Park — 67 acres light industrial

Sierra College Center — 59,218 sq ft office + 18,370 sq ft commercial
Whitney Ranch Phase 11 — 1,427 homes

Croftwood — 156 homes

Rocklin 60 — 179 homes

TR Me ae op

Very truly yours,

Donald B. Mooney
Attorney for Town of Loomis

cc Perry Beck, Town Manager, Town of Loomis
Kathy Kerdus, Planning Director, Town of Loomis



i)

COUNTY OF PLACER

ENVIRONMENTAL

Community Development Resource Agency COORDINATION

Michael Johnson, AICP
Agency Director

TO: Distribution List

DATE: May 4, 2009

SERVICES

‘ Gina Langford, Coordinator

RECEIVED

Mar £ 6 Y

FROM: Maywan Krach, Community Development Technician

SUBJECT: LIFEhouse Church (PMPA T20080340), 1% Submittal

TOWN OF LOOMIS

The Placer County Community Development Resource Agency is the Lead Agency for the
proposed project. The proposal is being forwarded to responsible and interested agencies for early
consultation pursuant to Section 15063(g) of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA)
Guidelines. The County is in the process of preparing an Initial Study to identify what significant

impacts need to be analyzed in conjunction with this project.

We would appreciate your comments at the earliest possible date, but not later than May 29, 2009.
Comments received after July 18, 2008 may not be considered pursuant to State law and local
ordinance. If no comments are received, we will assume the project will have no impacts.

County Staff — Please refer to your department’s Predevelopment Checklist PPDV T20070236
when requesting additional information (attach to comments). This will encourage consistency

regarding the level of detail required for all projects.

Distribution List:

Planning Department, Roy Schaefer

Engineering & Surveying Department, Sarah Gillmore
Department of Public Works, Transportation, Andrew Gaber
Environmental Health, Jill Kearney

Air Pollution Control District, Yu-shuo Chang

Flood Control, Andrew Darrow

Facility Services, Parks, Vance Kimbrell

Sheriff Department, Amanda Rogers

Placer County LAFCO

Museums

Loomis Fire District, Dave Wheeler

Town of Loomis, Planning Department

Placer County Water Agency

State Department of Fish & Game

CALTRANS

US Army Corp of Engineers

Penryn MAC

Project file

cc: Engineering & Surveying Department, Rick Eiri

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190, Auburn, California 95603 (530)745-3132

Fax (530)745-3003 email: cdraecs@placer.ca.gov



PLACER ( UNTY PLANNING DEPAR. IENT

AUBURN OFFICE TAHOE OFFICE

3091 County Center Drive 565 W. Lake Blvd./P. O. Box 1909
Auburn, CA 95603 Tahoe City CA 96145
530-745-3000/FAX 530-745-3080 530-581-6280/FAX 530-581-6282
Website: www.placer.ca.gov/planning E-Mail : planning@placer.ca.gov

INITIAL PROJECT APPLICATION

(For Office Use Only)

G.P. Designation N, Skt Posters A A File #s PMAPR T 2000 34
d\ \@ 20 J’\\Lé CAW Affordable Housing ‘.LP A

. -
General Plan/Community Plan &E (30 &qi Taxes @‘« A Accepted by_%bt\\ﬂ'r’ A
Yao [Peny lal C.\, Tax Rate Area 5 3B~CMG  Date filed (/DO [0
Zoning A —%'*X Ule Ac.Min.
Major Project: Yes X No __ Geographic Team: %{\U\\-\g Heanng Body E“-\.C.
Pre-Development Meeting Date 09 -2/~ £/ Acceptable for EQ Filing /@4‘// é;fz{wﬁ/l—”/ ) Nl

FPov Zooy] O23b ¢/ Planner Sifinature O/d

--TO BE COMPLETED BY THE APPLICANT --

1. Project Name U FE Housc CHuRCH
2. Property Owner LIFE-HOouse CHURCH [Ofives Cranded]
Mailing Address _ 4800 Siecvu Cal le&o Rivd. Bocklin €A ggerz
Telephofie 9/6) GS2-7216 Fax E-Mail

* 3. Applicant__lel"f;/ clweyr
Mailing Address Z22,2 _ pISTY  Hotloww W Rockeuny e AT6d"

Telephone &6 —6 ) )— 2304  Fax E-Mail Trang ol TZ@‘(GN?I /L

4. Size of Property (acreage or square footage) _ 2.5 + Acrpd -
Assessor's Parcel Number(s) _ © 30 —~w3 0 —C %lg Oy
6. ProjectLocation 3 (21 ol Mar Ave Pacllin  cA’

(Be specific: cross streets, distance and direction from nearest intersection, etc.)

7. What actions, approvals, or permits by Placer County does the proposed project require?
_____ Additional Building Site _ 7% Environmental Questionnaire X Minor Use Permit
___ Administrative Approval ____ Extension of Time ____ Project undertaken by County
___Administrative Review Permit ___ General Plan Amendment ____Rezoning

_ Certificate of Compliance ____ Major Subdivision (5+ parcels) ____ Variance

Conditional Use Permit ____Minor Boundary Adjustment ___ Other (Explain)

_Y~Design Review ____Minor Subdivision (4 and under parcels)
Does the proposed project need approval by other governmental agencies? Yes X No. Ifso, which
agencies?

T:\PLN\Application & Brochure Masters\Initial Project Application-Rev.DOC Rev. 2/13/07



8. Which agencies, uuhty companies provide the following services? This information must be ACCURATE!

Electricity _ PG = Fire Protection _L® 6 a1 Sewer N / A
Telephone Natural Gas ; Water _ S {:) lace vy (;\Ju‘l@ “
High School rJ / A Elementary School i\)/ K Other

9. Describe the project in detail so that a person unfamiliar with the project would understand the purpose, size, phasing,
duration and construction activities associated with the project. In response to this question, please attach additional pages, if
necessary.

Ty o th&bea}\ C‘\rxur‘LL\ Dm\ec‘%
Plhhae T 22 786 45.@ £t UQJOMLHP R\JLW\H&U
Phaxe TV .S‘o 000 _s6 £ Saunctua (T
Plhiaae LT 22[766 < £ Mm mtﬁm&—t\!@ E‘m dm,q .
Phase 77 ([ _s00 sget  Mulhi puepoe Addihone | fanking

10. T hereby authorize the above-listed applicant to make application for project approvals by Placer County, to act as my
agent regarding the above-described project, and to receive all notices, correspondence, etc. from Placer County regarding

this project, or

11. As owner I will be acting as applicant. In addition, as owner, I will defend, indemnify, and hold Placer County harmless
from any defense costs, including attorneys’ fees or other loss connected with any legal challenge, brought as a result of an
approval conceming this entitlement. I also agree to execute a formal agreement to this effect on a form provided by the

County and available for my inspection.
12. The signature below authorizes any member of the Placer County Development Review Committee (DRC), and other
County personnel as necessary, to enter the property/structure(s) that is (are) the subject of this application.

Si re(s) of Owner(s): Please Print
LA -‘Zﬁ((q[ﬁ((\ OLwWweER. CRANDEL(

If application is for a Boundary Line Adjustment, signature of both the transferring and acquiring property owners are
required. Boundary Line Adjustments shall not be used to create new parcels.

Signature of Transferring Property Owner Please Print

Signature of Acquiring Property Owner Please Print

The Planning Department is prohibited from accepting applications on tax delinquent properties pursuant to Board of Supervisors
direction.

Prior to the commencement of any grading and/or construction activities on the property in question, that are based upon the
entitlements confetred by Placer County permit approval(s), the applicant should consult with the California Department of Fish &
Game (DFG) to determine whether or not a Streambed Alteration Agreement [§1603, CA Fish & Game Code] is required. The
applicant should also consult with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to determine whether or not a permit is required for these
activities pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Fees may be required to be paid to the Department of Fish and Game for
their participation in the environmental review process as required by State law. The applicant’s signature on this application
form signifies an acknowledgement that this statement has been read and understood.

T:APLN\Application & Brochure Masters\Initial Project Application-Rev.DOC Rev. 2/13/07



cou GFIBLACER ENVIRONMENTAL

Commpinity Development Resource Agency COORDINATION
SERVICES
John Marin, Agency Director
Gina Langford, Coordinator
' Date Received P Fling Fee Check No. Receipt] No.
i In # #

RONMENTAL QUESTIONNAIRE

Answer all questions that are ap licable.

a Conditional Use Permit, Subdivision over 4 lots, General Plan amendmerjt, Specific Plan

Please note: If you are applying
dule a pre-development meeting before this Environmentai Questionnaire can be accepted.

and/or Rezoning, you must

Please contact the Planning at 530-745-3000 for scheduling.
1. GENERAL
1. Project name (same as on IPA) L;fﬁgg‘gmg Ci-'i\h“ﬁ‘“’\
Projectsitearea_ 2 4.77¢| acres, or, — square feet
' General Plan/Community Plan
Land use description____.
| Zoning .
2. Prqectdasamonmdeiaﬂ( mthenmrberofunlsorgmssﬂooraraa , site area in acres/square feet (PLN)
_Tho 24 +Ku?l Al have e fv—w»ﬁ DA TS z\@\mlf\\olr aul
AOLH“‘YL\ LAs L f‘%nm\ n€ 1(‘-‘37:0 se.F :b.f\be l‘_)iTH*
The amidw\u n,,U e o stomer dote line 25T soft
S“U\c’i:\_‘h ey -La s =rt_‘\'_ a5 il A Panlias S}_On:rm'l . =
3. Describe existing uses and fadiliies onsite (buildings, wells, seplic systems, parking, etc)__ s/ 4 (T | Lipi Ul
4 Is adiacent property in ownership?  [lyes [lno
If yes, indicate acreage.__| and Assessor's Parcel Number(s)
5.

‘ Indicate all historic uses of the property to its first known use and show areas of such use on site pian (ie. animal enclosures,
livestock dipping areas, ca burial locations, chemical mixing structures, clandestine dmglabsordump:;ﬂ fuel tanks,
crop areas, mining shatts, Mmgs,pmcmngaxeasmtage hazardous waste, spofis piles, eic.):
a. Residential uses? [:]

| If yes, describe uses:

'b. Commerdial agriculture uses? [ lves [Poo

, If yes, what types of uses ocamred? []animalhusbandry [Jcorops []other

Describe use, era/decade, 1 pesticides, herbicides, or other hazardous materials storage or use:
1

¢. Mining uses? [ Jyes

If yes, describe types, featutes, and any related uses:
|

d. Physical hazards (ie. mifle aud, air shaft, et? [Jyes Fhao

If yes, describe hazards;




‘e. Commercial uses? Df \Ef\no
%:lfy&s,desqibetyp&sand iy related uses:

6. flsanyponﬁonofmesne der a Wilkiamson Act contract?  [lyes /ﬁm

Il. GEOLOGY & SOILS

1. ‘Have you observed any orsoiseﬂelmntlamsids,shmps,famsmepaleas,mddaibmudﬁm,
gavalandmoroﬂ'ner hazardsonhspropettyornhenearbysunomdmgarea" Elyes Eno
If yes, describe

2. How many cubic yards of faterial will be moved onsite?_23 Lt cobic a el
' How many cubic yards of ghaterial will be imported? 6~
| How many cubic yards of thaterial will be exported? .~

sites, transport methods and haul mutes _719

20 h—rFf A ?l( [:);f{ah(e
Lnabial iy ’/rD(a‘ly'ggcx -

3.
4. . x
of u.cd‘& belice, oo ne levds fbbj\c{w_\.ﬁifmgh
5. Eno T
i BN L.’-"- Gl.,\a IQ\‘T' A Aﬁ(eff-il ..ablr\f.:l U-L({?‘l‘{ff}
6. ‘;U'Rt‘_ﬁ}
7. i int d;:edmmdneadismﬂgeofsedmntmanylai@sorsueam? Elyes |2{~qg
8 Are there any known : ecmmnbresmmsﬂasaﬂ.gavd.hﬂdigsbm,madbasemdgwnﬁmddeposib
 on the property? Boo
If yes, describe
9. Areanyﬁultageoroffsme and/or mprovements proposed or required? m-yes Elno y
| i yes, alﬁstwwonr%adplanlgzz - g ng Deiner Ed B P."Ef’—)u&ol tobe bro :tf{‘f@
>y e .

