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13t ADDENDUM TO THE SIERRA VISTA SPECIFIC PLAN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (SCH# 2008032115, ADOPTED ON
MAY 5, 2010)

Project Title/File Number: SVSP PCL WB-42 - Rezone and Land Use Amendment/ File No.
PL24-0397
Project Location: 2931 Pleasant Grove Boulevard, Roseville, CA 95747 (APN 496-100-

098-000) (Parcel WB-42)

Project Description: The project consists of a request for a Lot Line Adjustment between
Parcel 1 and Parcel 2 of Sierra Vista Specific Plan Parcel WB-42. The
proposed Lot Line Adjustment would modify the east-west line by
shifting southerly in order to increase the size of Parcel 1 (WB-42A)
from £6.0 acres to 7.0 acres. The request also includes a Rezone to
change the zoning designation of Parcel 2 (WB-42B) from Community
Commercial (CC) to Small Lot Residential/Development Standards
(RS/DS) and a General Plan Amendment and Specific Plan
Amendment to change the land use from Community Commercial
(CC) to Medium Density Residential (MDR). A Tentative Subdivision
Map is included for Parcel 2 for a 53-unit subdivision and an
Amendment to the Westbrook Development Agreement to reflect the
proposed land use changes.

Project Applicant: Westpark SV 400, LLC
Contact: John Tallman
Property Owner: Westpark SV 400, LLC
Lead Agency Contact: Sean Morales, Associate Planner, (916) 774-5282

CEQA Guidelines sections 15162 through 15164 deal with what is often called “subsequent review” under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). These sections are based on statutory language found in Public
Resources Code section 21166. CEQA Guidelines section 15162 sets forth the conditions and facts that require
a public agency, in considering a proposed project connected to a previously certified Final Environmental
Impact Report (EIR), to prepare a so-called “subsequent EIR.” Section 15163, in turn, identifies conditions and
facts in which a “supplement to an EIR” may suffice in lieu of a full subsequent EIR. Section 15164, in turn, sets
forth the conditions and facts in which neither one of these two documents is necessary, so that an addendum
to the previously certified Final EIR may suffice. In general, an addendum to a previously certified Final EIR
may be prepared for a project where only minor technical changes or additions are necessary or where none
of the conditions calling for the preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred. Section 15164 also states that
an addendum need not be circulated for public review, but can be included in or attached to the certified Final
EIR for consideration by the hearing body.
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Here, the relevant Final EIR was prepared and certified for the Sierra Vista Specific Plan (SVSP) in 2010. That
document combined project-level review for most areas but only program-level review for areas within the so-
called Urban Reserve (UR), inclusive of the two parcels on which the proposed SVSP Redesignation and
Rezoning project (Project) addressed in this document would be located. Subsequently, however, with the
adoption of a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) in 2012 (2012 MND), this entire UR area was given General
Plan, Specific Plan, and zoning designations anticipating a mix of residential, retail, commercial, public space,
and open space uses. Taken together, the programmatic analysis of the UR area in the 2010 Final SVSP EIR
and the project-level analysis for the former UR area in the 2012 MND create the practical equivalent of a
project-level EIR for the former UR area, matching the project-level analysis for the rest of the SVSP area found
in the 2010 Final SVSP EIR.

In Friends of College of San Mateo Gardens v. San Mateo County Community College Dist. (2016) 1 Cal.5th
937, 949, the California Supreme Court explained that “[o]nce a project has been subject to environmental
review and received approval, [Public Resources Code] section 21166 and CEQA Guidelines section 15162
limit the circumstances under which a subsequent or supplemental EIR must be prepared. These limitations
are designed to balance CEQA's central purpose of promoting consideration of the environmental
consequences of public decisions with interests in finality and efficiency.” The subsequent review provisions,
accordingly, are “designed to ensure that an agency that proposes changes to a previously approved project
“explore[s] environmental impacts not considered in the original environmental document” (id. at p. 951 [italics
added]). “This assumes that at least some of the environmental impacts of the modified project were considered
in the original environmental document, such that the original document retains some relevance to the ongoing
decision-making process. A decision to proceed under CEQA’s subsequent review provisions must thus
necessarily rest on a determination—whether implicit or explicit—that the original environmental document
retains some informational value” (ibid).

Consistent with these legal principles and CEQA Guidelines provisions governing subsequent review, the City
of Roseville (City) prepared the analysis below in order to determine whether any of the conditions described in
Section 15162 of the CEQA Guidelines calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred. For purposes
of this analysis the prior EIR under consideration is the 2010 SVSP Final EIR as augmented by the project-level
analysis for the former UR areas as set forth in the 2012 MND. For purposes of the subsequent review
provisions of the CEQA Guidelines, these two documents are treated as the practical equivalent a single,
complete, integrated project-level EIR for the former UR areas, in which the two subject parcels are located.
After conducting its analysis in light of the Final EIR and 2012 MND, the City determined that an addendum to
that previously certified Final EIR/MND is the appropriate environmental document for the Project, as discussed
and demonstrated below. This Addendum appropriately focuses only on those aspects of the Project or its
impacts that require additional discussion in light of the environmental analysis already found in the SVSP Final
EIR.
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION

Project Location

The project is located in the northern part of the City of Roseville (City) Sierra Vista Specific Plan (SVSP) area,
south of Pleasant Grove Boulevard and west of Westbrook Boulevard. The affected area consists of Parcel WB-
42, which is made up of two lots and is approximately 14.55 acres in size. The northern parcel will become
known as WB-42A and the southern parcel will become known as WB-42B. The site address for WB-42A is 2931
Pleasant Grove Boulevard, Roseville, CA 95747 and the Assessor’s Parcel Number is 496-100-098-000. The
site address for WB-42B is 1961 Westbrook Boulevard and the Assessor’s Parcel Number is 496-100-098-000.
See Figure 1 below and PC Exhibits for additional locational maps.
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Background and Environmental Setting

The SVSP was approved on May 5, 2010 (file #2007PL-044). An EIR was certified (SVSP EIR) and a Mitigation
Monitoring Program (MMRP) was adopted along with the SVSP. At the time, Parcel WB-42 was not yet created
and instead was included as part of a larger piece of land within the northwest portion of the plan area known
and designated as the Urban Reserve (UR) area. While the majority of the Specific Plan area was analyzed on
a project level within the SVSP EIR, the UR area was analyzed mostly at a programmatic level. Subsequently,
on June 15, 2012, the UR area was redesignated and rezoned into a mix of residential, retail, commercial, public
space, and open space land uses. This action, which included approval of GP and SVSP amendments, a rezone,
and a tentative map (file #2011PL-043), created the parcel that is the subject of this document. Prior to taking
these planning actions, the City adopted a Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND) that augmented the SVSP EIR
and provided any missing project-level CEQA analysis for the UR area (2012 MND). Taken together, the SVSP
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EIR and the 2012 MND constitute the totality of the EIR upon which this Addendum is based."

Parcel WB-42 is currently designated in the City of Roseville General Plan (GP) and the SVSP as Community
Commercial (CC) and zoned for Community Commercial (CC). The parcel is undeveloped. The immediate area
surrounding the parcel is developed with single-family homes.

Table 1: Surrounding Land Uses
Location Zoning General Plan Land Use Actual Use of Property
Parcel WB-42 CcC Community Commercial (CC) Undeveloped
Developed with single-family

North RS/DS Low Density Residential (LDR) homes (Parcel W-13)
South RS/DS Low Density Residential (LDR) E;‘;‘i‘s’?ggr‘g’gr‘vflgﬂg)fami'y
et RS/DS (rge Restittod | Romes (parcel W)

The Project site as described above is undeveloped but has been previously graded during construction
operations related to adjacent and nearby development. It is dominated by relatively flat topography supporting
annual grasslands. There are no structures on the properties. No native oak trees or other trees are present on
the subject parcel as the area has been rough graded in the past and maintained.

Proposed Project

The project would redesignate a portion of Parcel WB-42 from Community Commercial to Medium Density
Residential through a GP amendment and rezone a portion of it from CC (Community Commercial) to RS/DS
(Small Lot with Development Standards) and create a Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map with 53 medium-
density residential lots. The Project includes an amendment to the SVSP to reflect these changes (see PC
Exhibit C for Amended Sierra Vista Specific Plan).

This action will require the following approvals and entitlements:

Consideration of the Addendum together with the Final EIR for the SVSP (inclusive of the 2012 MND)
GP Amendment for SVSP Parcel WB-42B from Community Commercial to Medium Density Residential
Rezoning for SVSP Parcel WB-42B from CC to RS/DS
Amendments to SVSP:

o Change Parcel WB-42B from Community Commercial to Medium Density Residential and revise

the SVSP Land Use Map

o Revise text regarding Parcel WB-42B to include the zoning change and the 53 units

¢ Amendment to the Westbrook Development Agreement

" The SVSP Final EIR serves as the primary source of information from which this Addendum derives its analysis and
conclusions, with reliance on the 2012 MND as necessary. The environmental impacts assessed in this document were
considered in detail in the SVSP Final EIR and were addressed in numerous mitigation measures that apply to the proposed
project. The SVSP FEIR, therefore, retains substantial relevancy and informational value to this action. (See Friends of
College of San Mateo Gardens v. San Mateo County Community College Dist. (2016) 1 Cal.5th 937, 951).2 Although the
older checklist could be used for this Addendum because of the date of publication of the original EIR, the updated checklist
is used instead as part of a good-faith effort to provide the most up-to-date information to decisionmakers and the public
(Public Resources Code Section 21002.1(e); CEQA Guidelines Sections 15002(a)(1), 15003(c)).
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¢ Small Lot Tentative Subdivision Map for SVSP Parcel WB-42B including 53 medium-density residential
lots.
e Lot Line Adjustment for the large lot parcel to modify the parcel sizes

PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF ADDENDUM

Basis for Addendum

This Addendum has been prepared pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164. As explained earlier, an
addendum is an appropriate subsequent review document EIR when some changes to a project are necessary,
but those changes do not create new or increased significant environmental impacts that warrant major revisions
to the previously certified Final EIR (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15162(a), 15164(a); see Friends of College of
San Mateo Gardens v. San Mateo County Community College Dist. (2016) 1 Cal.5th 937, 946; Save Our
Heritage Organization v. City of San Diego (2018) 28 Cal.App.5th 656, 668). Also, an addendum is appropriate
when circumstances surrounding a project have not substantially changed and when no new information of
substantial importance has been uncovered that indicates the project would create new significant impacts or
increase the severity of the previously identified significant impacts; see discussion immediately below (CEQA
Guidelines Sections 15162(a), 15164(a)).

Notably, in assessing whether a proposed project change is eligible for an addendum, public agencies may
account for mitigation measures to which an applicant has agreed (see, e.g., River Valley Preservation Project
v. Metropolitan Transit Development Bd. (1995) 37 Cal.App.4th 154, 168 [‘even a substantial increase in the
severity of an environmental impact does not require ... the preparation of an SEIR if mitigation measures are
adopted which reduce the impact to a level of insignificance”]; Citizens Against Airport Pollution v. City of San
Jose (2014) 227 Cal.App.4th 788, 809-811 [“[t]o offset the loss of four acres of burrowing owl habitat, the eight[h]
addendum includes a number of mitigation measures”]; and Snarled Traffic Obstructs Progress v. City and
County of San Francisco (1999) 74 Cal.App.4th 793, 802 [discusses mitigation required in connection with
addendum]). The addition of new mitigation measures triggers the need for a subsequent EIR or a supplement
to an EIR only in two circumstances. Under the first, measures “previously found not to be feasible would in fact
be feasible, and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the project, but the project
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure” (CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)(1)(3)(C)). Under the
second circumstance, measures “considerably different from those analyzed in the previous EIR would
substantially reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the project proponents decline to
adopt the mitigation measure” (id. at Section 15162(a)(1)(3)(D)). Under both circumstances, an applicant’s
agreement to the mitigation measures in question preserves the project’s eligibility for an addendum. Where
there are new or revised regulatory standards, new technology and modern data, and/or updated best practices,
mitigation measures may be updated in an addendum from those approved in the certified Final EIR and
approved mitigation monitoring and reporting program (MMRP) without triggering the need for a subsequent EIR
(see, e.g., Mani Brothers Real Estate Group v. City of Los Angeles (2007) 153 Cal.App.4th 1385, 1403
[“[m]itigation measures adopted when a project is approved may be changed or deleted if the agency states a
legitimate reason for making the changes and the reason is supported by substantial evidence”]; Napa Citizens
for Honest Government v. Napa County Bd. of Supervisors (2001) 91 Cal.App.4th 342, 359).

Substantial evidence presented in this Addendum demonstrates that the Project, described above and analyzed
below, does not create any new significant impacts or increase the severity of previously identified significant
impacts in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Nor are there any new circumstances or new information
that would create such impacts or require more robust analysis (CEQA Guidelines Section 15162(a)). All of the
impacts of the Project were examined in the applicable prior CEQA documents. Therefore, an addendum is the
appropriate CEQA document, and a subsequent or supplemental EIR is not warranted (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15164(e)).
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Significant and Unavoidable Impact Conclusions in the Previous EIR
The SVSP EIR identified the following impacts as significant and unavoidable at full buildout:

Conversion of agricultural land to developed uses

Inducement of substantial population growth

Increased traffic on City of Roseville roadways

Increased traffic on State Highways, including Interstate 80

Increased traffic on Placer County roadways

Increased emissions of fugitive dust and PM10 from grading and trenching activities (short term)
Increased emissions of ozone precursors during construction (short-term)

Increased emissions of air pollutants during operation

Loss of oak trees of greater than 6 inches diameter breast height (dbh) (short-term)

Removal of historically significant properties and/or loss of historic integrity of such resources
Increased demand for solid waste services at the Western Regional Sanitary Landfill
Increased demand for solid waste services at the Materials Recovery Facility (MRF)
Construction debris demand for solid waste services

Alteration of the visual character of the site and vicinity

New sources of light and glare

The SVSP EIR also identified the following cumulative impacts as significant and unavoidable at full buildout:

Agricultural land conversion

Air pollutant emissions from construction

Air pollutant emissions from operation

Contribution to greenhouse gas emissions/global warming
Onsite noise levels that exceed City standards

Offsite noise levels that exceed City standards

Traffic impacts to Roseville, Placer County, Sacramento County, Sutter County and State facilities
Increased demand for water

Increased demand for recycled water distribution system
Increased generation of solid waste

Change in visual character

City Council adopted a Statement of Overriding Considerations for these impacts when it certified the SVSP EIR.

ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS RELIED UPON

e Sierra Vista Specific Plan EIR, certified May 5, 2010 (SCH# 2008032115)

The SVSP EIR was certified by City Council on May 5, 2010. The analysis within this Addendum relies mostly
on the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the Westbrook Specific Plan Amendment to Sierra Vista Specific Plan MND, listed
below), with minor supplements or technical updates where appropriate, and attached hereto. As demonstrated
in the environmental checklist below, the project's impacts remain the same as or lesser than the impacts
described in the SVSP EIR because the project presents the same uses and use types envisioned and analyzed
for the entirety of the SVSP area. In the case of the change from a community commercial designation to a
residential designation, the footprint-related impacts would be no different. The 2010 SVSP EIR is available for
review at the Civic Center, 311 Vernon Street, Roseville, CA or online at
https://www.roseville.ca.us/government/departments/development _services/planning/specific_plans planning
areas/sierra_vista_specific_plan.
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o Westbrook Specific Plan Amendment to Sierra Vista Specific Plan MND, adopted June 15, 2012 (SCH#
2008032115)

The SVSP was amended in 2012 to redesignate and rezone the Urban Reserve (UR) area. As a result, this 2012
MND was prepared and adopted by City Council on June 15, 2012. The analysis within this Addendum relies
mostly on the SVSP EIR but references this MND are included, where applicable. The MND is available for
review at the Civic Center, 311 Vernon Street, Roseville, CA or online at
https://www.roseville.ca.us/government/departments/development_services/planning/specific_plans planning
areas/sierra_vista specific_plan.

e 2035 General Plan Update EIR, certified August 5, 2020 (SCH# 2019080418)

The 2035 General Plan Update EIR (GP EIR) updated all Citywide analyses, including for vehicle miles traveled,
greenhouse gas emissions, water supply, water treatment, wastewater treatment, and waste disposal. When
applicable, the topical sections within the checklist summarize the findings within the GP EIR. The GP EIR is
available for review at the Civic Center, 311 Vernon Street, Roseville, CA or online at
https://www.roseville.ca.us/government/departments/development services/planning/general plan _developme

nt_guidelines.
EXPLANATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

The purpose of this environmental checklist is to conduct subsequent environmental review for the proposed
changes to the SVSP pursuant to CEQA Guidelines sections 15162, 15163, and 15164. This checklist evaluates
the environmental resources in terms of any “changed condition” (i.e., changed circumstances, project changes,
or new information of substantial importance) that may result in a changed environmental result. A “no” answer
in one of the checklist boxes does not necessarily mean there are no potential impacts relative to the
environmental category, but that there is no change in the condition or status of the impact since it was analyzed
and addressed in prior environmental documents.

Checklist Evaluation Categories

Where Was Impact Analyzed in Prior EIR?
This column provides a cross-reference to the pages of the prior environmental documents where information
and analysis may be found relative to the environmental issue listed under each topic.

Any New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(1) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the changes
represented by the current Project will result in new significant impacts that have not already been considered
and mitigated by the prior environmental review documents and related approvals or will result in a substantial
increase in the severity of a previously identified impact.

Any New Circumstances Resulting in New Significant Impacts or Substantially More Severe Impacts?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(2) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether there have been
changes to the Project site or the vicinity (circumstances under which the Project is undertaken) that have
occurred subsequent to the certification of prior environmental documents, which would result in the current
Project having new significant environmental impacts that were not considered in the prior environmental
documents or that substantially increase the severity of a previously identified impact.

Since certification of the previous EIR, there have been five amendments to the SVSP with five accompanying
addenda to its EIR. Each amendment was found to be within the scope of the environmental impact conclusions
presented in the SVSP EIR, and no mitigation measures required updating or revisions. Thus, although some
circumstances have changed within the vicinity of the Project site, those changes did not result in new significant
environmental impacts that were not considered in the SVSP EIR. Nor did they substantially increase the severity
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of a previously identified impact. Further, no new projects or other development beyond those contemplated in
the SVSP EIR or GP EIR have been approved or proposed within the vicinity of the Project site that could impact
or increase the project’s environmental effects. As a result, all boxes in this column in the checklist below are
marked “No.”

Any New Information Requiring New Analysis or Verification?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3)(A-D) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether new information
of substantial importance that was not known and could not have been known with the exercise of reasonable
diligence at the time the previous environmental documents were certified is available requiring an update to the
analysis of the previous environmental documents to verify that the environmental conclusions and mitigation
measures remain valid. Either “yes” or “no” will be answered to indicate whether there is new information showing
that: (A) the Project will have one or more significant effects not discussed in the prior environmental documents;
(B) that significant effects previously examined will be substantially more severe than shown in the prior
environmental documents; (C) that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found not to be feasible would
in fact be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of the Project, but the project
proponents decline to adopt the mitigation measure or alternative; or (D) that mitigation measures or alternatives
that are considerably different from those analyzed in the prior environmental documents would substantially
reduce one or more significant effects on the environment, but the Project proponents decline to adopt the
mitigation measure or alternative. If “no,” then no additional environmental documentation (supplemental or
subsequent EIR) is required.

Since certification of the prior EIR, the Appendix G Checklist in the CEQA Guidelines has been updated, effective
early 2019.2 This updated checklist material is not considered “new information” as defined in CEQA Guidelines
Section 15162(a)(3), as it does not constitute any change in governing law or any new facts showing the
existence of new significant effects or substantially more severe significant effects. Moreover, as demonstrated
below, none of the updates to the Appendix G Checklist require new analysis related to impacts that were not
known or that could not have been known at the time the SVSP EIR was prepared. Nor is the City aware of any
new information of substantial importance that shows that mitigation measures or alternatives previously found
to be infeasible would actually now be feasible and would substantially reduce one or more significant effects of
the Project or that mitigation measures or alternatives considerably different from those analyzed in the
previously certified CEQA documents would substantially reduce one or more significant effects. Moreover, the
City is not aware of any other new information not already included in this document that might bear relevance
on the Project’'s CEQA analysis. As a result, all boxes in this column in the checklist below are marked “No.”

Any Mitigation Measures?

Pursuant to Section 15162(a)(3) of the CEQA Guidelines, this column indicates whether the prior environmental
documents provide mitigation measures (MMs) to address effects in the related impact category. In some cases,
the MMs have already been implemented. A “Yes” response will be provided in any instance where mitigation
was included, regardless of whether the mitigation has been completed at this time or whether it would apply to
development on the Project site. If “No” is indicated, this environmental analysis concludes a significant impact
does not occur with this project, no mitigation was previously included, and no mitigation is needed.

Discussion of Checklist Answers

A discussion is provided under each environmental category in order to clarify the answers. The discussion
provides information about the particular environmental issue and how the Project relates to the issue. The
discussion also provides details on applicable mitigation measures from the prior EIR and their status, denoting
the ones that require ongoing or future implementation and that would be required for development on the Project

2 Although the older checklist could be used for this Addendum because of the date of publication of the original EIR, the
updated checklist is used instead as part of a good-faith effort to provide the most up-to-date information to decisionmakers
and the public (Public Resources Code Section 21002.1(e); CEQA Guidelines Sections 15002(a)(1), 15003(c)).
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site. Mitigation measures that are either not relevant to the Project because they pertain to a different area or
land use or have already been implemented are not discussed. Each discussion section also contains an ultimate
conclusion, including whether the City can conclude that the Project does not result in a new significant impact

or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those analyzed in the prior CEQA documents.

ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.14.2 of the SVSP EIR. Except as provided in Public Resources
Code Section 21099(d) (applicable only to specific types of infill projects within transit priority areas), would the

Aesthetics

Project:

Environmental Issue

Where was

Impact Analyzed

in Prior EIR?

Any New
Significant
Impacts or

Substantially
More Severe
Impacts?

Any New
Circumstances
Resulting in New
Significant Impacts or
Substantially More
Severe Impacts?

Any New
Information
Requiring
New
Analysis or
Verification?

Any
MMs?

a)

Have a substantial
adverse effect on a
scenic vista?

SVSP EIR
Impact 4.14-3

No

No

No

No

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

Same

No

No

No

No

In non-urbanized
areas, substantially
degrade the existing
visual character or
quality of public views
of the site and its
surroundings? (Public
views are those that
are experienced from
publicly accessible
vantage point). If the
project is in an
urbanized area, would
the project conflict with
applicable zoning and
other regulations
governing scenic
quality?

SVSP EIR
Impact 4.14-1

No

No

No

No

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

SVSP EIR
Impact 4.14-2

No

No

No

Yes
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Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Aesthetic resources were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). All aesthetic
impacts were identified as significant and unavoidable. There is no change in the Project significant enough so
as to alter the environmental impact conclusions for this issue. The proposed density and land use changes do
not introduce development to properties not already planned for development. The proposed uses are
substantially consistent with the buildout assumptions for the SVSP and would not increase the severity of
already identified aesthetic significant impacts (see 2012 MND, p. 11). Indeed, impacts related to light and glare
from the previously approved commercial development on Parel WB-42 onto adjacent open space (Impact 4.14-
2) would be reduced by its conversion to residential use.

The Project has been evaluated for compliance with the City’s Community Design Guidelines (CDG) and the
design guidelines established in the SVSP. As they relate to aesthetics, these standards ensure the high-quality
design and architectural character of any buildings developed as well as minimum landscaping standards. As it
relates to light and glare, mitigation would ensure that outdoor lighting would not significantly impact the adjacent
open space area to the north. Also, lighting is conditioned to comply with the CDG to limit the height of light
standards and also require cut-off lenses and glare shields to minimize light and glare impacts. Thus, the impacts
of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts already established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012
MND).

Mitigation Measures: None.

Conclusion: As described above, the Project would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts
that are substantially more severe than those analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore,
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described
in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding aesthetic resources.

Il Agricultural & Forestry Resources

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.1.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Anv New Circumstances Any New
Where was MY 7 Resulting in Information
Significant s . .
. Impact New Significant Requiring Any
Environmental Issue . Impacts or
Analyzed in Substantially More Impacts or New MMs?
Prior EIR? y Substantially Analysis or

Severe Impacts? PR
P More Severe Verification?

Impacts?

a) Convert Prime Farmland,
Unique Farmland, or
Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as
shown on the maps
prepared pursuant to the In?[\)lascl:: EIE5 No No No Yes
Farmland Mapping and )
Monitoring Program of the
California Resources
Agency, to non-agricultural
use? (V.1b-DEIR volume)

b) Conflict with existing
zoning for agricultural use, SVSP EIR
or a Williamson Act Impact 4.1-3
contract?

No No No Yes
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c) 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
4526), or timberland zoned
Timberland Production (as
defined by Government
Code Section 51104(g))?

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

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

N/A No No No No

N/A No No No No

N/A No No No No

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Agricultural resources were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND); there are no
forest resources within the SVSP area. There is no element of the Project that would change the environmental
impact for this section—the Project site will still be fully developed. The SVSP EIR concluded that development
of the SVSP area would convert fallow grazing land to urbanized development. The Project will result in the same
impact, as it falls within the planned development footprint of the SVSP. The Project site is not used for
agricultural purposes, does not include agricultural zoning, is not within or adjacent to one of the areas of the
City that has been designated as a protected farmland category on the Placer County Important Farmland map,
is not within or adjacent to land within a Williamson Act Contract, and is not considered forest land. Although in
the past, portions on or near the Project site were classified as “Farmland of Local Importance,” that classification
changed once the site was redesignated and rezoned in 2012 (see 2012 MND, p. 12). Thus, the impacts of the
Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the
2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MM is applicable to the Project regarding agriculture and forestry resources.

e SVSP EIR MM 4.1-2. Agricultural Conversion Policies

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measure, the Project would
not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those analyzed
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding agricultural and forestry resources.

M. Air Quality

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.4.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:
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Any New
Anv New Circumstances
Ny 7 Resulting in Any New
Where was Significant \
New Information
Environmental Issue Impact Impacts or Significant Requiring New Any
Analyzed in Substantially : MMs?
. Impacts or Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe . e
Substantially Verification?
Impacts?
More Severe
Impacts?
a) Conflict with or obstruct SVSP EIR
implementation of the Impacts 4.4-1 No No No Yes
applicable air quality plan? to 4.4-4,4.4-5
b) Result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase
of any criteria pollutant for
which the project region is Same No No No Yes
non-attainment under an
applicable federal or state
ambient air quality
standard?
c) Expose sensitive receptors
to substantial pollutant SVSP EIR No No No Yes
. Impact 4.4-4
concentrations?
d) Result in other emissions
(such as those leading to
odors adversely affecting a SVSP EIR No No No No
. Impact 4.4-6
substantial number of
people?

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Air quality was adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). For construction, the SVSP
EIR concluded that standard dust control and other construction measures would be sufficient to avoid particulate
matter and ozone precursor construction impacts, but that reactive organic gases would remain significant.
However, all construction-related impacts could be mitigated to less than significant levels (see 2012 MND, p.
15). Construction activity associated with the Project remain consistent with the scale of activity and resulting
scope of impacts analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). For operation, the Project changes the
balance of land uses in the area from the approved changes made in 2012, but not in a manner that would
increase emissions. Indeed, the proposed redesignation and rezoning of Parcel WB-42B from commercial to
residential would substantially reduce the anticipated traffic trips generated by the development, as well as
reduce projected vehicle miles travelled (VMT) (see XVII. Transportation/Traffic), which would in turn reduce
operational air emissions for the SVSP area related to vehicle use. Furthermore, any impacts associated with
odor would be reduced with the decrease in commercial development because commercial development has
the potential to produce some objectionable odors whereas residential development rarely does (see GP EIR,
p. 4.4-50). Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already established
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MMs are applicable to the Project regarding air quality impacts.

¢ SVSP EIR MM 4.4-1. Dust and Construction Control Policies;
e SVSP EIR MM 4.5-1. Reduction of Operational Emissions
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Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, the Project
would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those
analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding air quality.

Iv. Biological Resources

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.8.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y Vel
A Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant . Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or : MMs?
. . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e o
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Have a substantial
adverse effect, either
directly or through habitat
modifications, on any
species identified as a SVSP EIR
candidate, sensitive, or Impacts 4.8-2,
special-status species in 4.8-3 to 4.8-6, No No No Yes
local or regional plans, 4.8-11, 4.8-13 to
policies, or regulations, or 4.8-17
by the California
Department of Fish and
Wildlife or U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service?
b) Have a substantial
adverse effect on any
riparian habitat or other SVSP EIR
sensitive natural
community identified in Impacts 4.8-2,
local or regional plans 4.8-4 to 4.8-7, No No No Yes
policies, regulations or by 4.8-10, 4.8-11,
the California Department 4.8-13t0 4.8-17
of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?
c) Have a substantial
adverse effect on state or
federally protected
wetlgngis (including, but SVSP EIR
not limited to, marsh,
Impacts 4.8-1 No No No Yes
vernal pool, coastal, etc.)
) to 4.8-2, 4.8-11
through direct removal,
filling, hydrological
interruption, or other
means?
d) Interfere substantially with
the movement of any
native resident or SVSP EIR No No No Yes
! X - Impact 4.8-8
migratory fish or wildlife
species or with
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established native resident
or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the
use of native wildlife
nursery sites?

e) Conflict with any loca
policies or ordinances
protecting biological SVSP EIR
resources, such as a tree Impact 4.8-9
preservation policy or
ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions
of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan,
Natural Community SVSP EIR
Conservation Plan, or Impact 4.8-12
other approved local,
regional, or state habitat
conservation plan?

No No No No

No No No No

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Biological Resources were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Mitigation
measures were adopted to reduce impacts to wetlands, vernal pool species, Swainson’s hawk, burrowing owl,
and other protected raptors nesting and foraging habitat to less-than-significant levels. No wetlands or water
features exist on the Project site, although some exist on parcels near the site (see 2012 MND, p. 19). Further,
the site is devoid of trees or other natural features. It is primarily populated by non-native annual grasses, and
the ground has undergone significant disturbance, likely as a result of nearby roadway and parcel development.
However, the site does retain some potential to host special-status species. There are no differences between
the Project and the approved SVSP that are significant enough to change the environmental impact conclusions
for this section. The Project site was already planned for full development, and that will not change (see 2012
MND, p. 19). Further, the subject property, as part of a larger development area, has received a Biological
Opinion from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service and Section 404 permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
as well as Section 401 certification from the State. Moreover, the Applicant has purchased the required
compensatory mitigation. Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation
already established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MMs are applicable to the Project regarding biological resources impacts.

SVSP EIR MM 4.8-3. Avoid Nesting Sites

SVSP EIR MM 4.8-4. Onsite and Offsite Grassland Preservation
SVSP EIR MM 4.8-5. Wildlife Movement Protection Policies
SVSP EIR MM 4.8-7. Offsite Surveys

SVSP EIR MM 4.14-3. Avoid Light Spillover in Open Space Areas

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, the Project
would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those
analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding biological resources.
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V.

Cultural Resources

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.9.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Anv New Circumstances
Ny 7 Resulting in Any New
Where was Significant .
New Information
Environmental Issue Impact Impacts or Significant Requiring New Any
Analyzed in Substantially : MMs?
- Impacts or Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe . et
Substantially Verification?
Impacts?
More Severe
Impacts?
a) Cause a substantial
adverse change in the SVSP EIR
significance of a historical Impacts 4.9-1 No No No Yes
resource pursuant to in t0 4.9-2,4.94
Section 15064.57?
b) Cause a substantial
Sonicance ofan SVSP EIR
. Impacts 4.9-1, No No No Yes
archaeological resource
; 4.9-4
pursuant to Section
15064.5?
c) Disturb any human
remains, |ncl_ud|ng those Same No No No Yes
interred outside of formal
cemeteries?

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Cultural resources were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The SVSP EIR
found that no known cultural resources exist on the Project site (see also 2012 MND, p. 22). The SVSP then
discussed the potential for subsurface remains or deposits to be found during onsite or offsite construction, and
included mitigation measures requiring a cessation of work should any item of cultural interest be found. The
mitigation was found to render potential impacts less than significant. The Project would result in the same
impact, and the mitigation remains applicable to the Project. Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope
of the impacts and mitigation already established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MM is applicable to the Project regarding cultural resources impacts.

e SVSP EIR MM 4.9-1. Cease Work and Consult with Qualified Archaeologist

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measure, the Project would
not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those analyzed
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding cultural resources.
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VL.

Energy

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.12.5.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Anv New Circumstances
2Ny 7 Resulting in Any New
Where was Significant .
New Information
Environmental Issue Impact Impacts or Significant Requiring New Any
Analyzed in Substantially : MMs?
- Impacts or Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe . e
Substantially Verification?
Impacts?
More Severe
Impacts?
a) Result in potentially
significant environmental
impact due to wasteful, SVSP EIR
inefficient, or unnecessary | Impacts 4.12.5- No No No No
consumption of energy 1to 4.12.5-2
resources, during project
construction or operation?
b) Conflict with or obstruct a
state or local plan for Same No No No No
renewable energy or
energy efficiency?

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Energy was adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Electricity in the area is
provided by Roseville Electric and natural gas is provided by Pacific Gas & Electric (PG&E). The SVSP EIR
concluded that development and implementation of the SVSP would add land uses that would increase the
demand for electrical services. However, Roseville Electric determined there were no constraints to providing a
reliable energy source to serve the development proposed in the SVSP area. Impacts 4.12-5.1 and 4.12-5-2 in
the SVSP EIR evaluated the potential for development of the SVSP to increase demands for electricity and
natural gas and found these impacts to be less than significant.

The Project would consume energy both during construction and operation, but consumption would be within
the scope originally considered in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND) because both parcels are planned
for full development and will remain planned for full development. During construction, fossil fuels, electricity,
and natural gas would be used by construction vehicles and equipment. However, the energy consumed during
construction would be temporary, and would not represent a significant demand on available resources. There
are no unusual project characteristics that would necessitate the use of construction equipment or methods that
would be less energy efficient or which would be wasteful. The completed Project would consume energy related
to building operation, exterior lighting, landscape irrigation and maintenance, and vehicle trips to and from the
use. In accordance with California Energy Code Title 24, the Project would be required to meet the Building
Energy Efficiency Standards. These include, to name a few, standards for water and space heating and cooling
equipment; insulation for doors, pipes, walls, and ceilings; and appliances. The Project would also be eligible for
rebates and other financial incentives from both the electric and gas providers for the purchase of energy-efficient
appliances and systems, which would further reduce the operational energy demand of the Project.

The SVSP was distributed to both PG&E and Roseville Electric for comments prior to its publication, and was
found to conform to the standards of both providers; thus, energy supplies are available to serve the Project.
The Project will not result in inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary consumption of energy. Nor would it conflict
with or obstruct State or local plans for renewable energy or energy efficiency, especially in consideration of



COMBINED CEQA DOCUMENT: ADDENDUM

September 19, 2024

SVSP PCL WB-42 - Rezone and Land Use Amendment; File # PL24-0397
Page 18 of 43

efficiency requirements in SVSP EIR MM 4.5-2 (discussed below). Moreover, the substantial reduction in
operational traffic trips from the redesignation and rezoning of Parcel WB-42 from commercial to residential
would in turn reduce the localized consumption of fossil fuels, which is the “largest energy consuming sector in
California” (GP EIR, p. 4.15-12; see XVI. Transportation/Traffic for more detail).Thus, the impacts of the Project
fall within the scope of the impacts already established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: No MMs are applicable to the Project regarding impacts to energy resources because no
significant impacts exist; however, the following MM is included as a means to further reduce energy usage.

¢ SVSP EIR MM 4.5-2. Additional Measures to Reduce GHG Emissions (Provisions relating to Energy and
Water Efficiency)

Conclusion: As described above, the Project would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts
that are substantially more severe than those analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).
Additionally, implementation of SVSP EIR MM 4.5.2, Additional Measures to Reduce GHG Emissions (Provisions
relating to Energy and Water Efficiency), would further reduce energy usage by the Project. Therefore, pursuant
to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in
Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding energy.

VIl. Geology and Soils

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.7.2 (and 4.9.2 for paleontological resources) of the SVSP EIR.
Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances
Where was Sianificant Resulting in Any New
gnifican New Information
Environmental Issue Impact Impacts or Significant Requiring New Any
Anglyzed in Substantially Impacts or Analysis or MMs?
Prior EIR? Mlo re Setv?)re Substantially Verification?
mpacts: More Severe
Impacts?
a) Directly or indirectly cause
potential substantial
adverse effects, including
the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:
i. Rupture of a known
earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most SVSP EIR No No No No
recent Alquist-Priolo Impact 4.7-4
Earthquake Fault
Zoning Map issued by
the State Geologist for
the area or based on
other substantial
evidence of a known
fault?
ii. Strong seismic ground
shaking?
iii. Se_ismic_-relatgd ground Insn\alascl: E_I;R_‘t No No No No
failure, including
liquefaction?
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iv. Landslides?

b) Result in substantial soil SVSP EIR
erosion or the loss of Impacts 4.7-1, No No No No
topsoil? 4.7-3

c) Be located on a geologic
unit or soil that is unstable,
or that would become
unstable as a result of the
project, and potentially I SVSP EIR No No No No

. ; mpact 4.7-2
result in on- or off-site
landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence,
liquefaction or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive
soil, as defined in Table
18-1-B of the Uniform
Building Code (1994), VSR EIR No No No No

. A mpact 4.7-2
creating substantial direct
or indirect risks to life or
property?

e) Have soils incapable of
adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks or
alternative wastewater
disposal systems where
sewers are not available
for the disposal of
wastewater?

f) Directly or indirectly
destroy a unique
paleontological resource or I SVSP EIR No No No Yes

) ) . mpact 4.9-3
site or unique geologic
feature?

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Geology and soils were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The SVSP EIR
concluded that there would be no impacts to or around the Project site associated with seismic activity,
landslides, or soils, and no impact related to septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal systems, as neither
are planned for the SVSP area (see 2012 MND, p. 24). The SVSP did find a potential impact related to the
discovery of subsurface paleontological resources during onsite or offsite construction, and included a mitigation
measure requiring a cessation of work and review should any such item be found. The mitigation was found to
render potential impacts less than significant. These same conclusions would apply to the Project, especially
given that they are site-specific and not specific to any particular land use. Further, site development would
require a grading permit that would be reviewed for compliance with the City standards to ensure erosion control
measures were implemented (see 2012 MND, pp. 23 to 24). Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope
of the impacts and mitigation already established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MMs are applicable to the Project regarding impacts associated with geology
and soils.

e SVSP EIR MM 4.9-3. Cease Work Until Review conducted by Qualified Paleontologist and
Recommendations Implemented
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Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measure, the Project would
not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those analyzed
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding geology and soils.

VII. Greenhouse Gases

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.5.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances
Where was Sianificant Resulting in Any New
gnifican New Information
Environmental Issue Impact Impacts or Significant Requiring New Any
An?lyzed in Substantially Impacts or Analysis or MMs?
Prior EIR? More Set"?,’e Substantially | Verification?
mpacts More Severe
Impacts?
a) Generate greenhouse gas
emissions, either directly SVSP EIR
or indirectly, that may Impacts 4.5-1 No No No Yes
have a significant impact to 4.5-2
on the environment?
b) Conflict with an applicable
plan, policy or regulation
adopted for the purpose of Insn\)lasclz EISR 1 No No No Yes
reducing the emissions of ’
greenhouse gases?

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).
The SVSP EIR concluded that buildout of the Project area would cause significant and unavoidable impacts with
respect to GHG emissions. Mitigation measures were adopted to reduce the Project's GHG emissions and
resultant impacts, but they still remain significant and unavoidable (see 2012 MND, p. 17). Construction activity
associated with the Project remains consistent with the scale of activity and resulting scope of impacts anticipated
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). For operational impacts, while the Project proposes changes to
the balance of land uses in the area from the approved changes made in 2012, it does not do so in a manner
that would increase emissions. Indeed, the proposed redesignation and rezoning of Parcel WB-42 from
commercial to residential would substantially reduce the anticipated traffic trips generated by the development
as well as reduce projected vehicle miles travelled (VMT) (see XVII. Transportation/Traffic), which would in turn
substantially reduce GHG emissions for the Project site related to vehicle use (mobile emissions are the number
one source of GHG emissions [see GP EIR, p. 4.5-20]). GHG emissions, from both the construction and
operational phases, would result in impacts consistent with or lesser than those analyzed in the SVSP EIR. Thus,
the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already established in the SVSP
EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MMs are applicable to the Project regarding GHGs.

e SVSP EIR MM 4.4-1. Dust and Construction Control Policies
e SVSP EIR MM 4.5-1. Reduction of Operational Emissions
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e SVSP EIR MM 4.5-2. Additional Measures to Reduce GHG Emissions

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, the Project
would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those
analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding GHGs.

IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.10.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Circumstances
Resulting in Any New
New Information
Significant Requiring New
Impacts or Analysis or
Substantially Verification?
More Severe
Impacts?

Any New
Where was Significant
Impact Impacts or
Analyzed in Substantially
Prior EIR? More Severe
Impacts?

Any

Environmental Issue
MMs?

a) Create a significant hazard
to the public or the
environment through the SVSP EIR
routine transport, use, or Impact 4.10-1
disposal of hazardous
materials?

b) Create a significant hazard
to the public or the
environment through
reasonably foreseeable SVSP EIR
upset and accident Impacts 4.10-3 No No No Yes
conditions involving the to 4.10-7
release of hazardous
materials into the
environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions
or handle hazardous or
acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or
waste within ¥4 miles of an
existing or proposed
school?

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

e) For a project located
within an airport land use
plan or, where such a plan
has not been adopted,

No No No No

SVSP EIR

Impact 4.10-1 No No No No

SVSP EIR

Impact 4.10-5 No No No Yes

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
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within two miles of a public
airport or public use
airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard
for people residing or
working in the project
area?

f) Impair implementation of
or physically interfere with
an adopted emergency SVSP EIR
response plan or Impact 4.10-2
emergency evacuation
plan?

g) Expose people or
structures to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death
involving wildland fires,
including where wildlands N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
are adjacent to urbanized
areas or where residences
are intermixed with
wildlands?

No No No No

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Hazards or hazardous materials were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The
SVSP EIR concluded that all potentially significant impacts resulting from hazards or hazardous materials
associated with the SVSP could be mitigated to less-than-significant levels. The same standard construction
activities, which involve the use of hazardous materials such as fuels, oils, lubricants, glues, paints and paint
thinners, soaps, bleach, and solvents, that were analyzed in the SVSP apply to the Project. The same is true of
the use of the same common household materials that were discussed as part of SVSP operation. Further, the
Project site is not located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5. The SVSP EIR analysis also found that there would be sufficient emergency
services and facilities to serve the Project area, and that the area was not located within an airport land use plan
or other aviation hazard area. These conclusions still fit for the Project, which occurs within the same
development footprint.

Regulations pertaining to the transport of materials are codified in 49 Code of Federal Regulations 171-180, and
transport regulations are enforced and monitored by the California Department of Transportation and by the
California Highway Patrol. Specifications for storage on a construction site are contained in various regulations
and codes, including the California Code of Regulations, the Uniform Fire Code, and the California Health and
Safety Code. These same codes require that all hazardous materials be used and stored in the manner specified
on the material packaging. Existing regulations and programs are sufficient to ensure that potential impacts as
a result of the use or storage of hazardous materials are reduced to less than significant levels. Moreover, the
Project site is not near any wildlands; therefore, risks associates with wildland fires are not applicable (see
Section XX. Wildfire). The Project site is located in an area that has been used for agricultural purposes, which
could have involved the use of pesticides and/or herbicides, but mitigation ensures any impacts resulting from
these prior uses would remain less than significant (see 2012 MND, p. 25). The proposed uses are substantially
consistent with SVSP buildout assumptions. Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts
and mitigation already established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).
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Mitigation Measures: The following MM is applicable to the Project regarding hazards and hazardous materials.