10. V\mataremewn’entCal

:Howmanyaa'esofeadld%tegury‘? Sl Lavils’ ~ 24 Z ox (rors  PR@ES ) pdrvels o

lIl. DRAINAGE, HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY

1. ' Isthere a body of water mmmm)ummmmmmmofﬂnmm Eﬁ no I
' yes, name the body of here and show location on plan: 7. \\/ st v ot (ved‘{-c"i
k& (ecated W Sne  ne~lT p:;ECr_ e .ﬂc—“t&m Tt bun labele\ p
2. Ifanswer o the above is yes, would water be diverted from or into,fhis weer body? Klyes Flno
' If yes, does applicant have an appropriative or riparian waterright?  [Jyes Rgo
3. Where is the nearest body of water such as a y,merstream lahennal,mgation oryear-
round drginage-way? | rm‘lelfﬂwlitzbb'f‘r‘ﬂjr‘l dn__pupe Lo @A wﬁa&k% Tl ‘}‘f)
2 uld o The site Y% & eaitual A ane Sitat Hovs uaz/, Gurte

{ct'Site is presently covered by impervious surfaces? )]
site will be covered by impervious surfaces after development?__/




Would any mn-offofwa&er '

theprqedenteranyoﬁslte

Hy&sdesa'ibe e = r‘anﬁhz cu:ﬁ bP Qmm:je 75 tLh 7‘1'4& , ‘»{f
l 7 £ 2 i ‘ F:tf
6. |sstomwuater D 5 1ait . oiha eaby ":‘ﬁc and/o ‘“‘"" n; ye‘st ’?‘ @{4 rifrrEd {
If yes, describe
7. |Willthere be discharge to sirface water of wastewaters other than storm water un-of? [ yes ﬁ'{no
If yes, a) what materials willbe present in the discharge?.
| b) what contaminants will bé contained in stonm water run-off?
8. | Would the project restiitin the physical alleration of a body of water? [ yes [Pfag
I yes, how?
9. Wl drainage from this project cause or exacerbate any downstream ficoding condition? [ yes Rno
| If yes, explain: !
10. | Are any improvements (streets, building sites, earthwork, etc) proposed within the limils of the 100-year floodplan?
Elyes Eﬂo
If yes, accurately identify the location of the future, fully developed, unmitigated 100-year floodpiain on the sitg pian.
11.  Are any areas of the subject to flooding or inundation? []yes no
If yes, accurately identify the location on the site plan.
12. | Would the project alter any bn or off site drainage channels orpatiems? [TJyes [Fno
If yes, explain i P It
a. How wil disc to offsite project ' o will el e
ani rzecge:f -émtemmt W8Ty /f)‘}g//fdm-tt ExETIng  Prior QW’GF”I'
'bAledws&eannrpmvmmtsreqmedmupgmde mplace.ormﬂgaﬁanshghdﬂ:a? Ey&e /ﬁQo
| If yes, explain
. ©. Will grading be required for drai conveyance, either in right of or on private [T no : .
Ifyes, describe 211 € -'»tj W il be amﬁrgﬂlﬂ rpufe L%mﬁ;:;-& wnh R P
d«-’amaaémﬁa d paxed_aroa gradad o collal™ gacl roleal nts et
13. termorary permanent Best Management Praciioe (BMP) measures will be BRumP~te be
e b Cresioe il i SECeod arer Mg U o (8 Y re
ﬁ(rn&?ﬂ‘f Cc,w ol 5
IV. VEGETATION AND WILD!
All projects disturbing wetlands, vemal pools, or marshes are requied to nofify the U.S. Army Corps of and
federal permits may be required prior to kand disturbance activities. In addition, consultation with the California Depa of Fish
and Game, U.S. Fish and Wildiife National Marine Fisheries Service, and/or the Ceniral Valley Regional Quality
Control Board may be required on the types of vegetation and wildfife resources affected by project: activities. See
1. ldentrfymevegehtonm?mnihasocumonmeprqeaste
% alpine ; i > % orchard/vineyard
% coniferous forest ""-f % perennial stream
% freshwater wetland/marsh % pond-stock pond
%grassland(l_ pasture) % rice
% hardwood woodland > % row crop
% intermittent am : % scrub/chaparral
% riparian (; zone) woodland & % vemal pool
_ /& % imgated pa % meadow (above 3000 ft)
I speciic lo westem courty & types is summarized in the Placer County Natural Resources Report 2004 avesiabie from the fiacer County
Departrment or 111 wvay & ca cautylidabibimAnldile habiials als mmimo {628/ \ildie habitals himd
|




V. FIRE PROTECTION

‘Estimate how many indivi

project as proposed: &) —fr‘ee_\ ;b\T[( be ol ”

al trees of 6-inches diameter or larger would be by the ultimate development of this

If oak frees (Quercus sp.) a
5byuﬁnatedevelopmentof is project as proposed. NnaNn e 1L€ b@ Pt 28 1L Mo 28

present, estimate how many individual oak trees 5 inches diameter or larger ki be removed

|Estimate the percentage of all existing trees that would be removed by the project as proposed (&)

Have any biological surveys been conducted on the property? E}_ym no
' yes, give date of the s) and attach a copy of the survey(s)<Junie (2. 2 60 7

‘Quality Act Guidelines) fougd in the projectarea Big  ~S cufe  Bakgnm o, legeney wil

|List any known_endangered|species of plants or animals (as defined in Section 15380 2-d of the Califomia :ﬁ Ly
7 c= Ty e a#;

_western hurmding ot apveus_Dastecled  nupfore peuds cheludimg & ot

o= _aunie )

at changes (o {l -E: -.—:i & COIHT i{les | the'p useasp;oposed?C’O/\ VW{&

'~ preyec] €6 wtru o |

fg@gt&»m \/&I‘J cfhatan

1.
2. ‘What is the nearest emergerncy source of water for fire protection pumposes? Describe the source and location
3. Whatadditional fire hazard and fire protection service needs would the project create?
What faciliies are proposed with this project? : —
4. |Forsingle access projects, is the distance from the project to the nearest through road? V5 me
'Does the fire district requirg an emergency vehicle access road? Ey&s Cno
If yes, show on the project grading plans and site plan.
5. ‘Are there offsite access finii that might imit fire truck accessbility (ie. sieep grades, poor road alighment or
‘surfacing, substandard briddes, etc.)? [lyes ﬁno
If yes, describe;,
V1. NOISE i
Project sites near a major source of noise, and projects which will result in increased noise, may require a detailed nojse study prior
1. g?lstheprojectnearamméLuoeofmise‘? Elyes ﬁoo
if yes, name the source(s). _
2 What noise would result from this project, both during and after construction? :S‘f:gnc(crr'\c( Qw@,_‘l"f‘v(‘l‘tﬁiﬁ
3. If noises attenuation measure (ie. berms, walls, special construction) are proposed, please attach noise study, describe
measumandindudeonﬂt&sileplmandhm-secﬁonaldads.
Vil. AIR QUALITY
Speuﬁcatrqualitys&ﬂ&smaybe ired by the Placer County Air Pollution Controt District (APCD). it is suggested that applicants

with residentiat projects containing 20 or more units, industrial, or commercial projects contact the APCD before proceeding.

1.

l b3
Are there any sources of air pollution within the vicinity of the project? Flvyes &
1 yes, name the source(s)._.




X. ARCHAEOLOGY/HISTORY

1. msmmhmmmmmmwm or archaeological site?

2, How far away is it?, j .
3. |Are there any historical, Waaﬁn‘aﬂymﬁm\tkﬂmmﬂwsﬁeae old foundations, Native
‘American habitation sites, ﬁm
If yes, explain
XL SEWAGE
1. Hmm@vmstewaﬁa'ispi‘ewmypmdmsddaﬂy? L-f/#’t
2. Howissewagepresenﬂyrﬁivoaadofatmesite‘? M(/I'Pi

3. How much wastewater wilfbe produced daily after the project?,

4. fMatisﬁ‘epmposedmemﬁdofsemagedisposa}? Hey bl e §_:“'€

5. Is there a plan to protect
| if yes, aftach a draft of this
6. List all unusual
'What special treatment

{ characteristics of the project

from wastewater discharges? my% Eno

are proposed for these unusual wastes? _

Will pre-treatment of
if yes, attach a
7. | During the wettest time of tt
es [lIno
’If no, explain

i of pre- treatment processes and monitoring system.

be available? [lyes o

year, is the groundwaier level less than 8 feet below the surface of the ground|onsite?

8. | Isthis project located withi
' if yes, provide the district
9. ! Is there sewer in the area?

. If yes, what is the distance ?
10.  WHl the project be trenchinglofisite to connect insewer?  Elyes Phno

. If yes, describe distance

sewer distict? ] yes ﬂno
here:

Elyes Em
the nearest sewer ine?

impacts to roadways, adjacent properties, elc,

Xil. HAZARDOUS MATERIALS
"Hazardous materials™ include,

ortheammmagem:ymsa
hamnful fo the environment if

1. :a. Hasthe site ever stored
if yes, describe

are not limited to, hazardous substances, hazardous waste, ormyn-atenalvmmahandler
bassforbeiemgﬂzaﬂmwbemmustoﬂ\emalmmmy persons or
into the workplace or the environment (Le. ofis, lubricants, and fuels).

or used hazardous materials, including pesticides and herbicides? [ yes  PTno

b. Are these meteriais stofed in underground tanks? [Jyes Pao

if yes, contact the Enﬁli Heatlth Division at 530-745-2300 for additional requirements.




2.
3. |Arethere any sensitive reodbtors of air poliution located within one quarter mile of the project (fe. schools, hospitals, efc.)?
Clyes
[If yes, describe. .
'Will the project generate arly toxichazardous emissions? [ ]yes Mno
If yes, describe i
4. What specific i source mitigation measures, if any, are proposed to reduce the air quality i s) of the
project? Quantify any reduchonsandmmspmdhgbmeﬁaalmquaﬂympadsmabduegml
5. Wil there be any land clea igofvegetaﬁmiorthisprujecﬂ Clyes Pino
If yes, how will vegetation bg disposed?
Vill. WATER SUPPLY
1 -Deﬁneput'poseofwamfmI used on-site ZJW%:‘::"L{;WO-
2 Define existing water and its location on-site___ NS
3. List water sources ( i orsysbm)pmpmdandﬂreipmje@dpeﬂwaterusageingaﬂonsperday.
' Domestic i peak gallons/day.
! Irrigation . peak gallons/day.
Fire Protection [ peak gallons/day
4. |Isthe project site located lnauﬁcmmw Rives Elno
5. Will there be public water for domestic use? ri
If yes, provide district name! Placerlbonty Aate?
| i no, and the water main is dosepmrdyplemdsu&ssmymt
| If no, give the distance to th closest public water main feet
6. | Will there be groundwater fgr domestic or other uses? \g\m Elro
if yes, what is the projected 'Mglnur\dwaierusage? H‘dz.\cn-l—rc.u
7. Arethere any wells, drilied gr hand-dug, onthe site? [ ]yes 1o
If yes, describe approxil year well was constructed, depth, annular seal, yield, contaminants, etc
Show existing and 4 well sites and label type of well on the site plan. _
8. Wil the project pofentially i§pact the surrounding area’s use of agricultural water?  [lyes ﬁm
If yes, describe
IX. AESTHETICS
1. D&ecrbeatﬁaoe:[nhnf a:plﬂmhmﬂaepuposeduojediswnﬁsbnﬂompaﬂ)bvﬁmﬁmemaﬁdemﬁs
| @&rdéblﬂrln\_ cpen  areal
2. Is the proposed project cdndistent/compatible with adiacent architectural styles? PAyes [Ino
if no, explain,
3. Would aesthetic features project (such as architecture, height, color, efc.) be subject to review? [ yes ﬂno If
-yes, by whom (i.e. HOA, AHC)? . . >
4 Describe signs and lighting kssociated with the project _zsAomcla ne . sulcu v e v 1 <5\;;}-1§
5. lIslandscaping proposed? Eno
If yes, provide a conceptual plan to describe and indicate types and location of plants.
|




Xiil. SOL[D WASTE

XIV. PARKS & RECREATION

3!

XV. SOCIAL BMPACT

: Describe any onsite recrealional facifiies proposed as part of the project children: Pfa?f

: How does this project progose to provide park and recreation facilities to the community?, J\-‘é/ o

TMMWWMWMMU&MMWIManw
[lyes [Heo
If yes, describe
. Is your project in a Placer
If yes, you may be eligible for low interest loans. If your project contains any housing and is located ina R
i Area, it is subject to the 1
' Redevelopment Agency at 240.

I no, what is the name of th private access road and nearest cross-street?

'Will the proposed project infoive the handiing, storage or transportation of hazardous materials? [ ]yes [ Ino

If yes, will it involve the haf ,stmage,ahampmtaﬁonatanyomﬁmofmeman%gmmpcunds,mzm
‘cubic feet (at standard ture and pressure) of a product or formulation containing hazardous materigis?

Clyes

If yes, describe,

Mattyp&sofso&dwasteuﬁﬂbepmduced? AIANS &

Howmuch‘? How will it be disposed of?

How close is the project to the nearest public park or recreation area?__ & pa €3
Name the area |

CATO LY

Howmanynewmidents the project generate? Ci/ =
Willtheprqectdisplaceor unereloczhonofmymdenﬁalumts? Elves !éqo
If yes, explain

Matdwxg&sndwachernfﬁene@toﬂmd(smwﬁngumsudmspasum. farmiand, residential) wad

cause? -

juld the project

Wouldiheprqectcreate;olioppomm‘? Elyes ﬁno
If yes, explain

Wouldmepcqectdasuoygboppornnm? Elyes @%9
If yes, explain

unty Redevelopment Area? yes
inclusionary regulations of Ordinance 15.65. For more inforrmation, please

Are there any Federal funt helpmgtoﬁnanoeyourpmject’? Eyes ﬂo

Does the proposed project front on a County road or State Highway? ﬁ}% no
I yes, what is the name of the road?_3ienrna (elleve & v
=

velopment
trle.