¢ SVSP EIR MM 4.10-1. Identify and Remediate Soil Contamination

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measure, the Project would
not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those analyzed
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding hazards and hazardous material.

X. Hydrology and Water Quality

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.13.2 (and Section 4.12.1.2 for groundwater) of the SVSP EIR.
Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y Vel
L2 Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant - Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or : MMs?
. . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Violate any water quality
standards or waste
discharge requirements or SVSP EIR
otherwise substantially Impact 4.13-5 No No No Yes
degrade surface or ground
water quality?
b) Substantially decrease
groundwater supplies or
interfere substantially with SVSP EIR
groundwater recharge such | Impacts 4.12.1-
that the project may 2, 4.12.1-6 to No No No No
impede sustainable 4.121-7
groundwater management
of the basin?
c) Substantially alter the
existing drainage pattern of
the site or area, including
through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river
or through the addition of SVSP EIR No No No Yes
) X . Impact 4.13-4
impervious surfaces, in a
manner which would:
i) Result in substantial
erosion or siltation on-
or off-site;
ii) Substantially increase
remecrannto | svseem
. Impacts 4.13-2 No No No Yes
manner which would
; . to 4.13-3
result in flooding on- or
off-site; or
iii) Create or contribute SVSP EIR No No No Yes
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runoff water which Impact 4.13-1
would exceed the
capacity of existing or
planned storm water
drainage systems or
provide substantial
additional sources of
polluted runoff,

d) In flood hazard, tsunami or
seiche zones, risk release
of pollutants due to project
inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of a water
quality control plan or N/A No No No No
sustainable groundwater
management plan?

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Hydrology and water quality were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The
SVSP EIR concluded that all potentially significant impacts to hydrology and water quality associated with the
SVSP could be mitigated to less-than-significant levels. A Drainage and Stormwater Master Plan was prepared
and approved by the City as part of the SVSP EIR. As noted in the EIR, the Plan demonstrated that the increases
in impervious surfaces being caused by buildout of the SVSP would be offset by proposed drainage facilities and
stormwater improvements. Further, no development would occur within the 100-year floodplain area, and
consistency with existing City regulations would ensure that all homes would be elevated at least two feet above
the 100-year water surface elevation. With regard to stormwater quality, the SVSP EIR noted that there are
existing programs, regulations, and permits in place to ensure that all development would not have significant
effects related to water pollution from construction or operation, though a mitigation measure is included to
require compliance with these regulations. The Project would be subject to all adopted City standards and
programs as well as applicable state standards that require the preparation of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention
Plan (SWPPP) prior to grading activities (see 2012 MND, p. 28). The SVSP area is largely flat and is not near
any large water bodies or dams/levees, so would not be subject to losses due to dam/levee failure, seiche,
tsunami, or mudflow. The Project falls within the development footprint of the SVSP, and, although some
infrastructure modifications will need to be made to accommodate the change in land use on Parcel WB-42, the
drainage modifications would not result in any changes to the scope or scale of impacts. Stormwater quality
evaluations conducted for the Project site support this assessment (see the Drainage and Stormwater Master
Plan for Westbrook prepared for the 2010 Westbrook Specific Plan Amendment to the Sierra Vista Specific Plan
(File #2011PL-043). Preliminary Stormwater Quality Evaluation for Parcel WB-42 by the City’s Engineering
Division did not determine any significant impacts to drainage associated with the project. The Engineering
Division determined that stormwater treatment for the site has been addressed with existing drainage basin. Also
note that the West Placer Groundwater Sustainability Agency, which is the governing groundwater sustainability
agency for the region, has not yet finalized and adopted a sustainable groundwater management plan; therefore,
there can be no conflict with such a sustainable groundwater management plan, pursuant to checklist item e.
Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already established in the
SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MMs are applicable to the Project regarding hydrology and water quality.

e SVSP EIR WMM 4.12-2. Pay fair share of Roseville Regional Stormwater Retention Facility
improvements
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¢ SVSP EIR MM 4.13-1. Implementation of Construction Activity Stormwater Protection Standards

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measure, the Project would
not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those analyzed
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding hydrology and water quality.

XI. Land Use and Planning

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.1.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y e
L Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant . Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or : MMs?
. . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Physically divide an SVSP EIR
established community? Impact 4.1-2 No No No Yes
b) Cause a significant
environmental impact due
to a conflict with any land SVSP EIR
use plan, policy, or )
regulation adopted for the In;pnzc‘tt ‘:_1 1 No No No No
purpose of avoiding or )
mitigating an
environmental effect?

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Land use and planning were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The SVSP
EIR concluded that there were some potential land use incompatibilities, but that these could be addressed by
a mix of mitigation and compliance with the City Noise Ordinance and Grading Ordinance. Land use issues
discussed and addressed included noise from McClellan overflights, agricultural uses in Placer County next to
urban uses in the SVSP, construction noise, and commercial land use noise. The overflight noise is a potential
nuisance discussion requiring disclosure to future purchasers within the Project site area; however, SVSP is
outside an airport land use compatibility planning area for any nearby airport. and noise impacts from aircraft
overflights to a project and its future residents outside an airport land use compatibility planning area is not a
CEQA issue (see GP EIR, p. 4.6-47; see also 2012 MND, p. 33). Nevertheless, noise volumes do not exceed
standards. It was concluded that the SVSP would not physically divide an established community and that it did
not conflict with any land use policies or regulations. The EIR concluded that all impacts of the SVSP related to
land use and planning could be reduced to less-than-significant levels with mitigation.

The Project involves the same use types within the same development footprint, and therefore the conclusions
of SVSP EIR remain applicable to the Project. The Project site area has been planned for development, including
adequate roads, pedestrian paths, and bicycle paths to provide connections within the community (see SVSP,
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Chapter 6 [Circulation Plan];® see also GP Circulation Element*). The Project involves frontage improvements
including new driveways, sidewalks, and pedestrian connections. As such, the Project will not physically divide
an established community. Indeed, the conversion of Parcel WB-42 from commercial to residential better aligns
with the approved surrounding uses, which are primarily residential. Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within
the scope of the impacts and mitigation already established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MM is applicable to the Project regarding impacts associated with land use;
other mitigation in the SVSP required for land use impacts applies to future commercial development only and
is therefore not applicable to the Project.

e SVSP EIR WMM 4.1-2. Policies to Minimize Agricultural Impacts
e SVSP EIR MM 4.6-1. Construction Noise Reduction

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measure, the Project would
not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those analyzed
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding land use and planning.

XIl. Mineral Resources

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.7.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y Vel
L Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant .. Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or : MMs?
. . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e o
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Result in the loss of
availability of a known
mineral resource that N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
would be of value to the
region and the residents
of the state?
b) Resultin the loss of
availability of a locally-
important mineral
resource recovery site N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
delineated on a local
general plan, specific
plan, or other land use
plan?

3 See SVSP Chapter 6 (Circulation Plan):
https://p1cdn4static.civiclive.com/UserFiles/Servers/Server 7964838/File/Government/Departments/Development%20Ser

vices/Planning/Specific%20Plans%20&%20Planning%20Areas/Sierra%20Vista/06.%20Circulation.pdf.

4 See GP Circulation Element:
https://p1cdn4static.civiclive.com/UserFiles/Servers/Server 7964838/File/Government/Departments/Development%20Ser

vices/Planning/General%20Plan/Final%20General%20Plan%202020/03%20Circulation _Final.pdf.



https://p1cdn4static.civiclive.com/UserFiles/Servers/Server_7964838/File/Government/Departments/Development%20Services/Planning/Specific%20Plans%20&%20Planning%20Areas/Sierra%20Vista/06.%20Circulation.pdf
https://p1cdn4static.civiclive.com/UserFiles/Servers/Server_7964838/File/Government/Departments/Development%20Services/Planning/Specific%20Plans%20&%20Planning%20Areas/Sierra%20Vista/06.%20Circulation.pdf
https://p1cdn4static.civiclive.com/UserFiles/Servers/Server_7964838/File/Government/Departments/Development%20Services/Planning/General%20Plan/Final%20General%20Plan%202020/03%20Circulation_Final.pdf
https://p1cdn4static.civiclive.com/UserFiles/Servers/Server_7964838/File/Government/Departments/Development%20Services/Planning/General%20Plan/Final%20General%20Plan%202020/03%20Circulation_Final.pdf
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Discussion of Checklist Answers:

The SVSP EIR indicated that there were no significant mineral resources in the area. Therefore, this checklist
section does not apply.

XIll. Noise

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.6.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Environmental Issue

Where was
Impact
Analyzed in
Prior EIR?

Any New
Significant
Impacts or

Substantially
More Severe
Impacts?

Any New
Circumstances
Resulting in New
Significant
Impacts or
Substantially
More Severe
Impacts?

Any New
Information
Requiring New
Analysis or
Verification?

Any
MMs?

a)

Generation of a
substantial temporary or
permanent increase in
ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the project in
excess of standards
established in the local
general plan or noise
ordinance or applicable
standards of other
agencies?

SVSP EIR
Impacts 4.6-1
to 4.6-10

No

No

No

Yes

b)

Result in exposure of
persons to or generation
of excessive ground borne
vibration or ground borne
noise levels?

SVSP EIR
Impact 4.6-1

No

No

No

Yes

c)

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

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Noise was adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The SVSP EIR addressed
construction noise, roadway noise, noise from non-residential land uses, and aircraft overflight noise. Overflight
noise has been addressed in the Land Use and Planning section of this Addendum. Construction noise in general
was discussed, and addressed via mitigation. Noise was determined to be an issue for all of the major roadways
in the SVSP area. Mitigation was found to reduce noise volumes to levels within GP standards for some impacts,
and so these impacts were found to be less than significant. However, construction noise and the increase in
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traffic noise above existing conditions were found to be significant and unavoidable. Project construction and
operation should not exceed noise levels anticipated in the SVSP to such a degree that impact conclusions
reached in the SVSP EIR would change (see 2012 MND, p. 32). Indeed, with the reduction in traffic associated
with WB-42, traffic-related noise should be substantially less than anticipated in the SVSP EIR (see XVII.
Transportation/Traffic).

Implementation of existing SVSP EIR mitigation measures would reduce noise volumes to levels within GP
standards for the Project. The Project would be designed consistent with the mitigation measures to include six-
foot masonry sound walls adjacent to the lots located along major roadways, among other measures, to ensure
noise volumes stay within the GP thresholds. Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts
and mitigation already established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MMs are applicable to the Project regarding noise impacts.

e SVSP EIR WMM 4.5-2. Construction Noise Policies
e SVSP EIR WMM 4.5-8. Onsite Traffic Noise Attenuation
e SVSP EIR MM 4.6-1. Construction Noise Reduction

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, the Project
would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those
analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding noise.

XIV. Population and Housing

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.2.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y Vel
.o Information
Envi Impact Impacts or Significant - Any
nvironmental Issue . . Requiring New "
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or Analvsis or MMs?
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially a'ysts
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Induce substantial
unplanned population
growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by
proposing new homes and In?vascr: EI£R_4 No No No No
businesses) or indirectly P )
(for example, through
extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?
b) Displace substantial
numbers of existing people
or housing, necessitating SVSP EIR
the construction of Impact 4.2-3 No No No No
replacement housing
elsewhere?

Discussion of Checklist Answers:
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Population and housing were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The SVSP
EIR indicated that the plan would increase the number of housing units above those that had been anticipated
in the then-current General Plan, and analyzed the effect on supporting services, infrastructure, and other issues
related to environmental impacts. It was concluded that impacts would be significant and unavoidable. The
Project further increases number of housing units within the plan area. Notwithstanding, the impact conclusion
in the SVSP EIR would not change—it is significant and unavoidable under the currently approved SVSP and
will remain significant and unavoidable with the change proposed in this Addendum. The SVSP EIR also
indicated that the plan would displace a small nhumber of residences over a 20-year time frame, and therefore
the impact would be less than significant. However, the Project site contains zero residences, and therefore its
development per the Project would have an even lesser impact in this regard (see 2012 MND, p. 34). Thus, the
impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already established in the SVSP EIR
(inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: None

Conclusion: As described above, the Project would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts
that are substantially more severe than those analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore,
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described
in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding population and housing.

XV. Public Services

For the environmental setting, refer to Sections 4.11.1-2 to 4.11.2-2, 4.11.3-2, 4.11.4-2, and 4.11.5-2 of the
SVSP EIR. Would the Project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated with the provision of new
or physically altered governmental facilities, need for new or physically altered government 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 following public services:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y ve\
L Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant .. Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or : MMs?
. . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e o
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
- —
a) Fire protection SVSP EIR No No No Yes
Impact 4.11.2
b) Police protection? SVSP EIR No No No No
Impact 4.11.1
c) Schools? SVSP EIR
Impact 4.11.3 No No No Yes
d) Parks? SVSP EIR
Impact 4.11.5 No No No No
. - SVSP EIR
?
e) Other public facilities Impact 4.11.4 No No No No

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Public Services were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The SVSP EIR
concluded that the SVSP would have a less-than-significant impact to fire and police protection services, parks,
and other public services, such as libraries, without mitigation and a less-than-significant impacts to schools with
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mitigation. For fire protection services, existing City codes and regulations require adequate water pressure in
the water lines, and construction must comply with the Uniform Fire and Building Codes used by the City of
Roseville. The site developer or Applicant is required to pay a fire service construction fee, which is used for
purchasing capital facilities for the City Fire Department. Further, a new fire station is approved for construction
within the SVSP and Fire Station #9 exists in the West Plan area (see 2012 MND, p. 35). For police protection
services, sales taxes and property taxes resulting from development will add revenue to the General Fund, which
provides funding for police services. Properties in the SVSP also pay into Community Facilities District No. 3 that
provides services for fire and police. For parks, the developer will be required to pay fees into a Community
Facilities District No. 2, which provides funding for park services. As well, future park and recreation sites and
facilities have already been identified and approved as part of SVSP. For other public facilities, the SVSP area
would be adequately served by existing libraries, and the City charges fees for end-users for other services, such
as garbage and greenwaste collection, in order to fund those services.

None of the impacts to these services or facilities would change as a result of the Project. The newly proposed
residential units would be required to adhere to all existing codes, regulations and funding agreements to ensure
impacts remain less than significant. Indeed, some impacts may decrease. For example, a decrease in
commercial land uses may lead to a decrease in the need for police services as more law enforcement
assistance is normally required at commercial properties versus residential.

For schools, the SVSP EIR concluded that three new elementary schools and one new intermediate school
would be required in the plan area. The high school students generated from the SVSP were assumed in the
nearby high schools located outside the SVSP. A portion of the SVSP is located within the Center Joint Unified
School District and a portion is located within the Roseville City School District, although the current Project site
is entirely within the Center Joint Unified School District. The Project involves an increase in residential units
within the SVSP and, therefore, a potential slight increase in students. The Project is estimated to generate an
additional 19 students in grades K-6, 8 students in grades 7- 8, and 14 students in grades 9-12; thus 41 students
more than assumed in 2012 (see SVSP, Section 7.3, p. 7-22). The project developer and the Center Joint Unified
School District entered into the Landowner Development Agreement setting forth the mitigation fees to be paid
by the Project to provide full mitigation of the Project's impacts to school facilities. Under state law, such
payments are deemed to constitute “full and complete mitigation” of impacts to school facilities (Government
Code Section 65995(h)); therefore, the increase in students associated with the Project does not translate into
a more severe environmental impact than what was anticipated in the SVSP EIR. In addition, the developer or
Applicant is required to work with the School District to identify a Safe Routes to School program. Existing codes,
regulations, funding agreements, and facilities plans are sufficient to ensure impacts continue to be less than
significant. Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already established
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MM is applicable to the Project regarding impacts associated with public
services.

e SVSP EIR WMM 4.11.3-2. School Transportation Policies

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, the Project
would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those
analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding public services.



COMBINED CEQA DOCUMENT: ADDENDUM

September 19, 2024

SVSP PCL WB-42 - Rezone and Land Use Amendment; File # PL24-0397
Page 31 of 43

XVI. Recreation

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.11.5-2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y Vel
L2 Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant .. Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or : MMs?
. . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Increase the use of
existing neighborhood and
regional parks or other
recreational facilities such SVSP EIR No No No No
that substantial physical Impact 4.11.5
deterioration of the facility
would occur or be
accelerated?
b) Include recreational
facilities or require the
construction or expansion
of recreational facilities See (_)ther No No No Yes
: . Sections
which might have an
adverse physical effect on
the environment?

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Recreation was adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The SVSP indicates that
the required parkland dedication was met by dedication of parkland throughout the plan area and through
payment of park dedication in-lieu fees. As noted in the SVSP EIR, the payment of Citywide and neighborhood
park fees will be required, and the payment of fees combined with the dedication of parkland will ensure that
impacts to park services are less than significant. The Project will increase total number of residential units
anticipated for buildout of the SVSP area, but full buildout of this former UR area includes the construction of
15.5 acres of neighborhood parks and 36 acres of open space that will be used by the future residents on the
Project site (see 2012 MND, p. 37). The impact to parks was considered less than significant in the SVSP EIR
and 2012 MND, and it will remain less than significant after the change proposed with the Project because any
increased usage of planned neighborhood parks would be incremental. The construction of these parks within
the SVSP are analyzed as part of the overall plan throughout the SVSP EIR and assigned mitigation measures
as necessary. Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already
established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: See other sections for MMs that would apply to park construction, such as MMs for
biological and cultural resource impacts, etc.

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, the Project
would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those
analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding recreation.
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XVII. Transportation/Traffic

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.3.2 of the SVSP EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y Vel
L2 Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant . Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or » MMs?
. . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Conflict with a program
plan, ordinance or policy
addressing the circulation SVSP EIR
: . : Impacts 4.3-1 No No No Yes
system, including transit, to 4.3-25
roadway, bicycle and )
pedestrian facilities?
b) Conflict or be inconsistent SVSP EIR
with CEQA Guidelines Impacts 4.3-1,
Section 15064.3, 4.3-4 to 4.3-14, No No No Yes
subdivision (b)? 4.3-16 to 4.3-24
c) Substantially increase
hazards due to a design
feature (for example, sharp
curves or dangerous Same as (a) No No No No
intersections) or
incompatible uses (for
example, farm
equipment)?
d) Resultin inadequate SVSP EIR
emergency access? Impacts 4.10-2, No No No No
4.11-2

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Transportation and traffic were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The SVSP
EIR evaluated the traffic impacts to existing and future roadways from traffic being generated by the anticipated
uses within the plan area. The EIR concluded that, with mitigation, impacts to City roadways would be less than
significant. Impacts to several adjacent agency roadways were identified as a significant and unavoidable, and
mitigation to lessen the impact was presented. Specific mitigation measures were assigned to the Project site
and its surroundings in the 2012 MND, which reflected the potential impacts that might occur from traffic
increases resulting from full buildout of the UR area (see 2012 MND, pp. 40 to 46). That mitigation would apply
to the current Project and is listed below. However, as explained below, the current Project would produce less
traffic that the project that was approved in 2010 and contemplated in the 2012 MND.

The City’s Engineering Division uses the Institute of Transportation Engineer’s Trip Generation Manual (ITE,
2017) and the City’s traffic demand model to determine the trip generation of various uses. The Engineering
Division concluded that the change in land use designation and zoning on Parcel WB-42 from commercial to
residential would generate fewer site trips, fewer trips entering/exiting the SVSP area, and less VMT.® Typically,

5 Note that VMT is included here for informational purposes only. An analysis of VMT is not required for this CEQA
document because such analysis was not included in the underlying 2010 Final EIR upon which this Addendum is based
was prepared. The provisions of CEQA that require VMT analysis, such as CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3, were not



COMBINED CEQA DOCUMENT: ADDENDUM

September 19, 2024

SVSP PCL WB-42 - Rezone and Land Use Amendment; File # PL24-0397
Page 33 of 43

a rezone from commercial to residential creates less than 20% of the daily trips. Therefore, the proposed rezone
would result in fewer trips and lessen impacts to traffic and transportation systems, than those described in the
SVSP EIR.

The Project does not introduce any hazards resulting from circulation design, as it does not introduce hazards
such as sharp curves or dangerous intersections. Nor does it present substantial safety risks associated with
emergency access. The Project has been reviewed by the City Engineering Division and City Fire Department
staff, and has been found to be consistent with the City’s Design Standards. Furthermore, standard conditions
of approval added to all City projects require compliance with Fire Codes and other design standards.
Compliance with existing regulations ensure that traffic safety-related impacts are less than significant. Thus,
pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164, subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described
in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a subsequent FEIR have occurred” relative to transportation/traffic.
Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already established in the
SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MMs are applicable to the Project regarding transportation and traffic
impacts.

e SVSP EIR MM 4.3-1. Roseville Intersections: Pay Fair Share of Improvements in the CIP including
Improvements to Intersections

e SVSP EIR MM 4.3-6. State Facilities Segments: Pay Fair Share Costs

o SVSP EIR MM 4.3-7. Sutter County Facilities: Pay Fair Share Costs

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, the Project
would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those
analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding transportation and traffic.

XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources

For the environmental setting, refer to Section 4.9.2 of the SVSP EIR.