2. Wouda mmmﬁxmmmmmmmmm;mmp

Show typical sireet secfion(<) on the sée plan.
docess onto County roads be constructed with the project?  [K{yes Elno

Ifyw,aremeamponts? oposed in a location in which would provide sufficient sight distance along the roadway for safe
entering and exiting vehiciesy el mar

5. Describe any proposed imprgvements to County roads and/or State Highways (i.e. frontage improvements, bike lanes, curb,
sidewalk):

6 Wou.ﬁdanyfonnoftransttbe sed for traffic toffrom the project site? [ ] ves mo

yes, show proposed fistop locations on site pian.

7. Howmuchaddmonalhaﬂiﬂeprqedexpededbgmemte’ﬂwataremeememdped(houmofmﬁ?:mbeuwed

byﬂ'ledevelopment('e Chéirches 1:00pm; Offices on Mondays through Fridays, 8:00-800am, and

See “‘a L ~&-Lurl-—/

4 00-6:00pm)? __ = vndod

8. Matbﬂeway,ped&shian,?:esbim.mtandtfacﬁ&saemwosedmmewqed?
see.  <ige Pl

XVIi. CERTIFICATION

above and in the altached exhibits present the data and information required for this
, and that the facts, statements, and information presented are true and comect o the best of

I hereby certify that the statements

,a-—"""'—“‘t:astﬂ s\\wer
N &%ﬁ( Date: B/ééﬂ :
kaPhom("i’fé)é7? %’3 e ~f Cell Phone (R(6 )_£& ?7 ‘?%L»Lz

mﬂMdms+Qe"‘%L .." o S‘?LC(F "!'@sz L1 at-zéf
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LIFEHOUSE CHURCH - PMPA - T20080340 - BOS3 - MAJ150

Status: Mitigated Negative Declaration public review from 8/24/11 to
9/23/11; Project entitlements due

Lead: ROY SCHAEFER

Project Description: Applicant submitted a revised Environmental Questionnaire on

March 27, 2009 for the LIFEhouse Church at 3131 Del Mar
Avenue, Loomis. The proposed two-story church building would
be 16,560 square feet on the first floor and 9,225 square feet on
the second floor. The total square footage would be 25,785. The
church is proposed to have 578 seats and 20 classrooms/offices
219 parking stalls would be provided. Extensive landscaping will
be added to the site, seven California fan palms along the east
side of Delmar Avenue will be relocated due to the road widenin
and the two proposed entrances. In additon, eleven native oak
trees will be impacted by the project.

Applicant: TERRY TOLIVER Work; 916-677-9304
Location: 3131 DEL MAR AVE, LOOMIS

Acres: 24.75

Community Plan: Horseshoe Bar/Penryn CP

MAC Area: PENRYN MAC

Owner: LIFEHOUSE CHURCH

APN

Zoning

030-030-015-000 030-030-033-000
RA-B-X 10 AC. MIN.RA-B-X 4.6 AC. MIN




COUNTY OF PLACER ENVIRONMENTAL

Community Development Resource Agency COORDINATION
SERVICES

Michael J. Johnson, AICP U

Agency Director Michael Wells, Coordinator

NOTICE OF INTENT
TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

The project listed below was reviewed for environmental impact by the Placer County
Environmental Review Committee and was determined to have no significant effect upon
the environment. A proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared for this
project and has been filed with the County Clerk's office.

PROJECT: LIFEHouse Church (PMPA 20080340)

PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The project proposes a two-story church building of a total
25,785 square-foot with 578 seats, 20 classrooms/offices, and 219 parking spaces on a
24 6-acre site.

PROJECT LOCATION: 3131 and 3055 Delmar Avenue, Loomis, Placer County
APPLICANT: Terry Toliver, 2232 Misty Hollow Drive, Rocklin, CA 95678 (916)677-9304

The comment period for this document closes on September 23, 2011. A copy of the Negative
Declaration is available for public review at the County’s web site

hitp://www . placer.ca.gov/Departments/CommunityDevelopment/EnvCoordSves/NegDec.aspx
Community Development Resource Agency public counter, and at the Loomis Public Library.
Property owners within 300 feet of the subject site shall be notified by mail of the upcoming
hearing. Additional information may be obtained by contacting the Environmental Coordination
Services, at (530)745-3132, between the hours of 8:00 am and 5:00 pm, at 3091 County Center
Drive, Auburn, CA 95603.

Published in Sacramento Bee on Wednesday, August 24,, 2011

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 / Auburn, California 95603 / (530) 745-3132 / Fax (530) 745-3080 / email: cdraecs@placer.ca.gov
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COUNTY OF PLACER ENVIRONMENTAL

BN Community Development Resource Agency COORDINATION
. SERVICES
Michael J. Johnson, AICP —
Agency Director Michael Wells, Coordinator

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

In accordance with Placer County ordinances regarding implementation of the California Environmental Quality Act,
Placer County has conducted an Initial Study to determine whether the following project may have a significant
adverse effect on the environment, and on the basis of that study hereby finds:

[] The proposed project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment; therefore, it does not require
the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and this Negative Declaration has been prepared.

X Although the proposed project could have a significant adverse effect on the environment, there will not be a
significant adverse effect in this case because the project has incorporated specific provisions to reduce impacts to
a less than significant level and/or the mitigation measures described herein have been added to the project. A
Mitigated Negative Declaration has thus been prepared.

The environmental documents, which constitute the Initial Study and provide the basis and reasons for this
determination are attached and/or referenced herein and are hereby made a part of this document.

PROJECT INFORMATION

Title: LIFEHouse Church Plus# PMPA 20080340

Description: The project proposes a two-story church building of a total 25,785 square-foot with 578 seats, 20
classrooms/offices, and 219 parking spaces on a 24.6-acre site.

Location: 3131 and 3055 Delmar Avenue, Loomis, Placer County

Project Owner: LIFEhouse Church, 4800 Sierra College Blvd., Rocklin, CA 95677

Project Applicant: Terry Toliver, 2232 Misty Hollow Drive, Rocklin, CA 95678

County Contact Person: Roy Schaefer, Associate Planner 530-745-3061

PUBLIC NOTICE

The comment period for this document closes on September 23, 2011. A copy of the Negative Declaration is
available for public review at the County’s web site
http://www.placer.ca.gov/Departments/CommunityDevelopment/EnvCoordSves/NegDec.aspx, Community
Development Resource Agency public counter, and at the Loomis Public Library. Property owners within 300 feet of
the subject site shall be notified by mail of the upcoming hearing . Additional information may be obtained by
contacting the Environmental Coordination Services, at (530)745-3132 between the hours of 8:00 am and 5:00 pm at
3091 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603. For Tahoe projects, please visit our Tahoe Office, 565 West Lake
Blvd., Tahoe City, CA 96145.

If you wish to appeal the appropriateness or adequacy of this document, address your written comments to our
finding that the project will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment: (1) identify the environmental
effect(s), why they would occur, and why they would be significant, and (2) suggest any mitigation measures which you
believe would eliminate or reduce the effect to an acceptable level. Regarding item (1) above, explain the basis for
your comments and submit any supporting data or references. Refer to Section 18.32 of the Placer County Code for
important information regarding the timely filing of appeals.

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 / Auburn, California 95603 / (530) 745-3132 / Fax (530) 745-3080 / email: cdraecs@placer.ca.gov
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COUNTY OF PLACER

Community Development Resource Agency Egg(l)leDlmn ETF:JI-CI:)‘:IL
SERVICES
_ Michael J. Johnson, AICP :
S Agency Director Michael Wells, Coordinator

3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190 ¢ Auburn e California 95603 e 530-745-3132 e fax 530-745-3080 e www.placer.ca.gov

INITIAL STUDY & CHECKLIST

This Initial Study has been prepared to identify and assess the anticipated environmental impacts of the following
described project application. The document may rely on previous environmental documents (see Section C) and
site-specific studies (see Section 1) prepared to address in detail the effects or impacts associated with the project.

This document has been prepared to satisfy the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) (Public
Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq.) and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 15000 et seq.) CEQA requires
that all state and local government agencies consider the environmental consequences of projects over which they
have discretionary authority before acting on those projects.

The Initial Study is a public document used by the decision-making lead agency to determine whether a project
may have a significant effect on the environment. If the lead agency finds substantial evidence that any aspect of
the project, either individually or cumulatively, may have a significant effect on the environment, regardless of
whether the overall effect of the project is adverse or beneficial, the lead agency is required to prepare an EIR, use
a previously-prepared EIR and supplement that EIR, or prepare a Subsequent EIR to analyze the project at hand. If
the agency finds no substantial evidence that the project or any of its aspects may cause a significant effect on the
environment, a Negative Declaration shall be prepared. If in the course of analysis, the agency recognizes that the
project may have a significant impact on the environment, but that by incorporating specific mitigation measures the
impact will be reduced to a less than significant effect, a Mitigated Negative Declaration shall be prepared.

Project Title: LIFEHouse Church | Plus# PMPA 20080340
Entitlement(s): Minor Use Permit & Tree Permit
Site Area: 24.6 acres | APN: 030-030-033, 015

Location: The project site is located on the east side of Delmar Avenue, south of the corner of Citrus Colony Road
and Delmar Avenue. The property addresses are 3131 and 3055 Delmar Avenue, Loomis, Placer County.

A. BACKGROUND:

Project Description:
LIFEhouse Church is requesting approval of a Minor Use Permit to develop a house of worship facility on a 24.6

acre site (APN: 030-030-033 is 19.21 acres and APN: 030-030-015 is 5.35 acres). The proposed two-story church
building is 16,560 square feet on the first floor and 9,225 square feet on the second floor. The total square footage
would be 25,785. The church would have 578 seats and 20 classrooms/offices. 219 parking stalls would be
provided.

Access to the site would be provided from Delmar Avenue. Landscaping is proposed along the project’s
frontage and within the parking areas, and within perimeter areas of the church building. A Tree Permit is also
required to allow for the removal / relocation of seven landmark California fan palm trees.

Project Site (Background/Existing Setting):

The project site is comprised of two parcels, 19.21 acres (APN: 030-030-033) and 5.35 acres (APN: 030-030-015).
The site has elevations that range from 380 to 420 feet. The greater part of the site is covered with biue and live
oaks, scattered pines, annual grasses and palm trees along Delmar Avenue road. There are wetlands (two swales
and one seasonal wetland) on the southern and central portions of the site. One parcel of the project site is
currently undeveloped (previously a fruit orchard and part of Citrus Colony) and the other parcel has an abandoned

T:\ECS\EQ\PMPA 2008 0340 Lifehouse Church\Neg Declinitial study_ECS.doc



LIFEhouse Church Initial Study & Checklist continued

residence with sheds and a barn. Surrounding land uses include rural residential uses to the north, south and east.
To the west is undeveloped land within the City of Rocklin.

The project site is located within the Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community Plan and is designated Rural Estates
4.6 acre to 20 acre minimum. The property is zoned RA-B-X-4.6 acre (APN: 030-030-033 & 3131 Delmar Avenue)
and RA-B-X-10 acre (APN: 030-030-015 & 3055 Delmar Avenue). A “House of Worship™ is an allowable land use in
the Residential Agricultural zone district with the approval of a Minor Use Permit.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

General s -
. : ) Existing Conditions and
Location Zoning Plan/CFt,::amnmunlty Improvements

One parcel (APN: 030-030-033 &

(RA-B-X-10 acre) 3131 D ;
. . X i elmar Avenue) is
Residential, Agricultural, 10-acre minimum Rural Estates 4.6- undeveloped, and one parcel (APN:

Site (RA-B-X-4.6 acre) acre to 20-acre
. i ) s 030-030-015 & 3055 Delmar
Residential, Agricultural, 4.6-acre minimum Avenue) has an abandoned

minimum residence with a shed and barn
(RA-B-X-10 acre) . . ) ; .
North Residential, Agricultural, 10-acre minimum same as project site Rural, large-lot residential uses
(RA-B-X-10 acre) . ) - . .
South Residential, Agricultural, 10-acre minimum same as project site Rural, large-lot residential uses
East (RA-B-X-10 acre) same as project site Rural, large-lot residential uses

Residential, Agricultural, 10-acre minimum

Major roadways, Railroad Tracks
West City of Rocklin N/A and undeveloped land west of
Sierra College Boulevard

C. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

The County has determined that an initial Study shall be prepared in order to determine whether the potential
exists for unmitigatable impacts resulting from the proposed project. Relevant analysis from the County-wide
General Plan and Community Plan Certified EIRs, and other project-specific studies and reports that have been
generated to date, were used as the database for the Initial Study. The decision to prepare the Initial Study
utilizing the analysis contained in the General Plan and Specific Plan Certified EIRs, and project-specific analysis
summarized herein, is sustained by Sections 15168 and 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines.

Section 15168 relating to Program EIRs indicates that where subsequent activities involve site-specific
operations, the agency would use a written checklist or similar device to document the evaluation of the site and
the activity, to determine whether the environmental effects of the operation were covered in the earlier Program
EIR. A Program EIR is intended to provide the basis in an Initial Study for determining whether the later activity
may have any significant effects. It will also be incorporated by reference to address regional influences,
secondary effects, cumulative impacts, broad alternatives, and other factors that apply to the program as a whole.

The following documents serve as Program-level EIRs from which incorporation by reference will occur:

= Placer County General Pian EIR
= Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community Plan EIR

Section 15183 states that “projects which are consistent with the development density established by existing
zoning, community plan or general plan policies for which an EIR was certified shall not require additional
environmental review, except as may be necessary to examine whether there are project-specific significant
effects which are peculiar to the project or site.” Thus, if an impact is not peculiar to the project or site, and it has
been addressed as a significant effect in the prior EIR, or will be substantially mitigated by the imposition of
uniformly applied development policies or standards, then additional environmental documentation need not be
prepared for the project solely on the basis of that impact.

The above stated documents are available for review Monday through Friday, 8am to 5pm, at the Placer
County Community Development Resource Agency, 3091 County Center Drive, Auburn, CA 95603. For Tahoe
projects, the document will also be available in our Tahoe Division Office, 565 West Lake Bivd., Tahoe City, CA
96145.

Initial Study & Checklist 2 of 28




LIFEhouse Church Initial Study & Checklist continued

D. EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

The Initial Study checklist recommended by the State of California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines is
used to determine potential impacts of the proposed project on the physical environment. The checklist provides a

list of questions concerning a comprehensive array of environmental issue areas potentially affected by the project
(see CEQA Guidelines, Appendix G). Explanations to answers are provided in a discussion for each section of

questions as follows:

a)
b)

c)

d)

e)

¢))

A brief explanation is required for all answers including “No Impact” answers.

“Less Than Significant Impact” applies where the project’s impacts are insubstantial and do not require any
mitigation to reduce impacts.

"Less Than Significant with Mitigation Measures" applies where the incorporation of mitigation measures has
reduced an effect from “Potentially Significant Impact" to a "Less than Significant Impact." The County, as lead
agency, must describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less-than-
significant level (mitigation measures from earlier analyses may be cross-referenced).

"Potentially Significant Impact" is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect may be significant. If
there are one or more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is required.

All answers must take account of the entire action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cumulative as well
as project-level, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational impacts [CEQA Guidelines,

Section 15063(a)(1)].

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, Program EIR, or other CEQA process, an effect has
been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or Negative Declaration [CEQA Guidelines, Section 15063(c)(3)(D)]. A

brief discussion should be attached addressing the following:
= Earlier analyses used — |dentify earlier analyses and state where they are available for review.

2 Impacts adequately addressed — Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of,
and adequately analyzed in, an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards. Also, state whether
such effects were addressed by mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

2 Mitigation measures — For effects that are checked as “Less Than Significant with Mitigation Measures,”
describe the mitigation measures which were incorporated or refined from the earlier document and the
extent to which they address site-specific conditions for the project.

References to information sources for potential impacts (i.e. General Plans/Community Plans, zoning ordinances)
should be incorporated into the checklist. Reference to a previously-prepared or outside document should include a
reference to the pages or chapters where the statement is substantiated. A source list should be attached and
other sources used, or individuals contacted, should be cited in the discussion.

Initiat Study & Checklist
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LIFEhouse Church Initial Study & Checklist continued

. AESTHETICS — Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant
el Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Measures
1. Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? (PLN) X
2. Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not
limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings, X
within a state scenic highway? (PLN)
3. Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality X
of the site and its surroundings? (PLN)
4. Create a new source of substantial light or glare, which
would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area? X

(PLN)

Discussion- Item 1-1:

The proposed house of worship would be located in close proximity to a major travel corridor (Sierra College
Boulevard) with an elevation lower than the road. Although this corridor is considered visually sensitive with high
quality foreground and background views, it has not been designated as a scenic corridor.

Discussion- Iltem I-2:

The proposed project will not substantially damage scenic resources within a state scenic highway as it is not

located within a state scenic highway.

Discussion- Item 1-3:

The existing visual character of the site can be described as undeveloped and abandoned rural residential uses,
with scenic foreground and background views of annual grasslands, palm, oak and pine trees, and with rural
residential land uses to the north, south and east. The proposed house of worship, with buildings totaling 25,785
square feet, would be developed adjacent to Sierra College Boulevard, on the east side of Delmar Avenue. Building
heights proposed would be two-story structures of 40 feet. The proposed house of worship would be visible from
adjacent rural properties, incorporated areas of the City of Rocklin and from Sierra College Boulevard. The impact
of the proposed project on the visual environment is considered less than a significant.

Discussion- Item 1-4:

The proposed house of worship will introduce new lighting sources to the area with pole mounted lights for the
219 space parking lot, building lights, and landscape/entrance feature lighting. In addition, building materials
proposed such as metal panels, aluminum fronts/sunshades, and glass could create adverse glare effects. No

mitigation measures are required.

Il. AGRICULTURAL & FOREST RESOURCES — Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Measures
1. Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewide or Local Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and X
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to
non-agricultural use? (PLN)
2. Conflict with General Plan or other policies regarding land X
use buffers for agricultural operations? (PLN)
4 of 28

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District




LIFEhouse Church Initial Study & Checklist continued

3. Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, a Williamson X
Act contract or a Right-to-Farm Policy? (PLN)

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

5. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due
to their location or nature, could result in the loss or conversion X
of Farmland (including livestock grazing) or forest land to non-
agricultural or non-forest use? (PLN)

Discussion- Item II-1:
The project site is not considered prime farmland, unique farmland, or farmland of statewide or local importance.

Discussion- Items 11-2,3:

The proposed house of worship would be consistent with the Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community Plan land use and
underlying Residential Agricultural zone district. However, the project site is located in an area where residential
agricultural parcels exist and there is the potential that existing and future agricultural operations could be adversely
impacted by the proposed development due to perceived land use conflicts and additional traffic. There is also a
nursery operation that exists southwest of the project site within the Town of Loomis. The County has adopted a
“Right to Farm” ordinance which allows existing agricultural operations to continue in a manner consistent with the
underlying zoning. A condition of project approval shall provide notification to the property owner that agricultural
operations may take place on adjacent/surrounding parcels, and the approval of this project shall not impact the
ability of existing and future agricultural operations to continue in a manner consistent with the underlying zoning
regulations. The proposed project would not conflict with any Williamson Act contract as there is no Williamson Act
contract on the subject parcels. Implementation of the following mitigation measure will reduce any potential
impacts to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures- Items [1-2,3:

MM I1.1 Notification shall be provided to the property owner(s) of the County's Right to Farm Ordinance, which
discloses the potential effects of residing near on-going agricultural operations. This statement shall inform the
property owner(s) that farm operators have a "right to farm" their lands despite potential nuisance to neighboring
properties, including noise, odors, and use of toxic and hazardous materials.

Discussion- Items [14,5: .

The proposed house of worship is limited to on-site development with the potential for off-site improvements (roads)
required and will not involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could
result in the conversion of Farmland (including livestock grazing) or forest land to non-agricultural use or non-forest
use.

Ill. AIR QUALITY — Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant
e Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

Measures
1. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air X
quality plan? (APCD)
2. Violate any air quality standard or contribute substantially to X
an existing or projected air quality violation? (APCD)
3. Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any
criteria for which the project region is non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard X
(including releasing emissions which exceed quantitative
thresholds for ozone precursors)? (APCD)
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4. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant X
concentrations? (APCD)

5. Create objectionable odors affecting a substantial number of X
people? (APCD)

Discussion- Item IlI-1:

The project is located within the Sacramento Valley Air Basin (SVAB) portion of Placer County and is under the
jurisdiction of the Placer County Air Pollution Control District (APCD). Although the SVAB is designated as
nonattainment for federal and state ozone (O,) standards, nonattainment for the federal particulate matter standard
(PM,5) and state particulate matter standard (PM;q), the project will not contribute a significant impact to the Region
given that the project related emissions are below the District's thresholds of significance. Therefore the project will
not result in a significant obstruction to the Sacramento Regional Air Quality Plan. No mitigation measures are
required.

Discussion- ltems IlI-2,3:

As stated above, the SVAB is designated non-attainment for the federal and state ozone standards (ROG and
NO,), nonattainment for the federal particulate matter standard (PM; s) and non-attainment for the state particulate
matter standard (PMyp).

According to the project description, the project will result in an increase in regional and local emissions from
construction and operation.The project’s related short-term construction air pollutant emissions will result primarily
from site grading activities, diesel-powered construction equipment, trucks hauling building supplies, worker vehicle
exhaust, and building painting activities. In order to reduce construction related air emissions, associated
grading/improvement plans shall list the District's Rules and State Regulations. A Dust Control Plan shall be
submitted to the Placer County Air Pollution Control District for approval prior to the commencement of earth
disturbing activities demonstrating all proposed measures to reduce air pollutant emissions. With the
implementation of the following mitigation measures, impacts related to construction activities will be reducedto a
less than significant level.

Further, the project’s long-term operational emissions would result from vehicle exhaust, utility usage,
water/wastewater usage and landscaping maintenance. Although the modeling analysis indicates that the project’s
related operational emissions would not exceed the District’s thresholds, the project will contribute incremental
emissions of ROG, NOx, and CO2 to the cumulative impacts in Placer County. The implementation of the following
mitigation measures would result in further reduction of the ROG, NOx and CO2 emissions and ensure the project’s
related cumulative impacts to be less than significant.

Mitigation Measures- Items 111-2,3:

MM 1.1 Prior to approval of Grading Plans, on project sites greater than one acre, the applicant shall submit a
Construction Emission / Dust Control Plan to the Placer County APCD. If the APCD does not respond within twenty
(20) days of the plan being accepted as complete, the plan shall be considered approved. The applicant shall provide
written evidence, provided by APCD to the County, that the plan has been submitted to APCD. |t is the responsibility
of the applicant to deliver the approved plan to the County. The applicant shall not break ground prior to receiving
APCD approval of the Construction Emission / Dust Control Plan, and delivering that approval to the County.

MM II1.2 Include the following standard note on all building plans approved in association with this project:
Stationary sources or processes (i.e. certain types of engines, boilers, heaters, etc.) associated with this project
shall be required to obtain an Authority to Construct (ATC) pemit from the APCD prior to the construction of these
sources. In general, the following types of sources shall be required to obtain a permit: 1). Any engine greater than
50 brake horsepower, 2). Any boiler that produces heat in excess of 1,000,000 Btu per hour, or 3) Any equipment
or process which discharge 2 pounds per day or more of pollutants. All on-site stationary equipment requiring a
permit shall be classified as “low emission” equipment and shall utilize low sulfur fuel. Developers / contactors
should contact the APCD prior to construction for additional information. (Based on APCD Rule 501 and the
Califormia Health & Safety Cade, Section 39013).

MM 1.3

Include the following standard notes on the Grading Plans:

1. The contractor shall use CARB ultra low diesel fuel for all diesel-powered equipment.

2. In order to control dust, operational watering trucks shall be on site during construction hours. In addition, dry,
mechanical sweeping is prohibited. Watering of a construction site shall be carried out in compliance with all
pertinent APCD rules.

3. The prime contractor shall be responsible for keeping adjacent public thoroughfares clean of silt, dirt, mud, and
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debris, and shall “wet broom” the streets (or use another method to control dust as approved by the individual
jurisdiction) if silt, dirt, mud or debris is carried over to adjacent public thoroughfares. (Based on APCD Rule 228
/ section 401.5)

4. The contractor shall apply water or use other method to control dust impacts offsite. Construction vehicles
leaving the site shall be cleaned to prevent dust, silt, mud, and dirt from being released or tracked off-site.
(Based on APCD Rule 228 / section 401.1, 401.4)

5. During construction, traffic speeds on all unpaved surfaces shall be limited to 15 miles per hour or less. (Based
on APCD Rule 228 / section 401.5)

6. The prime contractor shall suspend all grading operations when wind speeds (including instantaneous gusts)
are excessive and dust is impacting adjacent properties. (Based on APCD Rule 228)

7. In order to minimize wind driven dust during construction, the prime contractor shall apply methods such as
surface stabilization, establishment of a vegetative cover, paving, (or use another method to control dust as
approved by the individual jurisdiction). (Based on APCD Rule 228 / section 402)

8. The contractor shall suspend all grading operations when fugitive dust exceeds Placer County APCD Rule 228
(Fugitive Dust) limitations. The prime contractor shall be responsible for having an individual who is CARB-
certified to perform Visible Emissions Evaluations (VEE). This individual shall evaluate compliance with Rule
228 on a weekly basis. It is to be noted that fugitive dust is not to exceed 40% opacity and not go beyond the
property boundary at any time. Lime or other drying agents utilized to dry out wet grading areas shall not
exceed Placer County APCD Rule 228 Fugitive Dust limitations. Operators of vehicles and equipment found to
exceed opacity limits will be notified by APCD and the equipment must be repaired within 72 hours. (Based on
APCD Rule 228)

9. Construction equipment exhaust emissions shall not exceed Placer County APCD Rule 202 Visible Emission
limitations. Operators of vehicles and equipment found to exceed opacity limits are to be immediately notified
by APCD to cease operations and the equipment must be repaired within 72 hours. (Based on APCD Rule 202)

10. A person shalt not discharge into the atmosphere volatile organic compounds (VOC's) caused by the use or
manufacture of Cutback or Emulsified asphalts for paving, road construction or road maintenance, unless such
manufacture or use complies with the provisions of Rule 217. (Based on APCD Rule 217).