Would the Project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a Tribal Cultural Resource as defined
in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically

defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California
Native American tribe, and that is:

in full effect until July 1, 2020, and only apply to documents released to the public after that date (see CEQA Guidelines
Section 15064.3(c) [stating that its VMT provisions applied only prospectively, as provided in CEQA Guidelines Section
15007, which provides, among other things, that “[nJew requirements in amendments will apply to steps in the CEQA
process not yet undertaken by the date when agencies must comply with the amendments,” and that “[i]f a document
meets the content requirements in effect when the document is sent out for public review, the document shall not need to
be revised to conform to any new content requirements”]). Here, the Final EIR for the SVSP, on which this Addendum
relies, was prepared in 2010, more than a decade before the VMT requirement took effect (see also Citizens for Positive
Growth & Preservation v. City of Sacramento (2019) 43 Cal.App.5th 609, 625-626 [court refuses to address legal
challenge to EIR based on a failure to include VMT analysis because the EIR at issue was prepared prior to July 2020]).
Moreover, the circumstances and evidence surrounding this project do not necessitate a VMT analysis. As stated by Fehr
& Peers, the project would result in a dramatic decrease in traffic trips below what was considered in the SVSP EIR.
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Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y Vel
L Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant .. Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or : MMs?
. . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e o
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Listed or eligible for listing
in the California Register
o Mo Resauces.of | svse e
9 Impacts 4.9-1 No No No Yes

historical resources as
defined in Public
Resources Code Section
5020.1(k), or

b) A resource determined by
the lead agency, in its
discretion and supported
by substantial evidence,
to be significant pursuant
to criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the Same No No No Yes
criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section
5024.1, the lead agency
shall consider the
significance of the
resource to a California
Native American tribe

to 4.9-2, 4.9-4

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Tribal cultural resources were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The SVSP
EIR found that no known cultural resources exist on the Project site, inclusive of tribal cultural resources (see V.
Cultural Resources). The SVSP then discussed the potential for subsurface resources to be found during
construction, and included mitigation requiring a cessation of work should any item of cultural interest, inclusive
of tribal interests, be found. The mitigation was found to render potential impacts less than significant. The Project
would result in the same impact, and the mitigation remains applicable to the Project. Moreover, notice of the
Project was mailed to tribes that had requested such notice pursuant to S.B. 18 for early consultation for the
amendment of general plans. No request for consultation was received within or beyond 90 days from the request
being sent. Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already established
in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MMs are applicable to the Project regarding cultural resources impacts.

e SVSP EIR MM 4.9-1. Cease Work and Consult with Qualified Archaeologist

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, the Project
would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those
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analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding tribal cultural resources.

XIX. Utilities and Service Systems

For the environmental setting, refer to Sections 4.12.1.2, 4.12.2.2, 4.12.3.2, 4.12.4.2, and 4.12.5.2 of the SVSP
EIR. Would the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y Vel
L Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant . Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or : MMs?
- . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Require or result in the
relocation or construction of
new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment or SVSP EIR
storm water drainage, Impacts 4.12.3-
electric power, natural gas, 1t04.12.3-2, No No No Yes
or telecommunications 4.12.51 to
facilities, the construction or 4.12.5-2
which could cause
significant environmental
effects?
b) Have sufficient water
supplies available to serve SVSP EIR
the project and reasonably Impacts 4.12.1-
foreseeable future 1to 4.12.1-2, No No No Yes
development during normal, 412.21

dry and multiple dry years?
¢) Result in a determination by
the wastewater treatment
provider which serves or
may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to I SVSP EIR No No No Yes
. . mpact 4.12.1-3
serve the project’s projected
demand in addition to the
provider’s existing
commitments?
d) Generate solid waste in
excess of State or local

standards, or in excess of SVSP EIR
the capacity of local Impacts 4.12.4- No No No Yes
infrastructure, or otherwise 1t04.12.4-4

impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?
e) Comply with federal, state,

and local management and SVSP EIR
reduction statutes and Impacts 4.12.1- No No No Yes
regulations related to solid 1,4.12.1-4

waste?
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Discussion of Checklist Answers:

Utilities and services systems were adequately addressed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). The
SVSP EIR concluded that most potentially significant impacts to utilities and services systems associated with
the SVSP could be mitigated to less-than-significant levels. However, impacts associated with increased use of
the landfill and its eventual expansion would remain significant and unavoidable even after mitigation because
this expansion is outside the City’s jurisdiction (2012 MND, p. 51). The SVSP EIR indicated that the Western
Placer Waste Management Authority facilities would be used to dispose of solid waste, and that there was
insufficient capacity to accept solid waste from the SVSP at full buildout. Solid waste generation is based on
population, and the Project would increase the estimated population for the plan area with the increase in
residential units. However, the impact conclusion would not change—it is significant and unavoidable and will
remain as such. Furthermore, the amount increase of solid waste would not be substantially more severe, but
rather an incremental increase. Notwithstanding, since the time the SVSP EIR was adopted, the Western Placer
Waste Management Authority’s Western Regional Sanitary Landfill has expanded and currently has a remaining
capacity of 29.1 million cubic yards and a projected closure date of 2058, whereas during preparation of the
SVSP EIR, it had a remaining capacity of approximately 25.4 million cubic yards and a closure date of 2041
(SVSP EIR, p. 4.12.4-12). Therefore, this impact would be lesser under the Project than was concluded under
the SVSP.

The SVSP EIR addressed water demand for the plan area and determined there was adequate supply to meet
the anticipated water demands from full buildout, excluding ultimate buildout of the UR area. Upon the
redesignation/rezoning of the UR area, it was determined that existing City water supplies would need to be
augmented and that the additional water would come from the City’s current water entitlements for corporate
business centers because no such centers were planned (see 2012 MND, p. 49). This arrangement left a
remainder 46 acre feet of unused water supply for future use. Furthermore, given the myriad of water
conservation legislation that has been passed since 2012, which requires significant progressive reductions in
personal water use over a series of years,® the Project likely would use less water than currently anticipated.
The City’s Environmental Utilities Department staff reviewed the Project and concluded that water uses by the
Project would fall below the water supply that is available for City use. Therefore, impact conclusions related to
water supply remain the same.

Development of the Project area will require the construction of water lines and sewer lines and facilities, but
these were previously identified through the infrastructure master plans developed for the SVSP (see 2012 MND,
p. 50). The Project site land use changes in 2012 required that the Project at that time be required to fund its fair
share payment toward construction of a new recycled water storage tank and an upgrade to the existing WRSP
recycled water pump station, but no other major changes to infrastructural facilities was expected (see 2012
MND, p. 51). The SVSP EIR concluded that the Pleasant Grove Wastewater Treatment Plan was sized to
accommodate flow from the plan area and that impacts would be less than significant. This conclusion remains
applicable to the Project (see 2012 MND, p. 51). The City’s Environmental Utilities Department staff reviewed
the Project and determined that project changes fell within the scope of prior assessment in regard to these
infrastructure facilities. Thus, the impacts of the Project fall within the scope of the impacts and mitigation already
established in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: The following MMs are applicable to the Project regarding impacts associated with utilities
and service systems.

¢ SVSP EIR MM 4.11-5. Treatment Plant Capacity
e SVSP EIR WMM 4.11-7. Expand the WRSL Landfill (occurred)

6 For example, A.B. 1660 (2018) and S.B. 606 (2018) caps indoor residential water use and requires water efficient
controls on residential landscaping irrigation.
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¢ SVSP EIR WMM 4.11-11. Divert Construction Debris

Conclusion: As described above and with implementation of the applicable mitigation measures, the Project
would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe than those
analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15164,
subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for preparation of a
subsequent EIR have occurred” regarding utilities and service systems.

XX.  Wildfire

If located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire hazard severity zones, would
the Project:

Any New
Any New Circumstances Anv New
Where was Significant Resulting in New y Vel
L Information
. Impact Impacts or Significant . Any
Environmental Issue . . Requiring New
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or : MMs?
. . Analysis or
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially e
Verification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Substantially impair an
adopted emergency N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

response land or
emergency evacuation?

b) Due to slope, prevailing
winds, and other factors,
exacerbate wildfire risks,
and thereby expose
project occupants to, N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
pollutant concentrations
from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a
wildfire?

c) Require the installation or
maintenance of associated
infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks,
emergency water sources,
power lines or other N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
utilities) that may
exacerbate fire risk or that
may result in temporary or
ongoing impacts to the
environment?

d) Expose people or
structures to significant
risks, including downslope
or downstream flooding or
landslides, as a result of
runoff, post-fire slope
instability, or drainage
changes?

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
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Discussion of Checklist Answers:

The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) is the state agency responsible for
wildland fire protection and management. As part of that task, CAL FIRE maintains maps designating Wildland
Fire Hazard Severity zones and designates state responsibility areas. The City is not located within or near a
state responsibility area and also is not located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. Therefore, this
checklist section does not apply.

XXI. Mandatory Findings of Significance
Any New
Any New Circumstances Any New
Where was Significant Resulting in New I .
A nformation
Environmental Issue Impact . Impacts.or Significant Requiring New Any
Analyzed in Substantially Impacts or Analvsi MMs?
Prior EIR? More Severe Substantially Vv na'ysis or
erification?
Impacts? More Severe
Impacts?
a) Have the potential to
substantially degrade the
quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife See above
species, cause a fish or Sections IV.
wildlife population to drop Biological
below self-sustaining Resources; V.
levels, threaten to Cultural
e . . No No No Yes
eliminate a plant or animal | Resources; VII.
community, substantially Geology and
reduce the number or Soils; XVIIIL.
restrict the range of a rare Tribal Cultural
or endangered plant or Resources
animal or eliminate
important examples of the
major periods of California
history or prehistory?
b) Have impacts that are
individually limited, but
cumulatively considerable?
(“Cumulatively
considerable” means that
the incremental effects of a See SVSP EIR
project are considerable Secti No No No Yes
. . . ection 5.7.3
when viewed in connection
with the effects of the past
projects, the effects of
other current projects, and
the effects of probable
future projects.)
c) Have environmental See above
effects which will cause Sections lll. Air
substantial adverse effects Quality; VIII.
on human beings, either Greenhouse No No No Yes
directly or indirectly? Gases; XI.
Hazards and
Hazardous
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Materials; X.
Hydrology and
Water Quality;

XIll. Noise

Discussion of Checklist Answers:

With implementation of the City’s Mitigating Ordinances, Guidelines, and Standards and best management
practices, mitigation measures described in the SVSP and listed in this document, and permit conditions, the
Project will not exceed the scope of any impact contemplated SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND) that is
associated with habitat, species, historic/prehistoric resources, or adverse effects on human beings.
Furthermore, cumulative impacts associated with the Project would not exceed those contemplated in the SVSP
EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND) because no Project-related individual impact exceeds the scope of that same
impact in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND).

Mitigation Measures: See above checklist sections for applicable mitigation measures.

Conclusion: With the implementation of the applicable mitigation measures listed in this Addendum checklist,
the Project would not result in a new significant impact or significant impacts that are substantially more severe
than those analyzed in the SVSP EIR (inclusive of the 2012 MND). Therefore, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
Section 15164, subdivision (a), the City finds that “none of the conditions described in Section 15162 calling for
preparation of a subsequent EIR have occurred” relative to the mandatory findings of significance.

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION

Based on analysis conducted in this Addendum, the previously certified EIR, and the 2012 MND, it is determined
that implementation of Project modifications, as described herein, would not result in any new or substantially
more severe environmental impacts, either directly or as a result of new circumstances or information. The City
may take the following actions in compliance with CEQA:

o Certify the Addendum
¢ Adopt the SVSP amendment
e Approve the General Plan and specific plan amendments and rezone

In reviewing the site specific information provided for the Project and acting as Lead Agency, the City of Roseville,
Development Services Department, Planning Division has analyzed the potential environmental impacts created
by this project and determined that the findings of CEQA Section 15162 concerning the decision not to prepare
a subsequent EIR and the findings of CEQA Section 15164 concerning the decision to prepare an Addendum
can be made. As supported by substantial evidence within the Addendum to the SIERRA VISTA SPECIFIC
PLAN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT (SCH # 2008032115, adopted May 5, 2010), inclusive of the
WESTBROOK SPECIFIC PLAN AMENDMENT TO THE SIERRA VISTA SPECIFIC PLAN MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION (SCH # 2008032115, adopted June 15, 2012), the Lead Agency makes the
following findings:

[ X ] No substantial changes are proposed in the Project which would require major revisions of the
previous EIR.

[ X] No substantial changes have occurred with respect to the circumstances under which the Project
is undertaken.
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[ X1 There is no new information of substantial importance which was not known and could not have
been known with the exercise of due diligence at the time the previous EIR was certified as complete.

Addendum Prepared by:

Sean Weralea

Sean Morales, Associate Planner
City of Roseville, Development Services—Planning Division

ATTACHMENTS

Addendum Attachment 1 — Applicable Mitigation Measures from the Sierra Vista Specific Plan EIR



ADDENDUM ATTACHMENT 1

APPLICABLE MITIGATION MEASURES
from the Sierra Vista Specific Plan EIR

Documents to
Reviewing | be Submitted | Staff Use
Mitigation Measure Implementation Timing Party to the City Only
SVSP EIR MM 4.1-2. Agricultural Conversion Policies The Applicant shall be Prior to the | Planning Documentation
responsible for securing | issuance of | Director, of conservation
One acre of open space shall be preserved within Placer County for each acre | € offsite grassland a Grading | City Open | easements
of open space impacted within the Specific Plan area. This is to be mitigation prior to Permit. Space
accomplished through the recordation of conservation easements that resultin | @Pproval of tentative Preserve
the formation of preserve lands (as a “mitigation property or “preserve site” and | Maps proportional to Manager,
collectively, “mitigation lands” or “preserve lands”). For the purposes of the development and CDD
assessing impacts associated with a specific development project, “open proposed. Director
space” impacts shall include all land proposed to be developed for urban uses.
For purposes of mitigation for the specific development project, the term “open
space” shall include any and all undeveloped land proposed to be preserved by
conservation easement or otherwise required by any governmental agency to
be preserved for any reason, specifically including all lands preserved for
habitat or agricultural mitigation is required beyond the 1:1 open space
requirement noted above, as long as a substantial portion, as determined by the
Planning Director, of the mitigation lands acquired are (1) in agricultural
production, (2) are undeveloped and have the same or higher value CDC
categorization as lands being affected within the Specific Plan property at issue.
In-kind mitigation is not required for agricultural land development within the
Specific Plan area.
SVSP EIR MM 4.3-1. Roseville Intersections: Pay Fair Share of Improvements | 1he Development In Public Project will pay
in the CIP including Improvements to [] Intersections Agreements between accordance | Works fair share of
Applicant and the City, | with Director fees
. . . , . . require the City to Developme
» Fiddyment/Baseline Road: improve intersection as part of the project update the CIP and the | nt
» Watt Avenue/Baseline Road: improve intersection as part of the project Applicants to pay fair Agreement
Improvements would be necessary to the following intersections, as part of the | share fees. s, the traffic
project to achieve acceptable service levels under the 2025 CIP plus Project mitigation
scenario. However, as noted, many intersections cannot be mitigated because fees shall
of constraints. be paid on
1. Foothills Boulevard and Baseline Road: No feasible mitigation a pr.o-raFa
2. Industrial Avenue and Alantown Drive: No feasible mitigation ?oatst;Se prior
3. Cirby Way and Northridge Drive: No feasible mitigation issuance of




APPLICABLE MITIGATION MEASURES
from the Sierra Vista Specific Plan EIR

Mitigation Measure

Implementation

Timing

Reviewing
Party

Documents to
be Submitted
to the City

Staff Use
Only

4. Foothills Boulevard and Junction Boulevard: No feasible mitigation
5. Junction Boulevard and Baseline Road: No feasible mitigation
6. Roseville Parkway and Sierra College Boulevard: No feasible mitigation

7. Blue Oaks Boulevard and Crocker Ranch Road: Re-stripe to include two
south bound to east bound left turn lanes and a separate right turn. This
improvement shall be added to the City of Roseville’s Capital Improvement
program. Development within the Sierra Vista Specific Plan Area shall be
required to pay fair share costs for this improvement

8. Blue Oaks Boulevard and New Meadow Drive: Re-stripe the southbound
through lane to a shared through and left-turn lane. This improvement shall be
added to the City of Roseville’s Capital Improvement program. Development
within the Sierra Vista Specific Plan Area shall be required to pay fair share
costs for this improvement. As such, this impact would be reduced to less than
significant.

9. Foothills Boulevard and Baseline/Main: No feasible mitigation

10. Sunrise Boulevard and Sandringham/Kensinton: add a dedicated
southbound right-turn lane

11. Woodcreek Oaks and Baseline Road: construction of a second eastbound
through lane. This improvement is currently in the City’s CIP program. SVSP
would be required to pay fair share costs for this improvement.

The SVSP will develop over a period of years. Therefore, the impacts on these
impacts would occur over a period of time. As with other improvements in the
2025 CIP, the City shall monitor traffic conditions and determine when specific
improvements are needed. The City of Roseville’s traffic impact fees should be
revised to include the SVSP area. The City of Roseville’s Traffic Impact Fees
should be revised to include the SVSP. Specific Plans and/or development
proposals shall provide for fair share contributions of the cost of the
improvements through the updated traffic impact fees.

Construction of intersection improvements could have impacts on biological and
cultural resources, air quality, water quality, and noise levels. These impacts will
be evaluated as part of the CIP update to incorporate the adopted mitigation.

any
building
permit.

SVSP EIR MM 4.3-6. State Facilities Segments: Pay Fair Share Costs

No specific improvements have been identified to mitigate project

The City and Sutter
County shall implement
a regional traffic fee to
fund the identified
improvements.

Payment of
applicable
fees by the
Applicant
at the time

Sutter
County
Public
Works
Director

Project will pay
fair share of
fees




APPLICABLE MITIGATION MEASURES
from the Sierra Vista Specific Plan EIR

Documents to

Reviewing | be Submitted | Staff Use
Mitigation Measure Implementation Timing Party to the City Only
impacts on |-80, SR 70/99, or SR 65; however, the City is willing to work with Applicant within the of each and the
Caltrans & the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) to SVSP shall be required | building City Public
establish a regional approach to institute a fee program for the purpose of to contribute to the permit. Works
funding improvements on these facilities. If and when Caltrans and the City regional fee to fund a Director
enter into an enforceable agreement, the Project shall pay impact fees to the portion of the
City of Roseville in amounts that constitute the Project’s fair share contributions | improvements per the
to the construction of transportation facilities and/or improvements, consistent Development
with the Mitigation Fee Act (Gov. Code, § 66000 Agreements. The State
et seq.). The City shall determine the means of providing the project’s fair share | shall be responsible for
of the funds for these improvements to Caltrans through the inter-agency pverseeing the
agreement or other arrangement required by Mitigation Measure 4.3-7. improvements.
SVSP EIR MM 4.3-7. Sutter County Facilities: Pay Fair Share Costs The City and Sutter Payment of | Sutter Project will pay
County shall implement | fees by the | County fair share of

« Reigo Road and Pleasant Grove South a regional traffic fee to Applicant Public fees

. fund the identified atthe time | Works
* Riego Road and Pleasant Grove North . .

. improvements. of each Director
* Riego Road Applicant within the building and the
The City of Roseville shall negotiate in good faith to enter into a fair agreement | SVSP shall be required | permit. City Public
with Sutter County regarding Sierra Vista's fair share mitigation for this to contribute to the Works
improvement. In reaching an accommodation with Sutter County, the City and regional fee to fund a Director

Sutter County, in order to better ensure an effective sub-regional approach to
mitigating transportation-related impacts, may choose to include within the
same agreements or Joint Powers Authority additional public agencies with
whom it must work to mitigate transportation-related impacts, such as Placer
County, Sacramento County, and Caltrans. As the City strives to achieve
agreement(s) with one or more of these other agencies, the City shall insist that
“fair share” fee obligations be reciprocal, in the sense that the other local
agencies, in accepting fair share contributions from the SVSP developers, must
agree to require new development occurring in their own jurisdictions to make
fair share contributions towards mitigation the significant effects of such
development on the City’s transportation network. Any such arrangement(s),
with just Sutter County or with additional agencies, shall account for existing
inter-agency fee programs in order to avoid requiring redundant mitigation or
fee payments exceeding fair share mitigation levels. The City intends that its
arrangement(s) with Sutter County and any other agencies shall permit the
participating agencies flexibility in providing cross-jurisdictional credits and
reimbursements consistent with the general “fair share” mitigation standard, and

portion of the
improvements per the
Development
Agreements. Sutter
County shall be
responsible for
overseeing the
improvements.
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Mitigation Measure

Implementation

Timing

Reviewing
Party

Documents to
be Submitted
to the City

Staff Use
Only

require an updated model run incorporating the best available information in
order to obtain the most accurate, up-to-date impact assessment feasible and
to generate the most accurate, up-to-date estimates of regional fair share
contributions. These arrangements, moreover, should also include provisions
that allow for periodic updates to the traffic modeling on which fair share
payment calculations depend in order to account for (i) newly approved projects
cumulatively contributing to transportation-related impacts and that therefore
should contribute to the funding of necessary improvements (e.g., the Curry
Creek Community Plan in Placer County), (ii) additional physical improvements
necessitated in whole or in part by newly approved projects, (iii) changing cost
calculations for the construction of needed improvements based on changes in
the costs of materials, labor, and other inputs. Implementation of MM 4.3-8
would reduce impacts to a less than significant level; however, these
improvements lie outside the jurisdiction of the City of Roseville. As such, this
impact is considered significant and unavoidable.

SVSP EIR MM 4.4-1. Dust and Construction Control Policies

In accordance with the PCAPCD, the applicant shall comply with all applicable
rules and regulations as listed above (e.g., Rule 202, 218 and 228). In addition,
at the time of tentative map the applicant(s) shall implement a minimum of five
(5) of the following measures unless superseded by state or other more
stringent standards:

The following mitigation measures shall be implemented to reduce short-term
construction-related air quality impacts. In addition, dust control measures are
required to be implemented by all projects in accordance with the City of
Roseville Grading Ordinance, and the PCAPCD Fugitive Dust Rule 228.

* Applicant shall submit to PCAPCD a Construction Emission / Dust Control
Plan within 30 days prior to groundbreaking. If the PCAPCD does not respond
within 20 days, the plan shall be considered approved. The plan must address
the minimum requirements found in section 300 and 400 of District Rule 228,
Fugitive Dust (www.placer.ca.gov/airpollution/a irpolut.htm). The applicant shall
keep a hard or electronic copy of Rule 228, Fugitive Dust on-site for reference.

» The Construction Emission/Dust Control Plan shall include a comprehensive
inventory (i.e. make, model, year, emission rating) of all heavy-duty off-road
equipment (50 horsepower (HP) of greater) that will be used an aggregate of 40
or more hours for the construction project. The project representative shall

The Applicant shall
submit construction
management plans as
part of the Grading
Permit application. The
Public Works Director
shall review grading
plans for inclusion of
these measures prior to
issuance of grading
permits. The City Code
Enforcement Officer
shall respond to
complaints.

Prior to
issuance of
Grading
Permits.

Director of
Public
Works

Dust Control
Plan and proof
of submittal to
PCAPCD
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provide PCAPCD with the anticipated construction timeline including start date,
and name and phone number of the project manager and on-site foreman. The
plan shall demonstrate that the heavy-duty (> 50 HP) off-road vehicles to be
used in the construction project, including owned, leased and subcontractor
vehicles, will achieve a project wide fleet-average 20% NOX reduction and 45%
particulate reduction compared to the most recent ARB fleet average. PCAPCD
shall be contacted for average fleet emission data. Acceptable options for
reducing emissions may include use of late model engines, low-emission diesel
products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit technology, after-treatment products,
and/or other options as they become available. Contractors can access the
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District’s web site to
determine if their off-road fleet meets the requirements listed in this measure
(http://www.airquality.org/cega/Construction_Mitigation_Calculator.xIs).

The following measures are also included to reduce construction-related ROG,
Nox, PM10 and PM2.5 emissions:

* All construction equipment shall be maintained in good operating condition.
Contractor shall ensure that all construction equipment is being properly
serviced and maintained as per the manufacturer’s specifications. Maintenance
records shall be available at the construction site for verification. This measure
will reduce combustion emissions of all criteria air pollutants.

* Prior to the issuance of any grading permits, all applicants shall submit
construction plans denoting the proposed schedule and projected equipment
use. Construction contractors shall provide evidence that low emission mobile
construction will be used, or that their use was investigated and found to be
infeasible for the project. Low emission equipment is defined as meeting the
California Air Resources Board’s Tier Il standards. Contractors shall also
conform to any construction measures imposed by the PCAPCD as well as City
Planning Staff. This measure will primarily reduce ROG, Nox, PM10, and PM2.5
exhaust emissions.

« Paints and coating shall be applied either by hand or by high volume, low-
pressure spray. This measure will reduce evaporative ROG emissions.

« All construction shall comply with the following measures to reduce fugitive
dust related emissions of PM10 and PM2.5:

o Maintain a minimum 24-inch freeboard on soil haul trucks or cover
payloads using tarps or other suitable means.

o Suspend grading operations during high winds (greater than 15 mph).
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0 Sweep streets as necessary if silt is carried off-site to adjacent public
thoroughfares or occurs as a result of hauling.

o Dispose of surplus excavated material in accordance with local
ordinances and use sound engineering practices.

o Schedule activities to minimize the amounts of exposed excavated soil
during and after the end of work periods.

o Phase grading into smaller areas to prevent the susceptibility of larger
areas to erosion over extended periods of time.

o Pave or apply gravel to any on-site haul roads.

o Reestablish ground cover on the construction site through seeding and
water.

o Clean earth moving construction equipment with water or sweep clean,
once per day, or as necessary (e.g., when moving onsite), consistent with
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System Best Management
Practices and the Roseville Grading Ordinance. Water shall be applied to
control dust as needed to prevent dust impacts offsite. Operational water
truck(s), shall be on-site, as required, to control fugitive dust. Construction
vehicles leaving the site shall be cleaned, as needed, to prevent dust, silt,
mud, and dirt from being released or tracked off-site.

o Spread soil binders on unpaved roads and employee/equipment parking
areas. Soil binders shall be non-toxic in accordance with state and local
regulations. Apply approved chemical soil stabilizers, or vegetated mats,
etc. according to manufacturers’ specifications, to all-inactive construction
areas (previously graded areas which remain inactive for 96 hours).

0 Minimize diesel idling time to a maximum of five minutes.

o Utilize existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or clean fuel generators
rather than temporary diesel power generators, if feasible.

o An applicant representative, ARB-certified to perform Visible Emissions
Evaluations (VEE), shall routinely (i.e., once per week) evaluate project
related off-road and heavy-duty on-road equipment emissions for
compliance with this requirement for projects grading more than 20 acres in
size, regardless of how many acres are to be disturbed daily.

o Construction equipment exhaust emissions shall not exceed the PCAPCD
Visible Emissions Rule 202. Fugitive dust is not to exceed 40% opacity and
not go beyond property boundary at any time. Operators of vehicles and
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equipment found to exceed opacity limits are to be immediately notified and

the equipment must be repaired within 72 hours.
The City of Roseville is currently working with the Placer County Pollution
Control District to update the standard mitigation measures. The following
measures will likely be required at the time specific development is proposed.
1c. Prior to approval of Grading/ plans the applicant shall submit a Construction
Emission / Dust Control Plan to the Placer County APCD. The plan must be
submitted by certified mail, or receive a date stamp or other submittal proof.
This plan must address the minimum Administrative Requirements found in
section 300 and 400 of APCD Rule 228, Fugitive Dust. The applicant shall not
break ground prior to receiving APCD approval of the Construction
Emission/Dust Control Plan. If the applicant has submittal proof of submittal and
no response is received from the District within 20 working days the plan shall
be deemed complete, and construction may begin.

1c. Include the following standard note on the Improvement/Grading Plan: The
prime contractor shall submit to the District a comprehensive inventory (i.e.
make, model, year, emission rating) of all the heavy-duty off-road equipment
(50 horsepower of greater) that will be used an aggregate of 40 or more hours
for the construction project. If any new equipment is added after submission of
the inventory, the prime contractor shall the prime contractor shall contact the
APCD prior to the new equipment being utilized. At least three business days
prior to the use of subject heavy-duty off-road equipment, the project
representative shall provide the District with the anticipated construction
timeline including start date, and name and phone number of the property
owner, project manager, and on-site foreman.

1c. Prior to approval of Grading/Improvement Plans, the applicant shall provide
a plan to the Placer County APCD for approval by the District demonstrating
that the heavy-duty (> 50 horsepower) off-road vehicles to be used in the
construction project, including owned, leased and subcontractor vehicles, will
achieve a project wide fleet-average 20 percent Nox reduction and 45 percent
particulate reduction compared to the most recent CARB fleet average.
Acceptable options for reducing emissions may include use of late model
engines, low-emission diesel products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit
technology, after-treatment products, and/or other options as they become
available.

2. Include the following standard note on the Improvement/Grading Plan: If
required by the Public Works Department, the contractor shall hold a pre-




APPLICABLE MITIGATION MEASURES
from the Sierra Vista Specific Plan EIR

Mitigation Measure

Implementation

Timing

Reviewing
Party

Documents to
be Submitted
to the City

Staff Use
Only

construction meeting prior to grading activities. The contractor shall invite the
Placer County APCD to the pre-construction meeting in order to discuss the
construction emission/dust control plan with employees and/or contractors.

3. Prior to building permit approval, the applicant shall show, on the plans
submitted to the Building Department, that electrical outlets shall be installed on
the exterior walls of both the front and back of all residences or all commercial
buildings to promote the use of electric landscape maintenance equipment.

4. Prior to building permit approval, the applicant shall show, on the plans
submitted to the Building Department, provisions for construction of new
residences, and where natural gas is available, the installation of a gas outlet
for use with outdoor cooking appliances, such as a gas barbecue or outdoor
recreational fire pits.

5. Prior to building permit approval, in accordance with District Rule 225, only
U.S. EPA Phase Il certified wood burning devices shall be allowed in single-
family residences. The emission potential from each residence shall not exceed
a cumulative total of 7.5 grams per hour for all devices. Masonry fireplaces shall
have either an EPA certified Phase Il wood burning device or shall be a U.L.
Listed Decorative Gas Appliance. (Rule 225)

6. Wood burning or Pellet appliances shall not be permitted in multi-family
developments. Only natural gas or propane fired fireplace appliances are
permitted. These appliances shall be clearly delineated on the Floor Plans
submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit application. (Rule 225 /
section 302.2)

7. Prior to the issuance of a Building Permit, the applicant shall show that all flat
roofs with parapets shall include a white or silver cap sheet to reduce energy
demands.

8. Diesel trucks shall be prohibited from idling more than five minutes. Prior to
the issuance of a Building Permit, the applicant shall show that all truck loading
and unloading docks shall be equipped with one 110/208 volt power outlet for
every two dock doors. Diesel Trucks idling for more than five minutes shall be
required to connect to the 110/208 volt power to run any auxiliary equipment.
2'x3’ sighage which indicates “Diesel engine ldling Limited to a Maximum of 5
Minutes” shall be shown on the building elevations and shall be submitted to the
Placer County APCD prior to the issuance of Building Permits for the project.

9. Prior to approval of Improvement Plans, an enforcement plan shall be
established, and submitted to the APCD for review, in order to evaluate project-
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related on-and-off- road heavy-duty vehicle engine emission opacities on a
weekly basis, using standards as defined in California Code of Regulations,
Title 13, Sections 2180 — 2194. An Environmental Coordinator, hired by the
prime contractor or property owner, and who is CARB-certified to perform
Visible Emissions Evaluations (VEE), shall routinely evaluate project related off-
road and heavy duty on-road equipment emissions for compliance with this
requirement. Operators of vehicles and equipment found to exceed opacity
limits will be notified by APCD and the equipment must be repaired within 72
hours. (California Code of Regulations, Title 13, Sections 2180 — 2194)

PCAPCD Rules (Existing District requirements to be added as construction
notes or referenced in conditions of approval)

New Standard Condition of Approval (for all projects): The project shall comply
with all applicable Placer County Air Pollution Control District rules and
regulations, and shall obtain applicable permits and/or clearances from the
District prior to the start of construction.

The following air quality notes shall be added to the grading and/or
improvement plans:

» The contractor shall use CARB ultra low sulfur diesel fuel for all diesel—
powered equipment. In addition, low sulfur fuel shall be utilized for all stationary
equipment. (California Standards for Motor Vehicle Diesel Fuel, title 13, article
4.8, chapter 9, California Code of Regulations).

* Processes that discharge 2 pounds per day or more of air contaminants, as
defined by Health and Safety Code Section 39013, to the atmosphere may
require a permit. Permits are required for both construction and operation.
Developers/contractors should contact the District prior to construction and
obtain any necessary permits prior to the issuance of a Building Permit. (Rule
501)

* Pursuant to the Placer County Air Pollution Control District Rule 501, General
Permit Requirements, the proposed project may need a permit from the District
prior to construction. In general, any engine greater than 50 brake horsepower
or any boiler with heat greater than 1,000,000 Btu per hour shall require a
permit issued by the District. (Rule 501)

« All on-site stationary equipment which is classified as 50 hp or greater shall
either obtain a state issued portable equipment permit or a Placer County
APCD issued portable equipment permit. (California Portable Equipment Air
Quality
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Registration Program, Section 2452).

» The contractor shall utilize existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or clean
fuel generators rather than temporary diesel power generators if feasible.

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

+ During construction, traffic speeds on all unpaved surfaces shall be limited to
15 miles per hour or less. (Rule 228 / section 401.2)

Contact the APCD prior to the new equipment being utilized. At least three
business days prior to the use of subject heavy-duty off-road equipment, the
project representative shall provide the District with the anticipated construction
timeline including start date, and name and phone number of the property
owner, project manager, and on-site foreman.

1. Prior to approval of Grading/Improvement Plans, the applicant shall provide a
plan to the Placer County APCD for approval by the District demonstrating that
the heavy-duty (> 50 horsepower) off-road vehicles to be used in the
construction project, including owned, leased and subcontractor vehicles, will
achieve a project wide fleet-average 20 percent Nox reduction and 45 percent
particulate reduction compared to the most recent CARB fleet average.
Acceptable options for reducing emissions may include use of late model
engines, low-emission diesel products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit
technology, after-treatment products, and/or other options as they become
available.

2. Include the following standard note on the Improvement/Grading Plan: If
required by the Public Works Department, the contractor shall hold a pre-
construction meeting prior to grading activities. The contractor shall invite the
Placer County APCD to the pre-construction meeting in order to discuss the
construction emission/dust control plan with employees and/or contractors.

3. Prior to building permit approval, the applicant shall show, on the plans
submitted to the Building Department, that electrical outlets shall be installed on
the exterior walls of both the front and back of all residences or all commercial
buildings to promote the use of electric landscape maintenance equipment.

4. Prior to building permit approval, the applicant shall show, on the plans
submitted to the Building Department, provisions for construction of new
residences, and where natural gas is available, the installation of a gas outlet
for use with outdoor cooking appliances, such as a gas barbecue or outdoor
recreational fire pits.
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5. Prior to building permit approval, in accordance with District Rule 225, only
U.S. EPA Phase Il certified wood burning devices shall be allowed in single-
family residences. The emission potential from each residence shall not exceed
a cumulative total of 7.5 grams per hour for all devices. Masonry fireplaces shall
have either an EPA certified Phase Il wood burning device or shall be a U.L.
Listed Decorative Gas Appliance. (Rule 225)

6. Wood burning or Pellet appliances shall not be permitted in multi-family
developments. Only natural gas or propane fired fireplace appliances are
permitted. These appliances shall be clearly delineated on the Floor Plans
submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit application. (Rule 225 /
section 302.2)

7. Prior to the issuance of a Building Permit, the applicant shall show that all flat
roofs with parapets shall include a white or silver cap sheet to reduce energy
demands.

8. Diesel trucks shall be prohibited from idling more than five minutes. Prior to
the issuance of a Building Permit, the applicant shall show that all truck loading
and unloading docks shall be equipped with one 110/208 volt power outlet for
every two dock doors. Diesel Trucks idling for more than five minutes shall be
required to connect to the 110/208 volt power to run any auxiliary equipment.
2'x3’ signage which indicates “Diesel engine Idling Limited to a Maximum of 5
Minutes” shall be shown on the building elevations and shall be submitted to the
Placer County APCD prior to the issuance of Building Permits for the project.

9. Prior to approval of Improvement Plans, an enforcement plan shall be
established, and submitted to the APCD for review, in order to evaluate project-
related on-and-off- road heavy-duty vehicle engine emission opacities on a
weekly basis, using standards as defined in California Code of Regulations,
Title 13, Sections 2180 — 2194. An Environmental Coordinator, hired by the
prime contractor or property owner, and who is CARB-certified to perform
Visible Emissions Evaluations (VEE), shall routinely evaluate project related off-
road and heavy duty on-road equipment emissions for compliance with this
requirement. Operators of vehicles and equipment found to exceed opacity
limits will be notified by APCD and the equipment must be repaired within 72
hours. (California Code of Regulations, Title 13, Sections 2180 — 2194)

PCAPCD Rules (Existing District requirements to be added as construction
notes or referenced in conditions of approval)

New Standard Condition of Approval (for all projects): The project shall comply
with all applicable Placer County Air Pollution Control District rules and
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regulations, and shall obtain applicable permits and/or clearances from the
District prior to the start of construction.

The following air quality notes shall be added to the grading and/or
improvement plans:

* The contractor shall use CARB ultra low sulfur diesel fuel for all diesel—
powered equipment. In addition, low sulfur fuel shall be utilized for all stationary
equipment. (California Standards for Motor Vehicle Diesel Fuel, title 13, article
4.8, chapter 9, California Code of Regulations).

* Processes that discharge 2 pounds per day or more of air contaminants, as
defined by Health and Safety Code Section 39013, to the atmosphere may
require a permit. Permits are required for both construction and operation.
Developers/contractors should contact the District prior to construction and
obtain any necessary permits prior to the issuance of a Building Permit. (Rule
501)

* Pursuant to the Placer County Air Pollution Control District Rule 501, General
Permit Requirements, the proposed project may need a permit from the District
prior to construction. In general, any engine greater than 50 brake horsepower
or any boiler with heat greater than 1,000,000 Btu per hour shall require a
permit issued by the District. (Rule 501)

« All on-site stationary equipment which is classified as 50 hp or greater shall
either obtain a state issued portable equipment permit or a Placer County
APCD issued portable equipment permit. (California Portable Equipment
Registration Program, Section 2452).

» The contractor shall utilize existing power sources (e.g., power poles) or clean
fuel generators rather than temporary diesel power generators if feasible.

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

* During construction, traffic speeds on all unpaved surfaces shall be limited to
15 miles per hour or less. (Rule 228 / section 401.2)

SVSP EIR MM 4.5-1. Reduction of Operational Emissions

Implementation of the Air Quality Mitigation Measures listed in Section 4.3 Air
Quality would reduce operational and construction-related emissions of criteria
air pollutants and precursors, and would also act to reduce GHG emissions

The Applicant shall
submit construction
management plans as
part of the Grading
Permit application. The

Public Works Director

Prior to
issuance of
Grading
Permits.

Director of
Public
Works

Operational
Emissions Plan
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associated with project construction and operation. Mitigation Measure 4.4-1 shall review grading
found in the Air Quality section of this EIR, is relevant to impact 4.5-1 because plans for inclusion of
both criteria air pollutant and GHG emissions are frequently associated with these measures prior to
combustion byproducts. In addition, the City shall implement the following issuance of grading
measures to reduce direct and indirect GHG emissions associated with the permits. The City Code
proposed project. Certain measures would already be components of the Enforcement Officer
project (i.e., Specific Plan policies, design guidelines and standards), and/or shall respond to
would be applied consistent with the City’s General Plan Policies, addressing complaints.
GHG emissions and climate change, but are provided here for purposes of In addition, plans will be
completeness. reviewed by the Placer
County Air Pollution
Control District for
compliance with their
rules and regulations.
SVSP EIR MM 4.5-2. Additional Measures to Reduce GHG Emissions The Applicant shall Prior to Director of | Construction
submit construction issuance of | Public Management
For each new development within the project site requiring a discretionary management plans as | Grading Works Plan
approval (e.g., tentative subdivision map, conditional use permit), the City shall | Part of the Grading Permits.
impose mitigation measures that reduce GHG emissions to the extent feasible | Permit application. The
and to the extent appropriate with respect to the state’s progress at the time Public Works Director
toward meeting GHG emissions reductions required by the California Global shall review grading
Warming Solutions Act of 2006 (AB 32). plans for inclusion of
The City shall require feasible reduction measures that, in combination with itsses:nrgeei?l'gl;rr?asd&gor to
existing and future regulatory measures developed under AB 32, will reduce . .
L . . . . permits. The City Code
GHG emissions associated with the operation of developments and supporting Enforcement Officer
infrastructure that are part of the proposed project by 30% from business-as-
usual emissions levels projected for 2025, if feasible shall respond to
’ ' complaints.
In addition, plans will be
reviewed by the Placer
County Air Pollution
Control District for
compliance with their
rules and regulations.
SVSP EIR MM 4.6-1. Construction Noise Reduction These measures shall Prior to Chief Measures shall
be included on building | approval of | Building be located on
plans. The Chief grading Inspector,
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MM 4.6-1(a): Construction activities shall comply with the requirements of the Building Inspector shall | permits Building Building Permit
City of Roseville Noise Ordinance. review plans for and/or Official, Plans
MM4.6-1(b): Locate fixed construction equipment such as compressors and inclusion of these building Code
generators as far as possible from sensitive receptors. Shroud or shield all measures prior to permits. Enforceme
impact tools, and muffle or shield all in-take and exhaust ports on power issuance of building nt
construction equipment. permits. The Code Inspector
MM 4.6-1(c): Designate a construction disturbance coordinator and Enforcement Inspector
conspicuously post the Coordinator’s contact information around the project site | Shall respond to
and in adjacent public spaces. The disturbance coordinator will receive all complaints.
public complaints about construction noise disturbances, and will be
responsible for determining the cause of the complaint, and implementing any
feasible measures to be taken to alleviate the problem.
MM 4.6-1(d): Well drilling shall occur prior to construction of the adjacent
subdivision, to the extent feasible. If construction timing for the wells occurs
after subdivision construction, then measures to reduce noise shall include;
hanging flexible sound control curtains around the drilling apparatus, and the
drill rig, to the degree feasible, as determined by the Environmental Utilities
Director, if located within 1,000-feet of an occupied residence.
SVSP EIR MM 4.8-3. Avoid Nesting Sites Results of Prior to Chief Nesting Bird
To ensure that fully protected bird and raptor species are not injured or preconstruction surveys | approval of | Building Surveys
disturbed by construction in the vicinity of nesting habitat, the project applicant | shall be submitted to grading Inspector,
shall implement the following measures: the Chief Building and Building
Raptors !nspector prior to the buildi.ng Official,
a) When feasible, all tree removal shall occur between August 30th and Issuance of_a grading permits. Code
. . ; permit. Applicable Enforceme

February 15th to avoid the breeding season of any raptor species that could be construction restrictions nt
using the area, and to discourage hawks from nesting in the vicinity of an hall be reflected within Inspector
upcoming construction area. E all P ’

. } ) ) i ) uilding plans. The Environme
b) For S_wamson s_hawk, if avmdaryce of tree removal_outS|de the breedlng_ applicants shall prepare ntal
season is not feasible, and a nest is present, the applicants would be required annual reports on the Coordinato

to obtain a 2081 permit from CDFG to mitigate for potential “take” under CESA.
If no nesting is occurring, a take permit would not be required.

c) Prior to the beginning of mass grading, including grading for major
infrastructure improvements, during the period between February 15th and
August 30th, all trees and potential burrowing owl habitat within 350 feet of any
grading or earthmoving activity shall be surveyed for active raptor nests or
burrows by a qualified biologist no more than 30-days prior to disturbance. If

status and success of
mitigation and shall
submit these reports to
USFWS and CDFG.
The applicants shall
coordinate with USFWS
and CDFG to modify as

r
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active raptor nests or burrows are found, and the site is within 350-feet of
potential construction activity, a highly visible temporary fence shall be erected
around the tree or burrow(s) at a distance of up to 350-feet, depending on the
species, from the edge of the canopy to prevent construction disturbance and
intrusions on the nest area.

d) Preconstruction and non-breeding season exclusion measures shall be
developed in consultation with CDFG, and shall preclude burrowing owl
occupation of the portions of the project site subject to disturbance such as
grading. Burrowing owls may be passively excluded from burrows in
construction areas by placing one-way doors in the burrows according to CDFG
protocol. The one-way doors must be in place for a minimum of three days. All
burrows that may be occupied by burrowing owls regardless of whether they
exhibit signs of occupation must be cleared with the one way doors. Burrows
that have been cleared through the use of the one-way doors shall then be
closed or backfilled to prevent owls from entering the burrow.

e) No construction vehicles shall be permitted within restricted areas (i.e., raptor
protection zones) unless directly related to the management or protection of the
legally protected species.

f) If a legally protected species nest is located in a tree designated for removal,
the removal shall be deferred until after August 30th or until the adults and
young of the year are no longer dependent on the nest site as determined by a
qualified biologist.