11. During construction the contractor shall utilize existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or clean fuel (i.e.
gasoline, biodiesel, natural gas) generators rather than temporary diesel power generators.

12. During construction, the contractor shall minimize idling time to a maximum of 5 minutes for all diesel powered
equipment.

13. During construction, no open burning of removed vegetation shall be allowed unless permitted by the PCAPCD.
All removed vegetative material shall be either chipped on site or taken to an appropriate recycling site, orif a
site is not available, a licensed disposal site. (Based on APCD Rule 310)

Discussion- Item lll-4:

The proposed project is not expected to adversely impact sensitive receptors due to the project related long-term
emissions being below the District’s significant thresholds. Therefore, the impacts to any potential sensitive groups
are less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item IlI-5:

The project would result in additional air pollutant emissions generated by diesel-powered construction equipment,
and vehicle exhaust from traffic that could create odors. However, the long-term operational emissions (vehicle
traffic) from this project alone will not exceed the District's significant thresholds. Therefore, potential impacts from
odors will be less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Measures
1. Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through
habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate,
sensitive, or special status species in local or regional plans, X
policies or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
& Game, U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service or National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration Fisheries? (PLN)
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2. 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, X
substantially reduce the number of restrict the range of an
endangered, rare, or threatened species? (PLN)

3. Have a substantial adverse effect on the environment by X
converting oak woodlands? (PLN)

4. Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or
other sensitive natural community, including oak woodlands,
identified in local or regional plans, policies or regulations, or by X
the California Department of Fish & Game, U.S. Fish & Wildlife
Service, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers or National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration Fisheries? (PLN)

5. Have a substantial adverse effect on federal or state

protected wetlands as defined by Section 404 of the Clean
Water Act (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, X
coastal, etc.) or as defined by state statute, through direct
removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?

(PLN)
6. Interfere substantially with the movement of any native
resident or migratory wildlife species or with established native X

resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of
native wildlife nesting or breeding sites? (PLN)

7. Conflict with any local policies or ordinances that protect X
biological resources, including oak woodland resources? (PLN)

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

Discussion- Items IV-1,2,4:

Foothill Associates conducted a Biological Resources Assessment of the project area in June 2007. On-site habitat
consists primarily of annual grassland, palm, oak and pine trees, and two wetland swales, a pond and a seasonal
wetland. No special status plant species are present or are considered to have a high potential to occur on-site.
There will not be a substantial adverse effect on riparian or other sensitive natural communities. The proposed
development for the site would not be close enough to impact any riparian habitat. No special status plant species
are known to be present or are considered to have a high potential to occur on-site. No mitigation measures are
required.

Discussion- ltems IV-3,7:

Foothill Associates prepared an Arborist Report for the project site in June 2007 and also prepared a revised
Arborist Report on February 16, 2011. The revised Arborist Report identified 133 trees (74 valley oaks, 7 live oaks,
and 2 blue oaks, as well as other native and non-native trees) on the site. The majority of the inventoried trees are
located in the western half of the property, along fence lines, or near drainage areas on site. A total of eighteen
protected trees will be removed and/or impacted as a result of the project. These trees include two blue oaks, two
interior live oaks, seven valley oaks, and seven California fan palms. Mitigation for the eleven native oaks, totaling
133 inches, may be completed through a combination of on-site planting and payment of fees into the Placer
County Tree Preservation Fund. The seven California Landmark fan palms adjacent to the east side of Delmar
Road will be relocated along the road on the project site, resulting in no loss of any officially designated .landmark
tree.

Mitigation Measures- Items IV-3,7:

MM IV.1 As outlined in the Placer County Tree Ordinance, a contribution of $100 per diameter inch at breast height
for each protected oak tree removed or impacted, or the current market value, as established by an Arborist,
Forester or Registered Landscape Architect, of the replacement trees, including the cost of installation, shall be
paid to the Placer County Tree Preservation Fund. These fees must be paid prior to issuance of Improvement
Plans.
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MM V.2 The applicant shall install a 4' tall, brightly colored (usually yellow or orange), synthetic mesh material
fence (or an equivalent approved by the DRC) at the following locations prior to any construction equipment being
moved on-site or any construction activities taking place:

¢ At the limits of construction, outside the drip line of all trees 6" dbh (diameter at breast height), or 10" dbh

aggregate for mutti-trunk trees, within 50' of any grading, road improvements, underground utilities, or other
development activity, or as otherwise shown on the Improvement Plans.

No development of the site, including grading, will be allowed until this mitigation is satisfied. Any
encroachment within these areas, including drip lines of trees to be saved, must first be approved by the DRC.
Temporary fencing shall not be altered during construction without written approval of the DRC. No grading,
clearing, storage of equipment or machinery, etc., may occur until a representative of the DRC has inspected and
approved all temporary construction fencing. This includes both on-site and off-site improvements. Efforts should
be made to save trees where feasible. This may include the use of retaining walls, planter islands, pavers, or other
techniques commonly associated with tree preservation.

Discussion- Item IV-5:

Foothill Associates conducted a delineation of waters of the United States on the subject property in July of 2007
and documented the existence of a seasonal wetland (0.02 acre), two wetland swales (no acreage listed), and a
man-made stock pond (0.11 acre). Waters of the United States delineated on the 5 acre property total 0.13 acres.
All of the wetland areas would remain undisturbed with the proposed location of the church project. No mitigation
measures are required.

Discussion- Item IV-6:

Foothill Associates Biological Resources Assessment identified the white-tailed kite and other raptor species as
present or with a high potential for occurrence on the project site. Therefore, there is a high potential for raptors to
nest on the site. The following mitigation measure would be included to prevent any significant impacts from
occurring.

Mitigation Measures- Item 1V-6:

MM 1V.3 Prior to any grading or tree removal activities, during the raptor nesting season (March 1 - September 1), a
focused survey for raptor nests shall be conducted by a qualified biologist. A report summarizing the survey shall
be provided to Placer County and the California Department of Fish and Game within 30 days of the completed
survey. If an active raptor nest is identified appropriate mitigation measures conducted by a qualified biologist. A
report summarizing the survey shall be provided to Placer County and the California Department of Fish and Game
within 30 days of the completed survey. If an active raptor nest is identified appropriate mitigation measures shall
be developed and implemented in consultation with California Department of Fish and Game. If construction is
proposed to take place between March 1 and September 1% no construction activity or tree removal shall occur
within 500 feet of an active nest (or greater distance, as determined by the California Department of Fish and
Game). Construction activities may only resume after a follow up survey has been conducted and a report prepared
by a qualified raptor biologist indicating that the nest (or nests) is no longer active, and that no new nests have
been identified. A follow up survey shall be conducted two months following the initial survey, if the initial survey
occurs between March 1¥ and July 1%, Additional follow up surveys may be required by the Development Review
Committee, based on the recommendations in the raptor study and/or as recommended by the California
Department of Fish and Game. Temporary construction fencing and signage as described herein shall be installed
at a minimum 500 foot radius around trees containing active nests. If all project construction occurs between
September 1% and March 1% no raptor surveys will be required. Trees previously approved for removal by Placer
County, which contain stick nests, may only be removed between September 1% and March 1*. A note which
includes the wording of this condition of approval shall be placed on the Improvement Plans. Said plans shall also
show all protective fencing for those trees identified for protection within the raptor report.

Discussion- Item IV-8:
At the present time, Placer County has not adopted a Habitat Conservation Plan or a Natural Communities
Conservation Plan. As such, there would be no impact to such plans.
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V. CULTURAL RESOURCES — Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Measures
1. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a
historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines, Section X
15064.5? (PLN)
2. Substantially cause adverse change in the significance of a
unigue archaeological resource pursuant to CEQA Guidelines, X
Section 15064.5? (PLN)
3. Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological X
resource or site or unique geologic feature? (PLN)
4. Have the potential to cause a physical change, which would X
affect unique ethnic cultural values? (PLN)
5. Restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential X
impact area? (PLN)
6. Disturb any human remains, including these interred outside X
of formal cemeteries? (PLN)

Discussion- Items V-1,2:

An Archaeological Inventory Survey (records search and pedestrian survey) by Foothills Associates, Inc. dated
May, 2007, concluded that there were no known evidence of prehistoric or historic sites within the project area and
that no historical resources are present in the project area. Although no mitigation measures are required, standard
construction conditions will apply to this project and state the following:

“If any archaeological artifacts, exotic rock (non-native), or unusual amounts of shell or bone are uncovered
during any on-site construction activities, all work must stop immediately in the area and an archaeologist retained
to evaluate the deposit. The Placer County Planning Department and Department of Museums must also be
contacted for review of the archaeological find(s).

If the discovery consists of human remains, the Placer County Coroner and Native American Heritage
Commission must also be contacted. Work in the area may only proceed after authorization is granted by the
Placer County Planning Department. A note to this effect will be provided on the Improvement Plans for the project.

Following a review of the new find and consultation with appropriate experts, if necessary, the authority to
proceed may be accompanied by the addition of development requirements which provide protection of the site
and/or additional mitigation measures necessary to address the unique or sensitive nature of the site.” No
mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item V-3:

The site has no known potential to yield significant fossils. As such, the proposed project is expected to have no
significant impact on paleontological resources. Although no mitigation measures are required, standard construction
conditions will apply to this project and state “a note shall be placed on the improvement plans that if
paleontological resources are discovered on-site, the applicant shall retain a qualified paleontologist to observe
grading activities and salvage fossils as necessary. The paleontologist shall establish procedures for
paleontological resource surveillance and shall establish, in cooperation with the project developer, procedures for
temporarily halting or redirecting work to permit sampling, identification, and evaluation of fossils. If major
paleontological resources are discovered, which require temporarily halting or redirecting of grading, the
paleontologist shall report such findings to the project developer, and to the Placer County Department of Museums
and Planning Department. The paleontologist shall determine appropriate actions, in cooperation with the project
developer, which ensure proper exploration and/or salvage. Excavated finds shall be offered to a State-designated
repository such as Museum of Paleontology, U.C. Berkeley, the California Academy of Sciences, or any other
State-designated repository. Otherwise, the finds shall be offered to the Placer County Department of Museums for
purposes of public education and interpretive displays. These actions, as well as final mitigation and disposition of
the resources shall be subject to approval by the Department of Museums. The paleontologist shall submit a follow-
up report to the Department of Museums and Planning Department which shall include the period of inspection, an
analysis of the fossils found, and present repository of fossils”. No mitigation measures are required.
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Discussion- Item V4:

The proposed project does not have the potential to cause a physical change that would affect known unique ethnic
cultural values. The project site is not currently used in such a way as to sustain unique ethnic cultural values, and
therefore will not result in a physical change that could affect unique ethnic cultural values.

Discussion- Item V-5:

The proposed project will not restrict existing religious or sacred uses within the potential impact area, as the
project site is not used for known religious or sacred uses. Furthermore, there is no evidence of existing religious or
sacred uses on the site or the surrounding areas.

Discussion- ltem V-6:

There is no known evidence of any kind of a burial ground within the project boundary. As such, the proposed
project will not disturb any human remains, including these interred outside of formal cemeteries. The standard
construction conditions noted in Discussion ltem V.1 will ensure that impacts remain less than significant should
accidental discovery occur. No mitigation measures are required.