Black Rails and Tri-colored Blackbirds

Prior to earth moving that would disturb marsh habitat, a qualified biologist shall
conduct surveys to determine the presence of the California black rail. If either
of these species is found, all earth moving within 250 feet shall stop and
measures, including establishing nest protection buffers along both sides of
Curry Creek during the nesting season (generally February 1 through August
31st) shall be implemented.

Rookeries

No heron rookeries are present within the plan area. Prior to earthmoving that
would disturb marsh habitat or tree removal of the eucalyptus grove, pre-
construction surveys should be conducted to verify that no rookeries have been
established. If rookeries are present all earth moving within 250-feet shall stop,
during the breeding season.

necessary any
mitigation plans in an
effort to attain
mitigation success.
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SVSP EIR MM 4.8-4. Onsite and Offsite Grassland Preservation The applicant shall Prior to Environme | Documentation
submit documentation grading ntal of
Swainson’s Hawk certifying that grassland | plan Coordinato | Conservation
habitat has obtained to | approval. r Easements

a) CDFG recommends that projects that result in the loss of potential foraging
habitat for Swainson’s hawk (which includes grasslands) within 10-miles of an
active nest site provide mitigation for that loss. To the extent feasible, strategies
for preserving on-site grasslands as raptor and migratory bird foraging habitat
will be addressed in the Operations and Maintenance Plan prepared pursuant
to the Section 404 Permit. Some of these strategies could include; but are not
necessarily limited to, grazing for grassland management, monitoring for
biological values, and adaptive management. Mitigation for Swainson’s hawk
foraging habitat would concurrently mitigate for loss of habitat for a number of
other wildlife species in the region such as burrowing owl, red-tailed hawk,
white-tailed kite, northern harrier, Ferruginous hawk, and logger-head shrike
among others.

the City’s
Environmental
Coordinator.

Based on information obtained through consultation with CDFG and otherwise,
a Swainson’s Hawk Grassland Habitat Mitigation Plan shall be developed to
mitigate for the loss of grassland foraging habitat, consistent with the ratios set
forth in Table 4.8-7. Areas within Placer County including the Toad Hill
Mitigation Bank, the Western Placer Schools Mitigation Area and a portion of
Koshman Ranch and other sites that will be located within Placer County via
conservation easements or other mechanisms would provide a total of 1,036
upland/grassland acres. This would reduce the impacts to Swainson’s Hawk to
a less than significant level.

[See Table 4.8-8 in SVSP EIR]

Long-billed Curlew, Burrowing Owls

Mitigation for the Swainson’s hawk would ensure that adequate grassland is
preserved at ratios identified in Table 4.8-7. For foraging within one mile of an
active nest, mitigation would be 1:1. Greater than a mile would be at an amount
of .75:1. This would set aside adequate grassland that would reduce impacts
from loss of grasslands to these species to a less than significant level.

SVSP EIR MM 4.8-5. Wildlife Movement Protection Policies The Applicant shall Prior to NPDES 1600 Alteration
enter into a Section approval of | Coordinato | Agreement




APPLICABLE MITIGATION MEASURES
from the Sierra Vista Specific Plan EIR

Documents to

Reviewing | be Submitted | Staff Use
Mitigation Measure Implementation Timing Party to the City Only

To protect the long term habitat of the stream channels and the WAPA corridor | 1600 Streambed grading r,

and their potential use by wildlife as movement corridors, the project applicants | Alteration Agreement permits. Environme

shall ensure that movement corridors are not obstructed. Through compliance with CDFG. The City’s ntal

with Section 1600 of the CDFG Code, the applicant(s) will enter into a NPDES Coordinator Coordinato

Streambed Alteration Agreement prior to conducting any construction activities | shall ensure measures r

within a stream corridor, which sets forth mitigation measures that the applicant | are included in the

must implement. These measures shall include, but not be limited to; the use of | project to reduce water

either bridges or culverts that are large enough that wildlife have enough space | quality impacts.

to pass through road crossings without having to travel over the road surface,

the implementation of bank stabilization measures, and/or restoration and re-

vegetation of stream corridor habitat that has been damaged due to the

project’s construction. Furthermore, the recreational trails shall be lined by post

and rail fence and signage would be used to direct trail users to stay within the

designated trail corridor. The trails would be closed after dark and no exterior

lighting would be used. Lastly, the implementation of MM 4.8-1 which provides

for the conservation of onsite open space along the WAPA corridor and the

stream channels would ensure adequate opportunities for wildlife movement

through the plan area.

SVSP EIR MM 4.8-7. Offsite Surveys Appropriate biological Prior to Public Biological
surveys, environmental | issuance of | Works Survey

Prior to construction of any off- site infrastructure, a qualified biologist shall review, and appropriate | grading Director,

perform detailed, and if necessary, focused biological surveys of any permits shall be permit. Environme

undisturbed areas that would be affected by infrastructure development. conducted in ntal

Because infrastructure for the proposed project would be located in road right- | @ccordance with Coordinato

of-way, or undeveloped land similar to the project site, the biological resources | @PPlicable rules and r

that would be expected to occur would not differ substantially from those regulations governing

identified in this EIR. If it is determined that wetland resources or sensitive the protection of listed

species would be impacted MM 4.8-1 and MM 4.8-2 shall be implemented, as Species.

appropriate to the resource. If it is determined that active nests exist within the

off-site improvement location, MM 4.8-3 shall be implemented as appropriate to

the species. If it is determined the off-site improvement is located within or

adjacent to a wildlife movement corridor, MM 4.8-5 shall be implemented.

SVSP EIR MM 4.9-1. Cease Work and Consult with Qualified Archaeologist This condition shall be | Prior to Public Measure to be
reflected in all issuance of | Works reflected on all
construction and grading Director, construction

Should any cultural resources,.such as str_uctural featurgs, any amount of bone building plans. The permit Building plans

or shell, artifacts, human remains, or architectural remains, be encountered Public Works Director and/or Official,
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during any subsurface development activities, work shall be suspended within shall review plans for approval of | Code
100-feet of the find. The City of Roseville Planning and Public Works Staff shall | inclusion and permits of | improveme | Enforceme
be immediately notified. At that time, the City of Roseville shall coordinate any specifications prior to nt plans. nt
necessary investigation of the site with qualified archaeologists as needed, to the issuance of building Inspector

assess the resource (i.e., whether it is an “historical resource” or a “unique
archaeological resource”) and provide proper management recommendations
should potential impacts to the resources be found to be significant. Possible
management recommendations for important resources could include resource
avoidance or, where avoidance is infeasible in light of project design or layout
or is unnecessary to avoid significant effects, data recovery excavations. The
contractor shall implement any measures deemed feasible and necessary by
City staff, in consultation with the archaeologists, to be to avoid or minimize
significant effects to the cultural resources. In addition, pursuant to Section
5097.98 or the State Public Resources Code, and Section 7050.5 of the State
Health and Safety Code, in the event of the discovery of human remains, the
County Coroner shall be immediately notified. If the remains are determined to
be Native American, guidelines of the Native American Heritage Commission
shall be adhered to in the treatment and disposition of the remains.

UPDATED TEXT:

Post-Review Discovery Procedures. If subsurface deposits believed to be cultural
or human in origin, or tribal cultural resources, are discovered during
construction, all work shall halt within a 100-foot radius of the discovery, and the
Construction Manager shall immediately notify the City of Roseville Development
Services Director by phone. The Construction Manager shall also immediately
coordinate with the monitoring archeologist or project archaeologist and tribal
monitor(if present), or, in the absence of either, contact consulting tribes and a
qualified professional archaeologist, meeting the Secretary of the Interior's
Professional Qualification Standards for archaeology and subject to approval by
the City, to evaluate the significance of the find and develop appropriate
management recommendations, in coordination with the consulting tribe(s) if the
find is a tribal cultural resource.

All management recommendations shall be provided to the City in writing for the
City’s review and approval. If recommended by the qualified professional
archeologist, and consulting tribe(s), and approved by the City, this may include
modification of the no-work radius.

permits
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The professional archaeologist must make a determination, based on
professional judgement and supported by substantial evidence, within one
business day of being notified, as to whether or not the find represents a cultural
or tribal cultural resource or has the potential to be a cultural or tribal cultural
resource. The consulting tribe shall also be given the opportunity to provide,
within one business day of being notified, a determination as to whether or not
the find represents a tribal cultural resource or has the potential to be a tribal
cultural resource. The subsequent actions will be determined by the type of
discovery, as described below. These include: 1) a work pause that, upon further
investigation, is not actually a discovery and the work pause was simply needed
in order to allow for closer examination of soil (a “false alarm”); 2) a work pause
and subsequent action for discoveries that are clearly not related to tribal
resources, such as can and bottle dumps, artifacts of European origin, and
remnants of built environment features; and 3) a work pause and subsequent
action for discoveries that are likely related to tribal resources, such as midden
soil, bedrock mortars, groundstone, or other similar expressions.

Whenever there is question as to whether or not the discovery represents a tribal
resource, culturally affiliated tribes shall be consulted in making the
determination. Whenever a tribal monitor is present, the monitor shall be
consulted.

The following processes shall apply, depending on the nature of the find, subject
to the review and approval of the City:

e Response to False Alarms: If the professional archaeologist determine
that the find is negative for any cultural indicators and tribal
representatives have not indicated the find is a tribal cultural resource,
then work may resume immediately upon notice to proceed from the
City’s representative.. No further notifications or archaeological
consultation is necessary if it is determined that the discovery is not a
cultural or tribal cultural resource of any kind. The professional
archaeologist shall provide written documentation of this finding to the
City, which shall include as an attachment any written documentation
provided by tribal representatives or monitors.
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Response to Non-Tribal Discoveries: If a tribal monitor is not present at
the time of discovery and a professional archaeologist determines that
the find represents a non-tribal cultural resource from any time period or
cultural affiliation, the City shall be notified immediately, to consult on a
finding of eligibility and implementation of appropriate treatment
measures, if the find is determined to be a Historical Resource under
CEQA, as defined in Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. The
professional archaeologist shall provide a photograph of the find and a
written description to the City of Roseville. The City of Roseville will notify
any [tribe(s)] who, in writing, requested notice of unanticipated discovery
of non-tribal resources. Notice shall include the photograph and
description of the find, and a tribal representative shall have the
opportunity to determine whether or not the find represents a tribal
cultural resource. If a response is not received within 24 hours of
notification (none of which time period may fall on weekends or City
holidays), the City will deem this portion of the measure completed in
good faith as long as the notification was made and documented. If
requested by a [tribe(s)], the City may extend this timeframe, which shall
be documented in writing (electronic communication may be used to
satisfy this measure). If a notified tribe responds within 24 hours to
indicate that the find represents a tribal cultural resource, then the
Response to Tribal Discoveries portion of this measure applies. If the
tribe does not respond or concurs that the discovery is non-tribal, work
shall not resume within the no-work radius until the City, through
consultation as appropriate, determines that the site either: 1) is not a
Historical Resource under CEQA, as defined in Section 15064.5(a) of the
CEQA Guidelines; or 2) that the treatment measures have been
completed to its satisfaction.

Response to Tribal Discoveries: If the find represents a tribal or
potentially tribal cultural resource that does not include human remains,
the consulting tribe(s) and City shall be notified. The City will consult with
the tribe(s) on a finding of eligibility and implement appropriate treatment
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measures, if the find is determined to be either a Historical Resource
under CEQA, as defined in Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines,
or a Tribal Cultural Resource, as defined in Section 21074 of the Public
Resources Code. Preservation in place is the preferred treatment, if
feasible. Work shall not resume within the no-work radius until the City,
through consultation as appropriate, determines that the site either: 1) is
not a Historical Resource under CEQA, as defined in Section 15064.5(a)
of the CEQA Guidelines; or 2) not a Tribal Cultural Resource, as defined
in Section 21074 of the Public Resources Code; or 3) that the treatment
measures have been completed to its satisfaction.

Response to Human Remains: If the find includes human remains, or
remains that are potentially human, the construction supervisor or on-
site archaeologist and (if present) tribal monitor shall ensure reasonable
protection measures are taken to protect the discovery from disturbance
(AB 2641) and shall notify the City and Placer County Coroner (per §
7050.5 of the Health and Safety Code). The provisions of § 7050.5 of the
California Health and Safety Code, § 5097.98 of the California Public
Resources Code, and Assembly Bill 2641 shall be implemented. If the
Coroner determines the remains are Native American and not the result
of a crime scene, the Coroner will notify the Native American Heritage
Commission (NAHC), which then will designate a Native American Most
Likely Descendant (MLD) for the project (§ 5097.98 of the Public
Resources Code). The designated MLD will have 48 hours from the time
access to the property is granted to make recommendations concerning
treatment of the remains. Public Resources Code § 5097.94 provides
structure for mediation through the NAHC if necessary. If the landowner
does not agree with the recommendations of the MLD, the NAHC can
mediate (§ 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code).

If no agreement is reached, the landowner must rebury the remains in a
respectful manner where they will not be further disturbed (§ 5097.98 of
the Public Resources Code). This will also include either recording the
site with the NAHC or the appropriate Information Center; using an open
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space or conservation zoning designation or easement; or recording a
reinternment document with the county in which the property is located
(AB 2641). Work shall not resume within the no-work radius until the City,
through consultation as appropriate, determines that the treatment
measures have been completed to its satisfaction.
SVSP EIR MM 4.9-3. Cease Work Until Review conducted by Qualified This condition shall be | During Public Measure to be
Paleontologist and Recommendations Implemented reflected in all constructio | Works reflected on all
construction and n,asa Director, construction
Should any evidence of paleontological resources (e.g. fossils) be encountered | Puilding plans and condition of | Building plans
during grading or excavation, work shall be suspended within 100 feet of the permits. The Public Grading Official,
find, and the City of Roseville shall be immediately notified. At that time, the City | VVorks Director shall and Code
shall coordinate any necessary investigation of the site with a qualified review plans for Building Enforceme
paleontologist to assess the resource and provide proper management inclusion of , Permits. nt
recommendations. Possible management recommendations for important specifications prior to Inspector
resources could include resource avoidance, if feasible in light of project design | the issuance of building
or layout, or data recovery excavations. The contractor shall implement any permits.
measures deemed feasible and necessary by City staff in consultation with the
paleontologist for the protection of the paleontological resources.
SVSP EIR MM 4.10-1. Identify and Remediate Soil Contamination The Applicant shall be Prior to Fire Documentation
responsible for issuance of | Departmen | indicating soil
Prior to site development in the SVSP, recommended testing and remediation, | conducting soil testing | building t has been
if needed shall occur. Groundwater wells shall be properly closed. If evidence of | @nd/or recommendation | permits. remediated
soil contamination, septic tanks, or other underground storage tanks are of the Phase |
encountered in previously unidentified locations in the SVSP area, work shall environmental site
cease until the area can be tested, and if necessary remediated and/or properly | 2ssessments.
removed or closed. Remediation activities could include removal of
contaminated soil, and/or onsite treatment. As part of the process, the City shall
ensure that any necessary investigation and/or remediation activities are
coordinated with the Roseville Fire Department, Placer County Division of
Environmental Health, and if needed, other appropriate federal, state and local
agencies. Once a site is remediated, construction can continue.
SVSP EIR MM 4.11-5. Treatment Plant Capacity The applicant shall Prior to Environme | Documentation
demonstrate that the issuance of | ntal Utilities | of the measure
Prior to obtaining building permits for development that would cause total PGWWTP shall be building Director to be provided
wastewater flows from SVSP to contribute to total flows at the PGWWTP expanded. permit that
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exceeding 75 percent utilization of treatment plant capacity (General Plan would
Policy 3), the City shall confirm that the PGWWTP has adequate capacity cause total
and/or will be expanded to accommodate total flow from the SVSP by the time wastewater
needed to serve that development. This includes obtaining all necessary flows to
permits to discharge the treated flow. The City shall also demonstrate that the exceed 75
timing of the plant expansion will be adequate to serve the SVSP area without percent
impeding other planned development within the 2005 SAB. The City shall utilization
ensure that all relevant mitigation measures identified in the Wastewater Master of
Plan EIR are implemented. A list of mitigation measures applicable to this treatment
project area are found in Appendix H of this EIR. plant
capacity.
SVSP EIR MM 4.13-1. Implementation of Construction Activity Stormwater This condition shall be Prior to Public Measure to be
Protection Standards reflected in all issuance of | Works reflected on all
construction and grading or | Director, construction
Prior to the issuance of a City grading permit and the commencement of building plans. The building Building plans
construction activities, compliance with the State’s General Construction permit, | Public Works Director | permits. Official,
the City of Roseville’s Construction Standards, and the City’s Stormwater BMp | Shall review plans for Code
Guidance Manual will be met. This includes the creation of a Storm Water inclusion of Enforceme
Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) that will identify the site, the location of specifications prior to nt
sensitive habitats or watercourses, drainage areas, discharge locations, soil the issuance of building Inspector
disturbance areas, and the locations of all runoff, erosion control, and sediment | PErmits.
control Best Management Practices (BMPs). On-going monitoring and
adjustments to the SWPPP will occur when needed to address changes in the
field as construction activities evolve.
SVSP EIR MM 4.14-3. Avoid Light Spillover in Open Space Areas The City shall Prior to Parks and Plans will be
implement policies to issuance of | Recreation | reviewed to
Areas Outdoor lighting shall be placed, designed and directed so as to avoid reduce the nuisance Building Director ensure
light spillover into the habitat of Curry Creek and the Open Space Preserve effects of _ Permits; compliance
areas located immediately adjacent to the open space, as shown on the Land nighttime/daytime the
Use Map as parcels KT-1, KT-40, KT-30, KT-41, DF-1, DF-2, DF-40, CG-1, CG- | and/or high-intensity ) disclosures
82m JM-21, JM-3, and JM-4. illumination from the shall occur
project. prior to the
issuance of
Occupancy

Permits
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SVSP EIR WMM 4.1-2. Policies to Minimize Agricultural Impacts The Applicant shall Prior to City Included in the
include site-specific occupancy | Attorney, SVSP
Condition of Approval for Deed Disclosure and WMM 4.1-2 Policies to Minimize | d€Sign measures, such | of any Public
Agricultural impacts; WMM 4.5-2 Construction Noise Policies, and WMM 4.4-3 | @ setbacks, landscape | residence | works
Reduction of Construction Emissions buffers, building or sensitive | Departmen
In order to reduce potential conflicts between sensitive uses and agricultural orlentatllort\, Td. use. t, Code
uses, residential units within 100-feet of undeveloped parcels to the west of the ?pproprla © design Enforceme
. . . . . eatures, through the nt
SVSP are where agricultural uses exist shall be provided with a deed disclosure e
-y . ; : oy specific plan.
or similar notice approved by the City attorney regarding the proximity and
nature of neighboring potential agricultural uses. This disclosure shall be
applied at the tentative map stage to the affected properties. A written
disclosure shall be supplied to the property purchaser or renter by the vendor
prior to the completion of the purchase or rental agreement, until such time, the
uses are converted to urban development. The text of the disclosure language
shall be approved by the City Attorney.
To ensure that residents are made aware of other land uses in proximity to their
respective neighborhoods, the developers shall also provide through deed
disclosure or other similar notice approved by the City Attorney; proximity to the
WAPA corridor and overhead power lines, high pressure gas lines in Baseline
Road and Fiddyment Road, use of recycled water, and proximity to parks and
schools that may generate noise and light.
SVSP EIR WMM 4.5-2. Construction Noise Policies The Applicant shall Prior to City CC&R'’s shall
include site-specific occupancy | Attorney, be submitted
Condition of Approval for Deed Disclosure and WMM 4.1-2 Policies to Minimize | deSign measures, such | of any Public for review
Agricultural impacts; WMM 4.5-2 Construction Noise Policies, and WMM 4.4-3 | @S setbacks, landscape | residence | Works
Reduction of Construction Emissions buffers, building or sensitive | Departmen
In order to reduce potential conflicts between sensitive uses and agricultural :ggp;?)trlizrt]é ?jr(]e(iign use- Erﬁg?c(aeme
uses, residential units within 100-feet of undeveloped parcels to the west of the features, through the nt

SVSP are where agricultural uses exist shall be provided with a deed disclosure
or similar notice approved by the City attorney regarding the proximity and
nature of neighboring potential agricultural uses. This disclosure shall be
applied at the tentative map stage to the affected properties. A written
disclosure shall be supplied to the property purchaser or renter by the vendor
prior to the completion of the purchase or rental agreement, until such time, the
uses are converted to urban development. The text of the disclosure language
shall be approved by the City Attorney.

specific plan.
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To ensure that residents are made aware of other land uses in proximity to their

respective neighborhoods, the developers shall also provide through deed

disclosure or other similar notice approved by the City Attorney; proximity to the

WAPA corridor and overhead power lines, high pressure gas lines in Baseline

Road and Fiddyment Road, use of recycled water, and proximity to parks and

schools that may generate noise and light.

SVSP EIR WMM 4.5-8. Onsite Traffic Noise Attenuation Done Done Done

The project developer shall demonstrate through an acoustical study that

residences along roadways will be subject to noise levels consistent with the

City’s standards. The standards could be achieved through a combination of

setbacks, soundwalls or other barriers, building orientation or other measures.

An acoustical analysis shall be required to demonstrate that these measures

will result in acceptable noise levels.

SVSP EIR WMM 4.11.3-2. School Transportation Policies Prior to building permits Planning | Done
being issued within the Director,

. . Lo . ) SVSP, school Prior to Public

The applicants shall work with the school districts to identify safe routes to transportation policies issuance of | Works

school. The school district should encourage an appropriate mechanism for should be developed in | Building Director

transporting students to schools, both within the specific plan area, as well as coordination with Permits.

outside the project area. Bus programs would reduce traffic congestion and appropriate school

reduce potential air quality impacts. district.