VI. GEOLOGY & SOILS — Would the project:

Less Than
Less Than

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
with
Mitigation

Significant
Impact

No
Impact

Measures

1. Expose people or structures to unstable earth conditions or X
changes in geologic substructures? (ESD)

2. Result in significant disruptions, displacements, compaction X
or overcrowding of the soil? (ESD)

3. Result in substantial change in topography or ground surface X
relief features? (ESD)

4. Result in the destruction, covering or modification of any X
unique geologic or physical features? (ESD)

5. Result in any significant increase in wind or water erosion of X
soils, either on or off the site? (ESD)

6. Result in changes in deposition or erosion or changes in
siltation which may modify the channel of a river, stream, or X
lake? (ESD)

7. Result in exposure of people or property to geologic and
geomorphological (i.e. Avalanches) hazards such as X
earthquakes, landslides, mudslides, ground failure, or similar
hazards? (ESD)

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

9. Be located on expansive soils, as defined in Section
1802.3.2 of the California Building Code (2007), creating X
substantial risks to life or property? (ESD)

Discussion- Items VI-1,4,8:

The property is located in the Loomis Basin, near the intersection of Delmar Avenue and Sierra College Blvd. The
site slopes moderately eastward, with two minor drainage swales passing through the project. According to the
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service, the project area is characterized with one predominant soil type:
Andregg coarse sandy loam. This soil is common to the Loomis Basin area, and is typically moderately deep,
gently rolling, well drained and underlain by weathered granitic bedrock. No mud slides or other geologic or
geomorphological hazards have been reported at or near this project site. This project proposes maximum slopes
of 2:1, which is consistent with the Grading Ordinance. This project does not propose any features that would
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create unstable earth conditions or result in liquefaction or change any geologic substructures resulting in unstable
earth. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion - Items VI-2,3:

The proposed project consists of the construction of an approximately 25,785 square foot two-story church building,
with associated infrastructure, including driveways, frontage improvements to Delmar Avenue, parking areas,
sewer, drainage and water. To construct the improvements proposed, potentially significant disruptions of soils on
and off-site will occur, including excavations/compaction for the building, driveways, road widening and various
utilities. Approximately 5.7 acres will be disturbed by grading activities, with maximum fill heights of 14 feet and cuts
of up to 7 feet. The site grading is expected to balance, with 23,645 cubic yards of soil being moved within the
project limits. The project's site specific impacts due to disruptions, displacements, compaction or overcrowding of
the soil and changes in topography can be mitigated to a less than significant by implementing the following
mitigation measures;:

Mitigation Measures- ltems VI-2,3:
MM V1.1 The applicant shall prepare and submit Improvement Plans, specifications and cost estimates (per the
requirements of Section Il of the Land Development Manual [LDM] that are in effect at the time of submittal) to the
Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD) for review and approval. The plans shall show all conditions for the
project as well as pertinent topographical features both on and off site. All existing and proposed utilities and
easements, on site and adjacent to the project, which may be affected by planned construction, shall be shown on
the plans. All landscaping and irrigation facilities within the public right-of-way (or public easements), or landscaping
within sight distance areas at intersections, shall be included in the Improvement Plans. The applicant shall pay
plan check and inspection fees. (NOTE: Prior to plan approval, all applicable recording and reproduction cost shall
be paid). The cost of the above-noted landscape and irrigation facilities shall be included in the estimates used to
determine these fees. It is the applicant's responsibility to obtain all required agency signatures on the plans and to
secure department approvals. |f the Design/Site Review process and/or Development Review Committee (DRC)
review is required as a condition of approval for the project, said review process shall be completed prior to
submittal of Improvement Plans. Record drawings shall be prepared and signed by a California Registered Civil
Engineer at the applicant's expense and shall be submitted to the ESD in both hard copy and electronic versions in
a format to be approved by the ESD prior to acceptance by the County of site improvements.

Conceptual landscape plans submitted prior to project approval may require modification during the
Improvement Plan process to resolve issues of drainage and traffic safety.

MM V1.2 The Improvement Plans shall show all proposed grading, drainage improvements, vegetation and tree
removal and all work shall conform to provisions of the County Grading Ordinance (Ref. Article 15.48, Placer
County Code) and Stormwater Quality Ordinance (Ref. Article 8.28, Placer County Code) that are in effect at the
time of submittal. No grading, clearing, or tree disturbance shall occur until the Improvement Plans are approved
and all temporary construction fencing has been installed and inspected by a member of the Development Review
Committee (DRC). All cut/fill slopes shall be at a maximum of 2:1 (horizontal: vertical) unless a soils report
supports a steeper slope and the Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD) concurs with said
recommendation. Fill slopes shall not exceed 1.5:1 (horizontal: vertical)

The applicant shall revegetate all disturbed areas. Revegetation, undertaken from April 1 to October 1, shall
include regular watering to ensure adequate growth. A winterization plan shall be provided with project
Improvement Plans. It is the applicant's responsibility to ensure proper installation and maintenance of erosion
control/winterization before, during, and after project construction. Soil stockpiling or borrow areas, shall have
proper erosion control measures applied for the duration of the construction as specified in the Improvement Plans.
Provide for erosion control where roadside drainage is off of the pavement, to the satisfaction of the Engineering
and Surveying Department (ESD).

The applicant shall submit to the ESD a letter of credit or cash deposit in the amount of 110 percent of an
approved engineer's estimate for winterization and permanent erosion control work prior to Improvement Plan
approval to guarantee protection against erosion and improper grading practices. Upon the County's acceptance of
improvements, and satisfactory completion of a one-year maintenance period, unused portions of said deposit shall
be refunded to the project applicant or authorized agent.

If, at any time during construction, a field review by County personnel indicates a significant deviation from the
proposed grading shown on the Improvement Plans, specifically with regard to slope heights, slope ratios, erosion
control, winterization, tree disturbance, and/or pad elevations and configurations, the plans shall be reviewed by the
DRC/ESD for a determination of substantial conformance to the project approvals prior to any further work
proceeding. Failure of the DRC/ESD to make a determination of substantial conformance may serve as grounds
for the revocation/modification of the project approval by the appropriate hearing body.
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MM V1.3 Staging Areas: The Improvement Plan(s) shall identify the stockpiling and/or vehicle staging areas with
locations as far as practical from existing dwellings and protected resources in the area.

Discussion- Iltems VI-5,6:

The proposed church facility will result in grading for building pad, parking lot, and associated infrastructure totaling
approximately 5.7 acres of site disturbance. The USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service has identified
Andregg coarse sandy loam as the predominant soil type at the project site. The hazard of erosion for this soil is
considered moderate. The disruption of soils on this property increases the risk of erosion and creates a potential
for contamination of stormwater runoff with disturbed soils or other pollutants introduced through typical grading
practices. The construction phase will create significant potential for erosion as disturbed soil may come in contact
with wind or precipitation that could transport sediment to the air and/or adjacent waterways. Erosion potential and
water quality impacts are always present and occur when protective vegetative cover is removed and soils are
disturbed. It is primarily the shaping of building pads, site grading, and trenching for utilities that are responsible for
accelerating erosion and degrading water quality. This disruption of sils on the site has the potential to result in
increases in erosion of soils both on- and off-site. The proposed project’s impacts associated with soil erosion and
impacts of siltation will be mitigated to a less than significant level by implementing the following mitigation
measure:

Mitigation Measures- Items VI-5,6:
Refer to text in MM V1.1
Refer to text in MM VI.2
Refer to text in MM VI.3

MM V1.4 Water quality Best Management Practices (BMPs), shall be designed according to the California
Stormwater Quality Association Stormwater Best Management Practice Handbooks for Construction, for New
Development / Redevelopment, and/or for Industrial and Commercial, (and/or other similar source as approved by
the Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD)).

Construction (temporary) BMPs for the project include, but are not limited to: Straw Wattles, Storm Drain Inlet
Protection (SE-10), Hydroseeding (EC-4), Stabilized Construction Entrance (TC-1), and revegetation techniques.

MM VL.5 Projects with ground disturbance exceeding one-acre that are subject to construction stormwater quality
permit requirements of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) program shall obtain such
permit from the State Regional Water Quality Control Board and shall provide to the Engineering and Surveying
Department evidence of a state-issued WDID number or filing of a Notice of Intent and fees prior to start of
construction.

Discussion- Item VI-7:

The site is located within Seismic Zone 3 on the California Building Code Seismic Zone Map. Due to the relative
proximity of the Foothills Fault System and other nearby faults, there is a reasonable possibility that the site will be
subjected to moderate ground shaking caused by earthquakes during the life of the structures. Since structures will
be constructed according to the current edition of the California Building Code, which include seismic design
standards, the likelihood of severe damage due to ground shaking should be minimal. The exposure of people or
property to seismic impacts as a result of this project's development is less than significant. No mitigation measures
are required.

Discussion- Item VI-9:
According to the USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service the project area is indicative of a soil type that is
anticipated to have a low shrink-swell potential. Structures will be constructed according to the current edition of the

California Building Code. No mitigation measures are required.

VIl. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS — Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P
Measures
1. Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or X
indirectly, that may have a significant and/or cumulative impact
13 of 28
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LIFEhouse Church Initial Study & Checklist continued
on the environment? (APCD)

2. Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse X
| gases? (APCD)

Discussion- All Items:
Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions of primary concern from land use projects include carbon dioxide (COZ2),
methane (CH4), and nitrous oxide (N20). Construction related activities resulting in exhaust emissions may come
from fuel combustion for heavy-duty diesel and gasoline-powered equipment, portable auxiliary equipment, material
delivery trucks, and worker commuter trips. Operational GHG emissions would result from motor vehicle trips
generated by the patrons, on-site fuel combustion for space and water heating, and landscape maintenance
equipment; and off site emissions at utility providers associated with the project’s electricity and water demands.
The project would result in grading, paving and a new 25,785 square foot building. The construction and
operational related GHG emissions resulting from the project would not substantially hinder the State’s ability to
attain the goals identified in AB 32 (i.e., reduction of statewide GHG emissions to 1990 levels by 2020;
approximately a 30 percent reduction from projected 2020 emissions). Thus, the construction and operation of the
project would not generate substantial greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, which may be
considered to have a significant impact on the environment, nor conflict with an applicable plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases and is therefore considered to have a less
than significant impact. No mitigation measures are required.

VIIl. HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS — Would the project:

Less Than

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment
through the routine handling, transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials? (EHS)

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

3. Emit hazardous emissions, substances, or waste within one-
quarter mile of an existing or proposed school? (APCD)

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

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

6. For a project within the vicinity of a private airstrip, would the
project result in a safety hazard for people residing in the
project area? (PLN)

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

8. Create any health hazard or potential health hazard? (EHS)

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District
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9. Expose people to existing sources of potential health X
hazards? (EHS)

Discussion- ltem VIII-1:
The use of hazardous substances during normal construction is expected to be limited in nature, and will be subject

to the standard handling and storage requirements. The project does not propose to use or store hazardous
materials. Accordingly, impacts related to the handling, transport, use or disposal of hazardous materials, are
considered to be less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item VIII-2:

Construction of the proposed project would involve the short-term use and storage of hazardous materials
typically associated with grading, such as fuel and other substances. All materials would be used, stored, and
disposed of in accordance with applicable federal, state, and local laws including Cal-OSHA requirements and
manufacturer's instructions. Therefore, the risk of accident or upset conditions involving the release of hazardous
materials is less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item VIII-3:
There are no known existing or proposed schools within % mile of the project site.

Discussion- Item VIIi-4:
The project is not located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to

Government Code Section 65962.5 and as a result will not create a significant hazard to the public or the
environment.

Discussion- item VIII-5:
The project site is not located within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public airport or public use

airport and therefore the project would not result in safety hazards for people residing or working in the project area.

Discussion- Item VIll-6:
The project site is not located within the vicinity of a private airstrip and therefore would not result in a safety hazard

for people residing in the project area.

Discussion- Item VIII-7:

The proposed project would replace annual grassland and oak tree areas with structures, parking lots and
landscape areas and would reduce the risk of wildland fires. A Minor Use Permit Condition of Approval would
require that a will serve letter be required from the serving fire district, which outlines requirements for development.

No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item VIii-8:
Mosquito breeding is not expected to significantly impact this project. Common problems associated with over
watering of landscaping and residential irrigation have the potential to breed mosquitoes. No mitigation measures

are required.

Discussion- Item VIII-9:
This project was once part of an historical commercial orchard. The past commercial orchard development in the

project area indicates the potential for environmentally persistent agricultural chemicals in the near-surface soils.
The California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) approved a Supplemental Soil Investigation
Workplan and issued a “No Further Action” letter on December 8, 2010 based on the approved soil investigation.
As a result, the past uses will not create a significant hazard to the public or the environment. No mitigation
measures are required.
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IX. HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY - Would the project:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. Violate any federal, state or county potable water quality
standards? (EHS)

2. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there would be
a net deficit in aquifer volume or a lessening of local groundwater
supplies (i.e. 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)? (EHS)

3. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area? (ESD)

4. Increase the rate or amount of surface runoff? (ESD)

5. Create or contribute runoff water which would include
substantial additional sources of polluted water? (ESD)

6. Otherwise substantially degrade surface water quality?(ESD)

7. Otherwise substantially degrade ground water quality? (EHS)

8. Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped
on a federal Flood Hazard boundary or Flood Insurance Rate
Map or other flood hazard delineation map? (ESD)

9. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area improvements
which would impede or redirect flood flows? (ESD)

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

11. Alter the direction or rate of flow of groundwater? (EHS)

12. Impact the watershed of important surface water resources,
including but not limited to Lake Tahoe, Folsom Lake, Hell Hole
Reservoir, Rock Creek Reservoir, Sugar Pine Reservoir,
French Meadows Reservoir, Combie Lake, and Rollins Lake?
(EHS, ESD)

Discussion- Item I1X-1:

The project will utilize Placer County Water Agency (PCWA) treated surface water. PCWA has issued a water
availability letter dated April 20, 2009. This impact is considered to be of no impact.

Discussion- Item 1X-2:

The project currently has an existing drilled well and an existing hand-dug well. Hand-dug wells are a public health
and safety concern as they are unprotected water sources and are usually wider in diameter which creates an
entrapment hazard for small children. Both the hand-dug and the drilled wells have been designated to be
destroyed via permit and inspection with Placer County Environmental Health Services. Also, the introduction of
residential uses and impervious surfaces can have indirect groundwater recharge capability impacts in some areas.
As this project does not involve disturbance of major drainage ways, impacts related to groundwater recharge are
considered less than significant. No mitigation measures are required.

PLN=Planning, ESD=Engineering & Surveying Department, EHS=Environmental Health Services, APCD=Air Pollution Control District
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Discussion- Item IX-3:

A preliminary Drainage Study was prepared by Land Development Services, inc (September 2009). The
approximately 30 acre project watershed has two minor drainage swales that enter the site from the west and pass
through the project. An offsite area of approximately 1 acre is routed across Delmar Ave via two existing culverts,
onto the property. This offsite flow is proposed to be incorporated with the 5.7 acres of proposed developed area
drainage system and then discharged eastward onto the remaining undisturbed 23 acres of the property. The
project is proposing to detain peak flow runoff through on-site underground detention pipes and shows no change
to how the drainage enters and leaves the project site. Consequently, the proposed project will not significantly alter
the existing drainage pattern of the site or area. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item IX-4:

The proposed project will increase impervious surfaces including onsite parking areas and buildings. This increase
in impervious surfaces typically has the potential to increase the stormwater runoff amount and volume. The
potential for increases in stormwater runoff have the potential to result in downstream impacts. A preliminary
drainage report was prepared for the project. The post project flows identified in the report indicated an increase in
flows from pre development levels. The project proposes to ensure that the quantity of post development peak flow
from the project is, at a minimum, no more than the pre development peak flow quantity by installing detention
facilities.

The post development volume of runoff will be higher due to the increase in proposed impervious surfaces;
however, this is less than significant because the project proposes detention facilities designed to handle the
increase in peak flow runoff.

A final drainage report will be prepared and submitted with the site improvement plans for County review and
approval in order to monitor the preliminary report drainage calculations and results. The proposed project's
impacts associated with increases in runoff can be mitigated to a less than significant level by implementing the
following mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures- Items IX-4:
Refer to text in MM VI.1
Refer to text in MM V1.2
Refer to text in MM V1.3
Refer to text in MM V1.4

MM [X.1 The improvement Plan submittal shall include a drainage report in conformance with the requirements of
Section 5 of the Land Development Manual and the Placer County Storm Water Management Manual that are in
effect at the time of submittal, to the Engineering and Surveying Department for review and approval. The report
shall be prepared by a Registered Civil Engineer and shall, at a minimum, include: A written text addressing
existing conditions, the effects of the improvements, all appropriate calculations, a watershed map, increases in
downstream flows, proposed on- and off-site improvements and drainage easements to accommodate flows from
this project. The report shall identify water quality protection features and methods to be used both during
construction and for long-term post-construction water quality protection. "Best Management Practice" measures
shall be provided to reduce erosion, water quality degradation, and prevent the discharge of pollutants to
stormwater to the maximum extent practicable.

MM 1X.2 The Improvement Plan submittal and Drainage Report shall provide details showing that storm water run-
off shall be reduced to pre-project conditions through the installation of retention/detention facilities.
Retention/detention facilities shall be designed in accordance with the requirements of the Placer County Storm
Water Management Manual that are in effect at the time of submittal, and to the satisfaction of the Engineering and
Surveying Department (ESD) and shall be shown on the Improvement Plans. The ESD may, after review of the
project drainage report, delete this requirement if it is determined that drainage conditions do not warrant
installation of this type of facility. In the event on-site detention requirements are waived, this project may be subject
to payment of any in-lieu fees payable prior to Improvement Plan approval as prescribed by County Ordinance. No
retention/detention facility construction shall be permitted within any identified wetlands area, floodplain, or right-of-
way, except as authorized by project approvals.

Discussion- Items 1X-5,6: The construction of the proposed improvements has the potential to degrade water
quality. Potential water quality impacts are present both during project construction and post-project development.
Construction activities will disturb soils and cause potential introduction of sediment into stormwater during rain
events. As described in Items VI-5,6 above, through the implementation of Best Management Practices for
minimizing contact with potential stormwater pollutants at the source and erosion control methods, this potentially
significant impact will be reduced to less than significant levels. In the post-development condition, the project could
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potentially introduce contaminants such as sediment, nutrients, organics, pesticides, and trash from activities such
as outdoor storage, landscape fertilizing and maintenance, and refuse collection. The proposed development has
the potential to result in the generation of new dry-weather runoff containing said pollutants and also has the
potential to increase the concentration and/or total load of said pollutants in wet weather stormwater runoff. The
proposed project's impacts associated with water quality can be mitigated to a less than significant level by
implementing the following mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures- Items 1X-5,6:
Refer to text in MM VI.1
Refer to text in MM VI.2
Refer to text in MM V1.3
Refer to text in MM V1.4
Refer to text in MM VI.5

MM 1X.3 Storm drainage from on- and off-site impervious surfaces (including roads) shall be collected and routed
through specially designed catch basins, vegetated swales, vaults, infiltration basins, water quality basins, filters,
etc. for entrapment of sediment, debris and oils/greases or other identified pollutants, as approved by the
Engineering and Surveying Department (ESD). BMPs shall be designed at a minimum in accordance with the
Placer County Guidance Document for Volume and Flow-Based Sizing of Permanent Post-Construction Best
Management Practices for Stormwater Quality Protection. Post-development (permanent) BMPs for the project
include, but are not limited to: disconnected drainage design, infiltration trenches and vegetative swales. No water
quality facility construction shall be permitted within any identified wetlands area, floodplain, or right-of-way, except
as authorized by project approvals.

All BMPs shall be maintained as required to insure effectiveness. The applicant shall provide for the
establishment of vegetation, where specified, by means of proper irrigation. Proof of on-going maintenance, such
as contractual evidence, shall be provided to ESD upon request. Maintenance of these facilities shall be provided
by the project owners/permittees unless, and until, a County Service Area is created and said facilities are accepted
by the County for maintenance. Contractual evidence of a monthly parking lot sweeping and vacuuming, and catch
basin cleaning program shall be provided to the ESD upon request. Failure to do so will be grounds for
discretionary permit revocation.

MM IX.4 This project is located within the area covered by Placer County’s municipal stormwater quality permit,
pursuant to the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Phase |l program. Project-related
stormwater discharges are subject to all applicable requirements of said permit. Best Management Practices
(BMPs) shall be designed to mitigate (minimize, infiltrate, filter, or treat) stormwater runoff in accordance with
“Attachment 4" of Placer County’s NPDES Municipal Stormwater Permit (State Water Resources Control Board
NPDES General Permit No. CAS000004, Board Order 2003-005-DWQ) and shall be shown on the Improvement
Plans.

MM IX.5 This project is subject to the one-time payment of drainage improvement and flood control fees pursuant
to the "Dry Creek Watershed Interim Drainage Improvement Ordinance” (Ref. Chapter 15, Article 15.32, Placer
County Code.) The current estimated development fee is $51,092 (based on 24.79 acres x $2,061 per acre),
payable to the Engineering and Surveying Department prior to Building Permit issuance. The fees to be paid shall
be based on the fee program in effect at the time that the application is deemed complete.

MM IX.6 This project is subject to payment of annual drainage improvement and flood control fees pursuant to the
"Dry Creek Watershed Interim Drainage Improvement Ordinance" (Ref. Chapter 15, Article 15.32, Placer County
Code). Prior to Building Permit issuance, the applicant shall cause the subject property to become a participant in
the existing Dry Creek Watershed County Service Area for purposes of collecting these annual assessments. The
current estimated annual fee is $7,065 (based on 24.79 acres x $285 per acre).

Discussion- Item IX-7:
This project is not likely to otherwise degrade groundwater quality.

Discussion- Items 1X-8,9,10:

The project construction is not located within a 100-year flood hazard area as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard
boundary or Flood Insurance Rate Map. A portion of the existing natural drainage swale is shown within a local 100-
year flood plain, as delineated on the prefiminary Grading Plans, dated June 2011 (sheet C2). However, no
improvements are proposed within the limits of the floodplain, and no flood flows would be redirected after
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construction of the improvements. The project site is not located within a levee or dam failure inundation area. No
mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item IX-11:

This project is not likely to change the direction or rate of flow of groundwater. By utilizing PCWA treated surface
water and destroying the existing hand-dug and drilled wells, the potential to alter the direction or rate of flow of
ground water is considered to be of no impact.

Discussion- Item 1X-12:
The site is located within the Dry Creek Watershed. The proposed project’s impacts associated with surface water
quality can be mitigated to a less than significant level by implementing the following mitigation measures:

Mitigation Measures- Items 1X-12:
Refer to text in MM VI.1
Refer to text in MM V1.2
Refer to text in MM VI.3
Refer to text in MM V1.4
Refer to text in MM 1X.1
Refer to text in MM 1X.3
Refer to text in MM 1X.4

X. LAND USE & PLANNING - Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant
e Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Measures

1. Physically divide an established community? (PLN) X

2. Conflict with General Plan/Community Plan/Specific Plan
designations or zoning, or Plan policies adopted for the X
purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect?
(EHS, ESD, PLN)

3. Conflict with any applicable habitat conservation plan or
natural community conservation plan or other County policies, X
plans, or regulations adopted for purposes of avoiding or
mitigating environmental effects? (PLN)

4. Result in the development of incompatible uses and/or the X
creation of land use conflicts? (PLN)

5. Affect agricultural and timber resources or operations (i.e.
impacts to soils or farmlands and timber harvest plans, or X
impacts from incompatible land uses)? (PLN)

6. Disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established
community (including a low-income or minority community)? X
(PLN)
7. Result in a substantial alteration of the present or planned X
land use of an area? (PLN)

8. Cause economic or social changes that would resuit in
significant adverse physical changes to the environment such X
as urban decay or deterioration? (PLN)

Discussion- Iltem X-1:
The proposed house of worship will not physically divide an established community.

Discussion- ltem X-2:
The project site is located within the Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community Plan and designated Rural Estates 4.6
acre to 20 acre minimum. The property is zoned RA-B-X-4.6 acre minimum (Residential Agricultural, combining a
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minimum building site size of 4.6 acres). A house of worship would be consistent with the land use designation and
would be consistent with the underlying Residential Agricultural zone district, with approval of a Minor Use Permit
(MUP). As described in the Placer County Zoning Ordinance (Section 17.44.010.B), other MUP land uses in the
Residential Agricultural District include community centers, libraries and museums, golf courses, residential care
homes, and other non-residential land uses. Houses of worship are generally considered compatible with rural
residential land uses; the proposed project appears to be in scale with what was contemplated by the Horseshoe
Bar/Penryn Community Plan. The proposed project would provide landscaping and screening, increased setbacks,
circulation planning, and a variety of other site design measures to minimize impacts. These measures will reduce
visual impacts. As proposed, the project is consistent with policies in the Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community Plan
as they relate to the size, scale, and character of land development.

The proposed project does not conflict with General Plan/Community Plan/Specific Plan policies related to
grading, drainage, and transportation. Therefore, there is no impact and no mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Iltem X-3:
At the present time, Placer County has not adopted a Habitat Conservation Plan or a Natural Communities
Conservation Plan. The project is subject to the Rural Design Guidelines and the Placer County Tree Preservation

Ordinance. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Items X-4,5:

The proposed house of worship would be consistent with the Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community Plan land use
underlying Residential Agricultural zone district. There are currently no existing agricultural operations or timber
resources occurring on-site but the property is located in an area where residential agricultural parcels exists and
there is the potential that existing and future agricultural operations could be adversely impacted by the proposed
development due to perceived land use conflicts and additional traffic.. The County has adopted a “Right to Farm”
ordinance which allows existing agricultural operations to continue, in a manner consistent with the underlying
zoning. A condition of project approval shall provide notification to the property owner that agricultural operations
may take place on adjacent/surrounding parcels, and the approval of this project shall not impact the ability of
existing and future agricultural operations to continue in a manner consistent with the underlying zoning regulations.
Implementation of this mitigation measure will reduce any potential impacts to a less than significant level.

Mitigation Measures- Items X-4,5:

MM [X.1 Notification shall be provided to the property owner(s) of the County's Right to Farm Ordinance, which
discloses the potential effects of residing near on-going agricuitural operations. This statement shall inform the
property owner(s) that farm operators have a "right to farm" their lands despite potential nuisance to neighboring
properties, including noise, odors, and use of toxic and hazardous materials.

Discussion- Item X-6:
The proposed house of worship will not disrupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established community.

Discussion- Item X-7:

The project site is located in a rural residential setting and is currently an undeveloped parcel and an additional
parcel with an abandoned residence and accessory structures. The proposal to construct a house of worship will
not substantially alter the present or planned land use of the area as this land use is allowed and would be
consistent with the Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Community Plan land use designation and underlying Residential
Agricultural zone district. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item X-8:
The proposed project will not cause economic or social changes that would result in significant adverse physical
changes to the environment such as urban decay or deterioration.

XI. MINERAL RESOURCES - Would the project result in:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact P

Measures
1. The loss of availability of a known mineral resource that
would be of value to the region and the residents of the state? X
(PLN)
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2. The loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local general plan, specific plan or
other land use plan? (PLN)

Discussion- Item XI-1:

No mineral resources that would be of value to the region are known to occur on this site, or in the immediate
vicinity. The Mineral Land Classification Map states that the site is in an area (Mineral Resource Zone 1) where
available geological information indicates there is little likelihood for the presence of significant mineral resources.

Discussion- Item XI-2:

The proposed project would not result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site
(no resource recovery site shown on Division of Mine and Geology maps) in the Placer County General Plan or in

any other land use plan.