SVSP EIR WMM 4.11-7. Expand the WRSL Landfill (occurred) The City shall support At the time | Environme | Done
the WPWMA efforts to | of ntal Utilities

WMM 4.11-7 Expand the WRSL Landfil expgnd the Western constrgctio Director

Development in the SVSP Area and Urban Reserve shall pay collection fess to faer?é?i“al Sanitary Cviﬂebbéls

the City of Roseville, a portion of which shall be used to service bonds ' diverted to

necessary to fund landfill expansion. As a member of the WPWMA, the City of an

Roseville can support the expansion of the landfill, as needed; however, the appropriate

City cannot compel the WPWMA to expand the landfill. recycling

facility.

SVSP EIR WMM 4.11-11. Divert Construction Debris The applicant shall Prior to Building Records of
submit evidence of their | Building Division diversion
waste diversion plan to | Permit

The applicants shall ensure a 50% reduction in the development’s

issuance.
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construction waste stream. In Developer contracts with construction
contractors and their sub-contractors, the Developer shall require that
construction waste be reduced by 50%. The Developer shall further

require that contractors and sub-contractors submit records of diversion and
disposal to the City’s Environmental Utilities Department in order to verify
compliance with this requirement.

the City’s Building
Division.

SVSP EIR WMM 4.12-1. Prepare Site Specific Drainage Study

RemamdeeA;ea—and—meludesilewsier—the—WRSRA;e& SpeC|f|c PIans and/or
other development proposals for the Remainder-Area-Urban Reserve shall
prepare a site specific drainage study. The study shall identify appropriate
5|zmg and to ensure that Remamder—A;earUrban Reserve ﬂows—meembmatien

will I|m|t peak ﬂow
runoff from the areas drained to Curry Creek to pre-development levels per the

PCFCWCD SWMM and Clty standards Ihe—smdy—shau-atse-be—used—te

S@t—Amendment—aFea— The dralnage study shall be submltted to the PCFCWCD
and the Clty of RoseV|IIe for review. l#a—basuarm#re—Remamder—Atcearlsused—te

aane had AP A PS8 ha \WWRSD Ara N

Done

Done

Done

SVSP EIR WMM 4.12-2. Pay fair share of Roseville Regional Stormwater
Retention Facility improvements

The City shall collect the Pleasant Grove Drainage fee from the applicants prior
to the approval of each building permit, which would cover the cost of retention
for that development’s portion of the Roseville regional retention basin at
Reason Farms.

The City shall collect
the Pleasant Grove
Drainage fee from
applicants.

Prior to the
issuance of
Building
Permits.

Public
Works
Director

Fees will be
collected
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Figure 3-1: Community Form Elements
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SIERRAVISTA

SPECIFIC PLAN

Table 4-1: Plan Area Land Use Summary

. . App!led % of Total . % of Total
Land Use Designation Zoning Acres Units .
. a e Acres Units
Districts
Residential Neighborhoods
LDR Low Density Residential RS/DS 595.6 28.7% 3,049 34.8%
LDR LDR - Age Restricted RS/DS 94.3 4.6% 493 5.6%
MDR Medium Density Residential RS/DS 351 16.9% 26t 29.8%
358.6 2,667
HDR High Density Residential R3 93.6 4.5% 2,367 27.1%
Sub-totals 1,142.1 1134:6 54.8% —8,5238,576 97.2%
Commercial and Employment
CC Community Commercial
(Commercial Mixed Use) CMU/SA 29.1 1.4% 249 2.8%
CC/BP Community Commercial/
Business Professional (Mixed CC/SA 25.4 1.2% - -
Use) 159.7
CC Community Commercial CC & GC — &2 8.1% - -
Sub-totals 214.2°221v7— 10.7% 249 2.8%
Open Space/Public
P/QP  Public/Quasi-Public P/QP 64.7 3.1% - -
PR Parks & Recreation PR 102.8 4.9% - -
(0N Open Space (ON 302.0 14.6% - -
OS Paseo (60’-wide) (0N 13.4 0.6% - -
UR Urban Reserve UR 38.7 1.9% - -
Sub-totals 521.6 25.2% -- --
Right of Way/ Landscape Corridor 193.82 9.2% -- --
TOTAL 2072.2 ac 100% 8 F772dvu 100%
8,825

Note: See Table 7-4 for net Paseo total acres

Last Updated September 2023

4-2
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Table 4-2: Land Use, Zoning

GENERAL PLAN LAND USE ALLOCATED
PARCEL (Specific Plan Land Use) ZIONING ACRES UNITS DENSITY
UR-92 Urban Reserve UR 38.72
Sub-totals (Urban Reserve) 38.72 0
WB-1A  LDR (Residential - Age-Restricted) RS/DS 30.30 126 4.2
WB-1B LDR (Residential — Age-Restricted) RS/DS 22.20 133 6.0
WB-2A  LDR (Residential — Age-Restricted) RS/DS 11.81 58 4.9
WB-28B LDR (Residential — Age-Restricted) RS/DS 7.67 39 5.1
WB-3A  LDR (Residential — Age-Restricted) RS/DS 11.10 66 5.9
WB-3B LDR (Residential - Age-Restricted) RS/DS 11.23 71 6.3
WB-4 LDR (Residential) RS/DS 16.50 100 6.1
WB-5 LDR (Residential) RS/DS 30.50 157 5.1
WB-6 LDR (Residential) RS/DS 21.70 103 4.7
WB-7 LDR (Residential) RS/DS 25.14 145 5.8
WB-20  MDR (Residential) RS/DS 8.88 66 7.9
WB-21 MDR (Residential) RS/DS 11.80 81 6.9
WB-22  MDR (Residential) RS/DS 4.80 32 6.7
WB-23  MDR (Residential) RS/DS 9.88 71 7.3
WB-24  MDR (Residential) RS/DS 7.50 53 7.1
WB-25  MDR (Residential) RS/DS 14.30 100 7.0
WB-30  HDR (Residential) R3 8.06 237 29.4
WB-31 HDR (Residential) R3 11.10 293 26.4
WB-32  HDR (Residential) R3 5.11 128 25.0
WB-41 MDR (Residential) RS/DS 8.5 63 7.4
WB-42A CC (Commercial) CcC J4-55-7.05
WB-42B  |wg-507 PR (Park) PR 8.74
RS/DS WB- PR (Park) PR 4.47
7.5 AC __|WBA2  HDR (Residential) R3 1.50
53 units WB-60  Public/Quasi-Public (Elementary School) P/QP 10.00
7.0 du/ac WB-61 Public/Quasi-Public (Well) P/QP 0.31
WB-62 Public/Quasi-Public (Lift Station) P/QP 0.80
WB-80 OS (Open Space) OS 36.58
Sub-totals (Westbrook) 365.64 -2.029- 2082
ROW Right of Way/Landscape Corridors 193.82
Sub-totals (ROW) 193.82 0
Total 2,072.16 8,772

Table Updated September 2023
(GIS acreages revised January 2021)

LAND USE PLAN

City of Roseville


cwallace
Text Box
A

cwallace
Pen

cwallace
Text Box
7.05

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B RS/DS 
7.5 AC
53 units
7.0 du/ac

cwallace
Pen

cwallace
Text Box
2,082

cwallace
Pen

cwallace
Text Box
8,825


NV1d ONISNOH 319VA¥04dV

‘pY suleseg

Ffddvmenf Rd. :

) dd
Soud e

— Haw
= i — m 19-a4 a4
Y Ugig | en?S
a4 . 504

(
| ceam | zzam
[

antucci Blvd.-

Affordable Housing Sites (refer to Table 5-3 for most current allocations)

SAVMAYOY YOIy s _ : m
=L 31 7L : d -
saLiS ONISNOH Tavauoddy @ i HLYON _ ceram | v
g [ b g
S . [ [— — T : i
] e BT, | N3O e i T R ._.m.

WB-42A CC

5-5

City of Roseville



cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Callout
WB-41 MDR

cwallace
Pen
,


NV1d NOILVINDAIO

Fiddyment Bd

©

Py auijeseg

O

. Market St. _

saue| | 4g Z pue
JBINDIYSA § JO SISISUOD [eUaLE aue| g uawasalby juswdoanag
auy o) Juensind saue| Jo Jaquinuy ayj ping [jeus ueld supads

8L JQIYXa SIU) UO UMOYS BI8 SSUE| |88I]S JO Jaquunu ajewrn ay| ‘310N

(i du poen-u) degy gua) e jo ped aq few)
IVILNIAISTH AUYNIHd e e e e e e

(8QH 10 20 18)
ONIMYYd L3FHLS-NO HLIM HOLD3T100 A3I4ITON  trrtrtienin
H0103T00 A314Iq0oN 1N N N .
TVIYILYY SNV 8 €O 9 ¥ I

S N3O s

Py g

e,

"PAIg B8A0JS) JUBSES|d

ER R 3TN i

H1HON

o

ierra Trail Dr.
9.

I'b'c'i k Blvd.

Westb

|
|

WB-42A CC

WB-42B MDR

Santucci Blvd.

O

REE B

Daylight Drive

IS
U A0 agmoscy

e e —

|
i
|
|

ang
FANYHO YLSIA
40 NOISNILX3
Q3INNYTId

Santucci Blvd.

Roadway System

Figure 6-1:

6-5

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Line


NV1d NOILVINDAIO

Upland Dr.
1
|

‘Pakouljaseg
- |.|.l —— — cl. H.n|. y -y

(NFNENL 3T Wy3 g NYIO3W

TYNDIS D144Vl ONLLSIX3

(HINMOONYT A8 AIONYNIH) TYNDIS DIddve L

(ML AB QIONVNIS) TYNDIS DId4vdl

12
®
0
&

201 52 NES|

I TR o= ON3931

T 111115 et

-1 s

Sierra Trail Dr.

3TN

HiHON

O

1] Santucci Blvd.

|
]
[ 1]
o
=
2
¥
o
-
|©
>
=
D
aAuQ ailejo

P Ppa— v——~

WB-42B MDR _/$

WB-42A CC

-

_—

|

Drive_

[

Davipht Drivi

6-9

| o
L=
‘'‘m
=]
5]
5
2
|'E
@
o

|

X

6: Arterial Roadway Traffic Signals and Median Breaks

City of Roseville

Figure 6


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
,


NV1d NOILVINDY¥IOD

.....

-~ Santucci Bivd.

8
8

n
>
O
3
()

=

(-]

O
c
O
0
%]

L)

O

ONISSOHD TIvdl

Decomposed granite/gravel shoulders not included for Class | bikeways along Santucci Blvd.

Notes: Creek crossings are subject to approvals from the appropriate federal and state dgenaes.

30WdSNI0 @ (s3uv1 aatvoia3a 133uLSNO) — Y
swuvd @ ISSVIO  eses® | o Sy P
(03Avd '13341S-440) Ly =

ST00HOS . ISSYTD - e nnu.u

WB-42B MD

f . _ &
R ey N9 s L . L

WB-42A CC

6-23

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Line


NV1d NOILVINDYIO

‘PY aulsseg

6-27

L A (R e e B T T
TS EESSS ] o b L 50 ¢
. B 2 | /// .\I
o e y _ e | 3]
B _ e _ ..... " _ |
| BiriN I YitriN
s 1 ! | 14|
= | 1Q abeji euals
n 4 1 ..ﬂ
— = | | _ _ .
=] Hd I . \ .
= i ; 1l .”......._”A._ | _.W N Jf.-lT e N\
” =1 HE _ | m - 2, /
=y X It i R [ —lli5 _ \ ¥ORL \
. . — i | o 8 | . \C
e [P I -3 HOW 2 _ a1
2| CE-W - ol o _ o o _ = ’
LH di il s e
Tl - 4 _png el le spueipElSIA . o & B
| e S———
—— | f —
FE]
e
o v
.o
S

\ : a4 \_x \a\‘ m {104 204
™~ : ~ s 0| "1 oouapad

. aAug adiep

= |~

Sierra Trail Dr. |

estbjook Blvd
|
| Daylight Drive

big (SNY1d LNIW4OT13A3A 3HNLNA £l
| HLIM FONYHO OL LO3raNs NOILYOOT LOwxX3) .
5 1

. L g/M= N\ _ . ——

1 b 9A0J9) 1UeseDld

NOILYLS H34SNYHL

= ‘anTg I20NLINYS NO dOLs SN8 148 3dnind ERE] B

(HOLO3IHIO SHHOM 2118Nd A8 A3INIWYIL3A
3€ OL SNOILYD01 ® 438WNN LOvX3) — ERIR 8
NOILYOOT ¥3173HS ANY LNO-11Nd Snd [ ] T HINON

& ._..._ e R A B |E_r|,_1[|iumn§3} — -

sy A agnesoy

antucci Blvd.

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


NV1d NOILVINDYIO

‘py suljeseg

Upland Dr.

e { I FLimLN

) uq ab

virly

N (L

e

IA BUAIS

icci Blvd.

ucci

Tl Sant

Sierra Trail Dr.

NOILYD0T 107 301d ? Myvd JLYNIXOHddY @

— 3TN}

R Ty =7 _— = % mmman .r.a i
et e o s b e s v oy anN3o31 FESEER AR ég—_ﬂﬂnﬂlj bl

3TN w1

Spruce Dr.o |

ilver

| —

|
ok Bivd. ||
|

estbfook

Wes

HLHON

O

aAuqg alejos |

[

| Daylight Drive

i
|
1
'
1
|

N £ sjwesoy

antucci Blvd.

Figure 6-25: Park & Ride Facilities

6-29

City of Roseville



cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


S3IDIAY¥3S JI114nd

‘py aulsseg

SAYMAYOH

03svd

30vdSN3do |

— svd @

m_._.,. | e S R

o ON39T [T

ntucd Bivd.
8
i

,'§a

'S antucei Blvd.

igure 7-1:

Parks and Open Space Plan

7-3

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


S3IDIAY¥3S JI114nd

‘py euljeseg

a9 22
[: e Yirld

Plal mmm,_.> eualg

Blvd.

cci

ntuc

~ Ol Sa

Blvd.

cci

Santu

Q3ONYHNT  iswus

S3¥YaNNog
30vdS N3O . 10141810 TO0Hos | - - ERILR 1%

oivd @ siocHos @ H1MON

~ GN393 __._ _

03svd ==

e TN EN

ALID ITIAISOH

A2IM1SI0 TO0HIS
Figure 7-2: School Sites and District Boundaries

NOINA INIOP FTHASSOH

maBELRRY 2 _SCE S S

s Ko skasoy

WB-42A CC -

7-23

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


NV1d S3LLITILN

X3 b
o.o.& '
e
_
30
=4
o0d §
| ..m_
24
904§
XIM'9L

— N g:vN

M.Cl

Upland Dr.

‘py auljeseq

)

_‘X | |
Market St ‘=

a)is ||am pue uone)s dwnd 'yue) abesos

apnjaul o] Aljoed aunjoniselu| Jaep a|qelod £9-04 d0d

NOILD3INNOD 40 LNIOd

ALNIOVH FHNLONYLSYHANI ¥3 LV 318VL0d

JLIS T3IM

3ZIS 3did NI 3ONYHO S3.LON3d

(=215 W) INMIdid H3LYM

!'_

~

EO
g . — .

S g

T paig 8A0ID esedld .

=
®

-

4\\ . Summertaire Dr|

{ g,e.h.. B |

=

m..“_‘u UD

..u__
XIM T

—

3TN & ERUR S 0

HIHON

O

WB-42A CC

WB-42B MDR/

|} Daylight Drive._

ALMOWA

FHNLONYELSYHINI

H3LVMW 3TEVLOd
€804 dOd

Santucci Bivd.

Figure 8-1: Water Distribution System, Storage Tank, and Well Locations

8-5

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


NV1d S3LLITILN

Py uljeseq

=|}|. g oouepad |

| ITIA3SOH LSIM )
K

Sierra Trail Dr.
i

(WA N0 A R BN

Wl Daylight Drive
- | Santucci Bivd.

3 O TS A Ay S T i 8A0i9) luesesld.
....u , ,..f,rl...r...“w_._.xm._.z_‘-w

T M3V 310403

| RS

([T (T ( ITIAISOY LSIM ] fil | EESEE T
iB) ) S |
== =L (T ERL R 0 -
- (8zis yum) ININ3dId HILYM TITOADTY e i HIHON

0

WB-42A CC ' —

(| e e KL LE L rissessvacemnmnmzemsormer— = =e b8 MRS

spr A smesoy

8-7

Figure 8-2: Recycled Water Distribution System

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Line


NV1d S3LLITILN

~ Fiddyment Rd.

A [L]
..I .. | T _
S
NOLLYLS L4117 43m3s
NOILJINNOD 40 INIOd '2'0d
= (azis yum)
G MO74 40 NOILD3HIO A 3did HIMIS ALINVIO e

NIV 30404 ¥amas LEal ERIIV/IREIES |

f : —— aN3oT1 b+ manznepnn e 8
(==t S il USSR

ci Blvd. o

“Sanluc

WB-42A CC™ -
WB-42B MDR

S A0 swesoy

Figure 8-3: Wastewater Collection System

8-9

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Line


NV1d S3LLITILN

avoxd 3INMn3Isva NVdSNOD 9°S%, ¥l NYdSNOD ,9°6%.91

T JAIO aNYTIdn

N¥YdSNOD

RER: 10

QATE A0OHALSIM ||
dAI8 1DDMNLNVS

ViSIA
0.2¥%]

nvasnod O
SExZ1

5 fa.sse
(=)
E
0.0¢
2@
w ¥
3 3
1IN
w 23
m. Q.ve all \r..,&u ‘5 © o
G p Yoo’ ONN 5 8
‘HaaIno Juajeainba 1o umoys se Buizis uedsuon . m m D..E, - ; He09 28
B (N . Y o -
"SUB|d Juswanoldw| yum pazijeuly 7 =) KT | 2 mm
aq |im pue |enjdasuod si sanijioe} abeuielp jo Buizis |y m =] [SETNTe] u-z_ﬂOm rg,@ﬂ. m e ey
=il 4 o Lo c g
‘uieidpooyy Jeak-go1 ubisap juswdojaaap-jsod g Gvg Jo-oc oof O o el ol R o
3y} JO SHWI| U0 sauepunog aoedg uadQ £ vi- _ < N s m
_ Sg
‘suoneosoj] abiieyosip jo wealisdn Ajsjeipaww ), &3 m w
s|lesino ulelp ayj je paoe|d aq Aew S4Ng [BINONIS : SET
g @25
'SOJON 8 §58 E
Y T < T
(lemdeouoo) siemg-oig [ | > — = m 58 %
u " ol < o - Ke]
SEQl uonuala uoneal uena HVATINOE IA0Y¥D LNVYSYId = SRR
v uonusie / uoneal)d puepan [ ° EREE
aoedg uad - oS3 BN
Suedo o 40 520 0 293 kn
[lBANO Ulelq WI0)] =t HLHoN .mm 2 i
o il ©
azis/m adid ulelqg wio)s O O s m o
s o s 5 m..w 5
AN3O3TT < 256
m [
N N
¥ <
1
2

8-11

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


NV1d S3LLITILN o
[o0)
g | ‘py duleseq
\ Yy e -, i o _ -
" | . | . ~
i - | I\
M. _ _.. — 1 _ H \
L : x g abejip eual m
~ a | L,
| . e =>
i | 'm
g Q
) | | \E
1 / |in
= | - = 5=
4 | ; :
=t 1 d | '
HE ik | =0 | y
= Ll | . — | _ B - i
o : .
__ . > e B § } M
K el | (o) i by d 3 - = 1 'mnr Saacid (4]
L egenr | . B B 53 F1 1L L] 1 e o £
=R T 1 i aaEEES n : —
S——— U LT L Dbk _ | - 8 W —F £
el S S 4 T3 = N
| S N ————— - _ £
_ e .ml\ e s c
/ _. - i g
il S | 1a ugig ene'S /.. 1 oouapad | =
S e .u___ - d —— ' <
eiE — f 7 ____ Ih \ m
NOLLYLSENS G " eas] Il S
LIN3WAQAIS | 3 \“@ ..... = . = 1t o -
ONILSINT R, Simsissis 'z, 8 =
_ U e : :
: 03/S) AL e — ) S
T [T (sH3Q333 v1) 5 |o o
T UL NOILYLSERS = - c
[T Junind _ g i | -
L T c
s g s =4 E 5
f f) - 0 S| =
H73NOHd 1 — ] = 0o
= anv ns B =) >
! i I @ o
INIT NOISSINSNYYHL o R Q =
5 AA09TUNLNS e =X i o
INIT NOISSINSNYHL INIT NOISSINSNYHL (oo Tl el i =
A0S mmmm  SYD1331S 02 0ISOd0Yd & == == | E e T | SR { _ % o
(LNI¥dS/389d) INIT NOISSINSNYHL 7 i “ S, = i P L. i =
Lt Q3143ANOD 38 0L SV 133LS 0L ONILSIXT s Sty | .. >
e Y SR NGGONLLSIKE - — —"""— =, _ " ; = 8
i AMYONNOSE HON3HL LNIOr d380d0dd — 3N ERLRL: e : _ 0 o
S= IONVHOX3 HL¥ON O 0O | o ge)
BN INOHJT13L =emmmmm  HONIHL LNIOM ONILSIXT = = O S ; = 2
1t O =
| aN3o3 | [ << m i # ic O
T O | N e L YR, 'l
| e L e N3O P “pgdinindT" N N s Ao opnasoy
¥ ¥
s 2



cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Line


INIWIOVNVW 304Nn0S3y

[ro——sr=—ca—=s

e

23
Iv-40

AAIMO ONVIdN

avoy INM3SYE

HaH
0g=20

e
#B »
TH=1y
0 2
aF-1 VP
i
AINO 3OVTTIA | YHHTIS
lll\lﬁ. -
=
n ud -
afoly = ea=1a r 1=
QO
S
= -l
¥l
=1 2] ﬂmw
< 1650y

He
EE-1

HOW
0E-1A

Y ((OATE T00NINVS

felo
mcm_vu_.x VOrLy
v
Hd
0514
b
|
HOY

ai=1x

o — - —
o
2

INIWAQQLS |

NOILN313d / NOILYIHO ANV1LIM
S3UNLVYI4 ANVILIM d3IAEISTHEd
SY3dVv 3I0VdS N3IdO

quvAIIN0E

g 2 n
| e 3
26 Hd
0 ] B = i
L18%s 3o, 2. LI 05-03 | 2g¥hn
0
3AIMA 0213034 ¥Z-00
L
7 ¥ _.. 50 o i
/ 50 __ | b R
T S0
Yo T | LT
& 501 _zﬁu
T i-ad
i
£4
2
53 Hd AN
2 _“_mo.mn._s 0G-Am | SZ-EM
2 JAINA FHIVIOS

WB-42A CC

‘| spooy Jofon
m: ool-am

WB-41 MDR

Open Space Preserve Areas

Figure 9-1

9-5

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Line

cwallace
Callout
WB-41 MDR


NOILVINIWITdWI

‘pY suleseg

S Eme— — | ﬁ
w
|
E 1Q abejp eusis
=] L .
" = S
18 — =
[=3
=2

fHidgymettRG:

apuelD) BISIA

10 coLepa4

1'ISVHd
[ J

S0 GN393T [

3NIT 3SVHd

Al

Py g

a
8
2
" ..:&l
al [ '8
- N A
[ —fﬂlcl.l [ aALQ 2IIBI0S |
i
bl | PG ¢ |
33SVHd 7  43SVHd
; 2

ERlR
HLHON

O

WB-42A CC -

WB-42B MDR

spwr A ajjwesoy

_
m
_

| Santucdi Bivd.