XIl. NOISE — Would the project result in:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant
e e Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Measures

1. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local General Plan, X
Community Plan or noise ordinance, or applicable standards of
other agencies? (PLN)

2. A substantial permanent increase in ambient noise levels in

the project vicinity above levels existing without the project? X
(PLN)

3. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in ambient noise

levels in the project vicinity above levels existing without the X

project? (PLN)

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

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

Discussion- Items XlI-1,2:

A Noise Impact Study (dated September 8" 2011) for the LIFEhouse Church was conducted by Acoustical
Engineering Consultants of Elk Grove, California. No mitigation measures are recommended, as long as an
outdoor activity area is designated on the site plan immediately east of the east side of the proposed church
building. The study conciuded that sound levels would be less during normal Sunday hours because of lower
weekend traffic volumes.

Vehicle traffic on Sierra College Boulevard and the nearby rail line are the major sound sources impacting the
proposed church site and surrounding properties. Sound of traffic on Delmar Avenue and on other local roads also
contributed to the existing acoustic environment. Other sources of sound include general aviation and helicopter
over flights, neighborhood pets, and general human activity. The study concluded that road traffic on Sierra College
Boulevard and train activity on the nearby rail line will continue to dominate the acoustic environment through the
year 2030. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- item XII-3:

Construction of the project, through build-out, will increase ambient noise levels. Adjacent residents may be
temporarily impacted. Construction noise is exempt from the Noise Ordinance, however, a condition of approval for
the project will be recommended that limits construction hours so that early evening and early mornings, as well as
all day Sunday, will be free of construction noise. No mitigation measures are required.
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Discussion- Item XII-4:
The project is not located within an airport land use plan.

Discussion- Item XII-5:
The project is not in the vicinity of any known private airstrip.

Xlil. POPULATION & HOUSING - Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Measures
1. Induce substantial population growth in an area, either
directly (i.e. by proposing new homes and businesses) or X
indirectly (i.e. through extension of roads or other
infrastructure)? (PLN)
2. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing,
X

necessitating the construction of replacement housing
elsewhere? (PLN)

Discussion- Item XIII-1:

The proposed house of worship would not induce substantial population growth in the area. The house of worship
would serve the community within the area. Any new infrastructure required (road improvements, sewage, water)

would serve the proposed project and would only benefit existing development.

Discussion- item XIiI-2:

The project site is currently undeveloped on one parcel and there is an abandoned residence on the other parcel
that will be removed to accommodate the proposed project. This will not necessitate the construction of

replacement housing elsewhere.

XIV. PUBLIC SERVICES - Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the
provision of new or physically altered governmental services and/or 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?

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant
oy Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Measures
1. Fire protection? (ESD, PLN) X
2. Sheriff protection? (ESD, PLN) X
3. Schools? (ESD, PLN) X
4. Maintenance of public facilities, including roads? (ESD, PLN) X
X

5. Other governmental services? (ESD, PLN)

Discussion- Items XIV-1,2,3,5:

The proposed house of worship would not have any impact on fire protection, sheriff protection, school facilities, or

governmental services.
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Discussion- Item XIV-4:

The proposed project would result in the construction of a two-story church building, with a total square footage of
approximately 25,700 with associated infrastructure including driveway and parking area that will be accessed from
County maintained roads. Frontage improvements are required as a part of this project, including widening of
Delmar Ave. The additional maintenance impacts due to these public improvements is minimal and consistent with
what was expected for the build out of this property. Therefore, this impact is less than significant. No mitigation

measures are required.

XV. RECREATION -~ Would the project result in:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant Im
s pact
Impact Mitigation Impact
Measures
1. Would the project increase the use of existing neighborhood
and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that X
substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or
be accelerated? (PLN)
2. Does the project include recreational facilities or require the
X

construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might
have an adverse physical effect on the environment? (PLN)

Discussion- All Items:

The proposed house of worship would not have any impact on existing neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilities.

XVI. TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC — Would the project result in:

Environmental Issue

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

1. An increase in traffic which may be substantial in relation to
the existing and/or planned future year traffic load and capacity
of the roadway system (i.e. result in a substantial increase in
either the number of vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio
on roads, or congestion at intersections)? (ESD)

2. Exceeding, either individually or cumulatively, a level of
service standard established by the County General Plan
and/or Community Plan for roads affected by project traffic?
(ESD)

3. Increased impacts to vehicle safety due to roadway design
features (i.e. sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)? (ESD)

4. Inadequate emergency access or access to nearby uses?
(ESD)

5. Insufficient parking capacity on-site or off-site? (ESD, PLN)

6. Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists? (ESD)

7. Conflicts with adopted policies, plans, or programs
supporting alternative transportation {i.e. bus turnouts, bicycle
lanes, bicycle racks, public transit, pedestrian facilities, etc.) or
otherwise decrease the performance or safety of such
facilities? (ESD)
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8. Change in air traffic patterns, including either an increase in
traffic levels or a change in location that results in substantial X
safety risks? (PLN)

Discussion- Items XV-1,2:

The project consists of the addition of a church to a previously vacant property. A Traffic Study was prepared for
this project by KD Anderson & Associates (dated June 1, 2011). As shown in the report, the project could generate
381 trips during the peak hour before the start of a 10:45 service. However, a church of this size is only expected to
generate 14 trips during the weekday pm peak hour.

The proposed project creates site-specific impacts on local transportation systems that are less than significant
when analyzed against the existing baseline traffic conditions and roadway segment/intersection existing Level of
Service, however, the cumulative effect of an increase in traffic has the potential to create significant impacts to the
area’s transportation system. Article 15.28.010 of the Placer County Code establishes a road network Capital
Improvement Program. This project is subject to this code and, therefore, required to pay traffic impact fees to fund the
Capital Improvement Program for area roadway improvements. With the payment of traffic mitigation fees for the
ultimate construction of the Capital Improvement Program improvements, the traffic impacts are less than significant.

Mitigation Measures- Items XV-1,2:
MM XV.1 This project will be subject to the payment of traffic impact fees that are in effect in this area
(Newcastle/Horseshoe Bar/Penryn Fee District), pursuant to applicable Ordinances and Resolutions. The applicant is
notified that the following traffic mitigation fee(s) will be required and shall be paid to Placer County Department of
Public Works prior to issuance of any Building Permits for the project:

A) County Wide Traffic Limitation Zone: Article 15.28.010, Placer County Code

B) South Placer Regional Transportation Authority (SPRTA)

C) Placer County/City of Roseville JPA (PC/CR)

The current estimated fee is $71,828.53 for the 25,785 square feet of church facilities. The fees were calculated

using the information supplied. If the use or the square footage changes, then the fees will change. The actual fees paid
will be those in effect at the time the payment occurs.

Discussion- Item XV-3:

The addition of a church with frontage improvements that meet County standards to a previously undeveloped
property will not result in increased impacts to vehicle safety due to roadway design features or incompatible uses.
No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item XV-4:
The addition of a church with frontage improvements, including two driveway access connections that meet County

standards will not result in impacts to emergency access or access to nearby uses. The Loomis Fire Protection
District has provided comments and has not identified any impacts from inadequate emergency access. No
mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item XV-5:
The proposed project is providing 219 parking spaces, as required by the Placer County Zoning Ordinance for this

church facility.

Discussion- Iltem XV-6:

The addition of a church with frontage improvements that meet County standards to a previously undeveloped
property will not cause hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyclists. Walkways meeting ADA accessibility
requirements will be provided for pedestrian access. No mitigation measures required.

Discussion- Iltem XV-7:

The addition of a church with frontage improvements that meet County standards to a previously undeveloped
property will not conflict with any existing, or preclude anticipated future policies, plans, or programs supporting
alternative transportation. No mitigation measures required.

Discussion- Item XV-8:
The project will not change air traffic patterns, including either an increase in traffic levels or a change in location

that results in substantial safety risks.
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XVII. UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS — Would the project:

Less Than
Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue Significant with Significant
Impact Mitigation Impact

Measures

Impact

1. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of the applicable X
Regional Water Quality Control Board? (ESD)

2. Require or result in the construction of new water or
wastewater delivery, collection or treatment facilities or X
expansion of existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects? (EHS, ESD)

3. Require or result in the construction of new on-site sewage X
systems? (EHS)

4. Require or result in the construction of new storm water
drainage facilities or expansion of existing facilities, the X
construction of which could cause significant environmental
effects? (ESD)

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

6. Require sewer service that may not be available by the X
area’s waste water treatment provider? (EHS, ESD)

7. Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted capacity to
accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs in X
compliance with all applicable laws? (EHS)

Discussion- Items XVI-1,2,5,6:

A septic system is proposed to collect wastewater from the church facility and the construction of this system is not
expected to cause significant environmental impacts. Placer County Water Agency has indicated their ability to
provide treated surface water service to this project via a water availability letter provided on April 20, 2009. This
will not result in any significant impacts. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- ltem XVII-3:

The project will be served by an on-site sewage disposal system. A primary and repair sewage disposal area has
been determined through soils testing and is currently approved by Placer County Environmental Health Services.
As a result, there will be no significant impacts.

Discussion- Item XV-4:

The stormwater will be collected in the onsite drainage facilities and conveyed via an underground storm drain
system into existing drainage ways. The existing system has the capacity to accept flows from the proposed project
since the project will not increase any downstream flows from the pre-development condition. The project proposes
the construction of a storm drain system, including detention that meets Placer County standards. The construction
of these facilities will not cause significant environmental impacts. No mitigation measures are required.

Discussion- Item XVII-7:
The project will be served by the Western Regional Materials Recovery Facility. This facility has sufficient
permitted capacity to accommodate the project’s solid waste disposal needs. No mitigation measures are required.
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E. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

Environmental Issue Yes No

1. Does the project have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially impact biological resources, or eliminate important examples of the X
major periods of California history or prehistory?

2. Does the project have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental effects

of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of past X
projects, the effects of other current projects, and the effects of probable future

projects.)

3. Does the project have environmental effects, which will cause substantial X

adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly?

F. OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES whose approval is required:

X California Department of Fish and Game ] Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO)
[] California Department of Forestry 1 National Marine Fisheries Service

X California Department of Health Services [] Tahoe Regional Planning Agency

X California Department of Toxic Substances X U.S. Army Corp of Engineers

X California Department of Transportation X U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

[1 California Integrated Waste Management Board X Town of Loomis

X California Regional Water Quality Control Board X City of Rocklin

G. DETERMINATION — The Environmental Review Committee finds that:

Although the proposed project COULD have a significant effect on the environment, there WILL NOT be a significant
effect in this case because the mitigation measures described herein have been added to the project. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

H. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE (Persons/Departments consulted):

Planning Services Division, Roy Schaefer, Chairperson
Planning Services Division, Air Quality, Lisa Carnahan
Engineering and Surveying Department, Sarah Gillmore
Department of Public Works, Transportation, Amber Conboy
Environmental Health Services, Paul Holloway

Flood Control Districts, Andrew Darrow

Facility Services, Parks, Andy Fisher

Environmental Engineering Division, Janelle Heinzler
Placer County Fire/CDF, Bob Eicholtz/Brad Albertazzi

Signature Meoled Ul Date August 22, 2011

Michael Wells, Environmental Coordinator

I. SUPPORTING INFORMATION SOURCES: The following public documents were utilized and site-specific
studies prepared to evaluate in detail the effects or impacts associated with the project. This information is
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available for public review, Monday through Friday, 8am to 5pm, at the Placer County Community Development
Resource Agency, Environmental Coordination Services, 3091 County Center Drive, Suite 190, Auburn, CA
95603. For Tahoe projects, the document will also be available in our Tahoe Division office, 565 West Lake Bivd.,
Tahoe City, CA 96145.

County
Documents

X Community Plan

[X] Environmental Review Ordinance

X General Plan

[X] Grading Ordinance

X Land Development Manual

X Land Division Ordinance

Stormwater Management Manual

X Placer County Tree Preservation Ordinance

O

Trustee Agency
Documents

X Department of Toxic Substances Control

[]

Site-Specific
Studies

X Biological Study

[X] Cultural Resources Pedestrian Survey

Cultural Resources Records Search

Lighting & Photometric Plan

X Paleontological Survey

Planning

Department X Tree Survey & Arborist Report

X Visual Impact Analysis

Wetland Delineation

Acoustical Analysis

O

[] Phasing Plan

X Preliminary Grading Plan

[] Preliminary Geotechnical Report

X Preliminary Drainage Report

Engineering & [ ] Stormwater & Surface Water Quality BMP Plan

Surveying

Department, X Traffic Study

Flood Control | [] Sewer Pipeline Capacity Analysis

District ] Placer County Commercial/Industrial Waste Survey (where public sewer

is available)

] Sewer Master Plan

(1 Uutility Plan

O

[C] Groundwater Contamination Report

[] Hydro-Geological Study

Environmental | [ Acoustical Analysis

Health X Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Services [] Soils Screening
[] Preliminary Endangerment Assessment
Xl Phase 2 ESA and “No Further Action” letter from DTSC
Air Pollution | [] CALINE4 Carbon Monoxide Analysis

Control District

[] Construction Emission & Dust Control Plan
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[[] Geotechnical Report (for naturally occurring asbestos)

[] Health Risk Assessment

(] URBEMIS Model Output

]

Fire
Department

1 Emergency Response and/or Evacuation Plan

[ Traffic & Circulation Plan

0

Mosquito
Abatement
District

] Guidelines and Standards for Vector Prevention in Proposed
Developments

O
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