Tl

WB-41 MDR

Figure 10-1:

Phasing Plan

10-5

City of Roseville



cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Callout
WB-41 MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


SANIT3AAIND NOIS3d

FiddymentRd.

Upland Dr,
X
8

/4

%

SISl

S
at dd'Wio i
L 2l ay) 18 pauiLwsiap aq [im sbeubis pue ssujus ERJSWWOD ¢ k
"sIopiuoD adesspue| A
JO SBUlUOD BY) uypm nooo saujue oalosd pue sfemaieb Ao z =
‘sdeyy anqejual 107 [[BWS Yiw paystge|sa Bt
2Q | puUB paUILLIZISp usaq 124 Jou aaey saujus poowoquBieN L 'SJLON o
D AYIN3 103r0dd ".
14 3N
. AVMILYD ALIO * ¥
EL aN39F1 W
o | e I TR T S e ]| w.._._F...._h:n..l.t?-.....ﬂoﬂm—uﬂm_ﬂﬁ} .

4a oBeiA euals

Santuccl Bivd.

=

ilver Spruce Dr..

3TN v

i¥estbiook Bivd.

anQ olielos |

_/ [ \

L) | Ty

WB-42A CC
WB-42B MDR

S g awesoy

Figure B-2: Entry Feature Locations

B-11

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


SANIT3AAIND NOIS3d

Fiddyment Rd.

suoosuucD uelsapad Joy palojdxe ag 0] ase saunpoddo
‘Jusoelpe aie $85N pue| [EQUSPISSI-UOU PUE [BNUSPISE SJBUM 2
'sjielap uondauuoo uelsapad Jof 0| -g yBnowy) £-g sainbBiy sag |

(ied pue
‘eoy2s ‘soeds uadg Buinolpe o) weselpe se| j@aus ausym pannbas jou = Bunuag)

‘JON3I4 3TALS NOHI LHONOHUM NIdO

Ied pue
‘ooyss "soedg usdQ Buinolpe o) Jusselpe s jsaus assym painbal jou s Bupuad)

‘STLON-

‘IDON34 AOOM QYUYANYLS 1w 1mi w1y

»S30ON34

SNOILYIOTHIHLIO = = =
“fieans
auy) Buioey s100p Wl Y saLwoy 10} apiaid sueyd stwidojaas aimny assym ssseyd
Ul HOW PUE MO I [euondo alE S|iEN JOPILIOT) SUEISDUET U] JO YO JE PAEI0T)
-H0W ONY Y407 0L LN3OWrav

13341S TWILNIAISTY AHYNIEd HO 13341S 01037100 wwmmm;
(s 18ui02 00} BU) SBPMYIUI PUB JOPILIOD BdEISPUET BUI O ¥DBQ JE PAIEICT)

‘HAW ANY HO7 OL LNIOVraY L33HLS TYIHILYY ——

STIVM AUNOSWYIN

RN N AR G O

~— FMN 2L ERlU RS O

HLHON

O

= ON3O31

ERE. - ) S mmrtiad e fﬁu.mmu.ﬂ_—_ﬁ.mﬂ_ri« L = =

WB-42A CC —

WB-42B MDR ——/ }

waur) A sjnesoy

antucci Blvd.

Figure B-3: Wall and Fence Locations

B-15

City of Roseville



cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


SANITAAIND NDIS3IA

avod 3INN3sva

+ _.z

0 2
m:.._v 7 fvt.

ANEA  IOVTTIA | VHEIIS

H
am:uu

as18a MOoOHELSIM

% aavyaInog JONYED _ V1SIA

i
0i-0a4

INZNAQOI |||

avod

‘L |I._-..
onk..hm; | nm_..mm;
InIMa *x_ﬁom.

o————

o
| 5pooy ooy
[-001-8M

- — — —

 —

Note: Bikeway alignments in open space areas are conceptual and may be refined as detention facilities are designed.

Figure B-5: Paseo Plan

WB-42B MDR —/

B-23

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


SANIT3AAIND NOIS3d

Py suljeseg

ey — — - e
| o _
\ ) | 25
\ - o _ Ll \
} : o Fe o -
o —— \q {
] N )
W. R ._ . HOW
_ i oo f ®20
_ ~ [ wan N
| — ST 40
— A~ )
- ..." l_l HaH
e - ) HOA 199
i | S =-3a
. _ 1 s0

Fiddyment Rd Tl

" T ~NR & — [ =0 M
. g | 1~
- " st » 1 U
| J1¥ o
T _ = | | | .m_
) 1 abejjip eualg ,
. g e _/
- ' 0
L +
EWMQ | | gl .m
et ' I | |
o .._.. —| = > i - _-m 3
(P _ | B
] | & _ 2
<80 4l [ = : =
| 2
—— . _ _png. . epuespesSIA gl
e ——— e
.

|_1q oouapad

1od1sia3gon IovTin =™ U
- .-

_

i e T T R o e .1..|...L.OZNQN|_ | SERREE T -..:ra.ﬁ.Mm..ﬂmﬁmMN'Ed S - = -+ —

5 ...‘ .| |_ .

I § o

| A A

kBlvd.

=>stbfook

iWe

T PAIg 0A0ID lUeSEAld | o

WB-42B MDR —=

— JWNZ ERVRE 0

HLHON

WB-42A CC

AL Blejos |

k=]
=
o
]
_C
2
=
]

faun Ao smesoy

WB-41 MDR

Figure B-22: Village Node District

B-41

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Callout
WB-41 MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


SANITIAIND NOIS3A

‘py suleseg

— - ./\I
= ~ (
( .
: | | B
! o

-

c f
1 S . . I

o frs
_ - 3
- ® =
——— 3

il Santu

.I
N
(=]
L& N
I =
+ Q
e = PR <
15| - et k
& o) B
1 = = - o
s e z o a
£ R <
= 5
[y :
%]
c
o
8]
=
©
Q0
>
w
©
]
=
@®©
o
©
=
@®
s g
2 =
g S
@ ( =
CEf M -l w0 m 5
gy i@ . = O
3 e @ g ' yo)
_m . — _m o
| s.m ZEM . m o
‘pancsdde j ‘pajeb aq few sucisivpgns Jayio 'z _ﬁ -8 @ <
‘paieb ase suoisiapans ¥ = ~ o
ujoq Jo auo Ji pasnbal Jou ale UoBIBY UMOYS SUOliSauUUoD 'L 1SJION E - e e m
ALINNWNOD 03Ly0 38 NYD  (B) i T 3]
L | i *_ | z
SHIHLO A8 NOLLOINNOD FHNLNA TWNLAIONOD ) i W r
A = i o
SNOISIAIZENS TVILNIAIS3 Y NIIML3E o 3N ERURS 020y Y .xDu ﬂ nm
NOILYDI07 NOILDINNOD 13341S TvNLld3IONOD 3 HLHON = ..O = e 1 ~ )
IH | Ep— b= e © = .w: =
A e e SEED i _fnm.q___ﬁ = | — ; nA/n_ B SN A1 SISOy
¥ 9
= £

B-47

City of Roseville


cwallace
Callout
WB-42A CC

cwallace
Callout
WB-42B MDR

cwallace
Pen
.


PLEASANT GROVE BLVD.

e —— e ——
PARCEL 1 PARCEL 1
7.001 £ AC 7.001 £ AC

EXISTING ZONE: CC

PLEASANT GROVE BLVD.

PROPOSED ZONE: CC

P:\18437\_PH3\PLN\ Applications \ T\ WB~ 42\ WE - WZ_SUB~01_202403xx\ WB~42_REZONE=S01.dwg
a9y

TM\WE-42\ 8-

10:36:33  shoskell

3-27-2024
1] P:\18437\_PH3\PLN\

g g
> >
= @
b4 b4
o) o)
Q Q
b 2
2 2
S S
w w
Z Z
- FULHAM WAY - FULHAM WAY
I I
O] O]
z z
& PARCEL 2 % PARCEL 2
& 7.537 + AC & 7.537 + AC
5 EXISTING ZONE: CC 5 PROPOSED ZONE: RS/DS
GEMINI LANE GEMINI LANE
N
PARCEL # | EXISTING ZONE | PROPOSED zONE | ,EXISTING  PROPOSED REZONE EXHIBIT
ACRES (GR.) | ACRES (GR.)
e e e | o PARCEL WB-42
2 cc RS/DS 7.537 7.537
0 100 200 400 Scale: 1"=200' March 29, 2024
—

SCALE: 1"=200

esreack MACKAY & SOMPS

communities ENGINEERS PLANNERS SURVEYORS

—
18437.PH3. WB42



FIFTH AMENDMENT OF DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND WESTPARK S.V. 400, LLC,
RELATIVE TO THE SIERRA VISTA SPECIFIC PLAN

This Fifth Amendment of Development Agreement is entered into this
day of 2024, by and between the CITY OF ROSEVILLE, a municipal
corporation (“City”), and WESTPARK S.V. 400, LLC, a California limited liability
company (“Westpark” or “Landowner”), pursuant to the authority of Sections 65864
through 65869.5 of the California Government Code.

RECITALS

A. Westpark and City entered into a Development Agreement (the
“Development Agreement”) which was approved by the City Council of City on June
20, 2012, and recorded on July 25, 2012, in the Official Records of Placer County as
Document No. 2012-0066790-00. City and Westpark entered into the Development
Agreement relative to development within a portion of the Sierra Vista Specific Plan
(“Specific Plan”, “SVSP”, or “Plan Area”), as described in Exhibit “A” and shown in
Exhibit “B” to the Development Agreement (the “Property”).

B. On May 4, 2016, City approved the First Amendment to the Development
Agreement (the “First Amendment”) relative to development within a portion of the
SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the First
Amendment, which was recorded on May 11, 2016, as Document No. 2016-0035988-00,
in the Official Records of Placer County.

C Westpark assigned its interest for a portion of the Property to Pine Island
Apartments, LLC (“Pine Island”) pursuant to that certain Assignment and Assumption
Agreement Relative to the Sierra Vista Specific Plan Development Agreement dated as
of November 10, 2021, and recorded November 10, 2021, as Document No. 2021-
0139629-00, in the Official Records of Placer County.

D. On February 2, 2022, City approved the Second Amendment to the
Development Agreement (the “Second Amendment”) relative to development within a
portion of the SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the
Second Amendment, which was recorded on March 10, 2022, as Document No. 2022-
0021197-00, in the Official Records of Placer County.
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E. On October 4, 2023, City approved the Third Amendment to the
Development Agreement (the “Third Amendment”) relative to development within a
portion of the SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the
Third Amendment, which was recorded on November 17, 2023, as Document No. 2023-
0063101-00, in the Official Records of Placer County.

F. On May 1, 2024, City approved the Fourth Amendment to the
Development Agreement (the “Fourth Amendment”) relative to development within a
portion of the SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the
Fourth Amendment, which was recorded on 2024, as Document No. 2024-

, in the Official Records of Placer County.

G. This Fifth Amendment to the Development Agreement (the “Fifth
Amendment”) affects a certain portion of the Property commonly known as SVSP
Parcel WB-42 (the “Fifth Amendment Property”), as described in Exhibit “A” and as
shown in Exhibit “B” attached to this Fifth Amendment. This Fifth Amendment does
not affect or apply in any manner with respect to the remainder of the Property
described in the Development Agreement.

H. Concurrent with its consideration of this Fifth Amendment, City is
processing General Plan Amendment (Resolution No. ), Specific Plan
Amendment (Resolution No. ), a Rezone (Ordinance No. ), a
Tentative Subdivision Map (TSM ), and Lot Line Adjustment for a portion of
Parcel WB-42 for purposes of amending the land use on a portion of the Fifth
Amendment Property, and subdividing that portion for single family residential lots.
City and Landowner enter into this Fifth Amendment in order to provide consistency
with and to vest these land use approvals.

L. The Fifth Amendment is authorized by Section 1.4 of the Development
Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES MUTUALLY AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

1. AMENDMENT OF DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT. The following
section and exhibits of the Development Agreement are hereby amended as follows:

a. REVISED SECTION 2.2. The summary table of Section 2.2 of the
Development Agreement (“Vested Entitlements”) is revised as follows:

“Low Density Residential 505 units on 93.8 Net Acres;
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Low Density Residential/ Age Restricted 493 units on 94.3 Net Acres;

Medium Density Residential 519466 units on 74.8673 Net Acres;
High Density Residential 658* units on 24.3 Gross Acres;
Community Commercial 7.034-5 Gross Acres;
Community Commercial/ Commercial 0 Gross Acres;
Mixed Use
Park 14.7 Gross Acres;
Open Space 36.6 Gross Acres;
Schools 10.0 Gross Acres;
Water Treatment/Well Site 0.3 Gross Acres;
Lift Station 0.8 Gross Acres;
Right of Way /Landscape Corridors 45.3 Gross Acres.

*Parcel WB-30 includes 237 allocated HDR units, plus a density bonus of 118
HDR units, and Parcel WB-32 includes 128 allocated HDR units, plus a density
bonus of 64 HDR units.”

b. NEW SECTION 3.12.3.2. Section 3.12.3.2 is added to the Development
Agreement to read as follows:

“3.12.3.2. Neighborhood Park In-Lieu Fee for Parcel WB-42B. Landowner shall <  Formatted: Indent: Left: 0.5"

pay a neighborhood park in-lieu fee (the “Parcel WB-42B Neighborhood Park In-
Lieu Fee”), upon the issuance of each residential building permit within Parcel
WB-42B, to help fund neigchborhood park improvements in the SVSP. Such
Parcel WB-42B Neighborhood Park In-Lieu Fee shall be $4,535 per Medium
Density Residential unit to be constructed on Parcel WB-42B, subject to annual
adjustment, on July 1, based on the percentage change in the CCIL.”

c. NEW SECTION 3.14.11.  Section 3.14.11 is added to the Development
Agreement to read as follows:

“3.14.11. Community Parks Public Benefit Fee. In consideration of converting ( Formatted: Underline

7.5 acres of Community Commercial land use into Medium Density Residential
land use, Landowner acknowledges and agrees to pay a Community Parks
Public Benefit Fee. The Community Parks Public Benefit Fee shall be $5,000 per
MDR unit on Parcel WB-42B and shall be paid at the time of building permit
issuance for each of the MDR units on Parcel WB-42B.”

d. EXHIBITS TO THE FIFTH AMENDMENT. The following exhibits attached to
this Fifth Amendment are for the Fifth Amendment only, as follows:

Exhibit A - Legal Description of the Fifth Amendment Property
Exhibit B - Plat of the Fifth Amendment Property
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e. REVISED EXHIBIT. The following exhibit attached to the Development
Agreement is proposed to be deleted and replaced by a new exhibit attached to this
Fifth Amendment as follows:

ExhibitE =~ - Land Use Plan

2. CONSISTENCY WITH GENERAL PLAN. The City Council has found
and determined that this Fifth Amendment of the Development Agreement is consistent
with the General Plan and the Sierra Vista Specific Plan.

3. AMENDMENT. This Fifth Amendment amends, but does not replace or
supersede, the Development Agreement, except as specified herein. As amended
hereby, the Development Agreement remains in full force and effect.

4. FORM OF AGREEMENT. This Fifth Amendment is executed in two
duplicate originals, each of which is deemed to be an original.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Roseville, a municipal corporation, has
authorized the execution of the Fifth Amendment in duplicate by its City Manager as

attested to by its City Clerk under the authority of Ordinance No. , adopted
by the Council of the City of Roseville on the day of 2024.
CITY OF ROSEVILLE, LANDOWNER:

a municipal corporation
WESTPARK S.V. 400, LLC,

By: a California limited liability company
Dominick Casey
City Manager By:
Jeff Jones
Manager
ATTEST:

By:

Carmen Avalos
City Clerk
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Michelle Sheidenberger
City Attorney

APPROVED AS TO SUBSTANCE:

By:

Mike Isom
Development Services Director
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FIFTH AMENDMENT OF DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND WESTPARK S.V. 400, LLC,
RELATIVE TO THE SIERRA VISTA SPECIFIC PLAN

This Fifth Amendment of Development Agreement is entered into this
day of , 2024, by and between the CITY OF ROSEVILLE, a municipal
corporation (“City”), and WESTPARK S.V. 400, LLC, a California limited liability
company (“Westpark” or “Landowner”), pursuant to the authority of Sections 65864
through 65869.5 of the California Government Code.

RECITALS

A. Westpark and City entered into a Development Agreement (the
“Development Agreement”) which was approved by the City Council of City on June
20, 2012, and recorded on July 25, 2012, in the Official Records of Placer County as
Document No. 2012-0066790-00. City and Westpark entered into the Development
Agreement relative to development within a portion of the Sierra Vista Specific Plan
(“Specific Plan”, “SVSP”, or “Plan Area”), as described in Exhibit “A” and shown in
Exhibit “B” to the Development Agreement (the “Property”).

B. On May 4, 2016, City approved the First Amendment to the Development
Agreement (the “First Amendment”) relative to development within a portion of the
SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the First
Amendment, which was recorded on May 11, 2016, as Document No. 2016-0035988-00,
in the Official Records of Placer County.

C. Westpark assigned its interest for a portion of the Property to Pine Island
Apartments, LLC (“Pine Island”) pursuant to that certain Assignment and Assumption
Agreement Relative to the Sierra Vista Specific Plan Development Agreement dated as
of November 10, 2021, and recorded November 10, 2021, as Document No. 2021-
0139629-00, in the Official Records of Placer County.

D. On February 2, 2022, City approved the Second Amendment to the
Development Agreement (the “Second Amendment”) relative to development within a
portion of the SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the
Second Amendment, which was recorded on March 10, 2022, as Document No. 2022-
0021197-00, in the Official Records of Placer County.
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E. On October 4, 2023, City approved the Third Amendment to the
Development Agreement (the “Third Amendment”) relative to development within a
portion of the SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the
Third Amendment, which was recorded on November 17, 2023, as Document No. 2023-
0063101-00, in the Official Records of Placer County.

E. On May 1, 2024, City approved the Fourth Amendment to the
Development Agreement (the “Fourth Amendment”) relative to development within a
portion of the SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the
Fourth Amendment, which was recorded on 2024, as Document No. 2024-

, in the Official Records of Placer County.

G. This Fifth Amendment to the Development Agreement (the “Fifth
Amendment”) affects a certain portion of the Property commonly known as SVSP
Parcel WB-42 (the “Fifth Amendment Property”), as described in Exhibit “A” and as
shown in Exhibit “B” attached to this Fifth Amendment. This Fifth Amendment does
not affect or apply in any manner with respect to the remainder of the Property
described in the Development Agreement.

H.  Concurrent with its consideration of this Fifth Amendment, City is
processing General Plan Amendment (Resolution No. ), Specific Plan
Amendment (Resolution No. ), a Rezone (Ordinance No. ), a
Tentative Subdivision Map (TSM ), and Lot Line Adjustment for a portion of
Parcel WB-42 for purposes of amending the land use on a portion of the Fifth
Amendment Property, and subdividing that portion for single family residential lots.
City and Landowner enter into this Fifth Amendment in order to provide consistency
with and to vest these land use approvals.

L The Fifth Amendment is authorized by Section 1.4 of the Development
Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES MUTUALLY AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

1. AMENDMENT OF DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT. The following
section and exhibits of the Development Agreement are hereby amended as follows:

a. REVISED SECTION 2.2. The summary table of Section 2.2 of the
Development Agreement (“Vested Entitlements”) is revised as follows:

“Low Density Residential 505 units on 93.8 Net Acres;
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Low Density Residential/ Age Restricted 493 units on 94.3 Net Acres;

Medium Density Residential 519 units on 74.8 Net Acres;
High Density Residential 658* units on 24.3 Gross Acres;
Community Commercial 7.0 Gross Acres;
Community Commercial/ Commercial 0 Gross Acres;
Mixed Use

Park 14.7 Gross Acres;
Open Space 36.6 Gross Acres;
Schools 10.0 Gross Acres;
Water Treatment/Well Site 0.3 Gross Acres;
Lift Station 0.8 Gross Acres;
Right of Way /Landscape Corridors 45.3 Gross Acres.

*Parcel WB-30 includes 237 allocated HDR units, plus a density bonus of 118
HDR units, and Parcel WB-32 includes 128 allocated HDR units, plus a density
bonus of 64 HDR units.”

b. NEW SECTION 3.12.3.2. Section 3.12.3.2 is added to the Development
Agreement to read as follows:

“3.12.3.2. Neighborhood Park In-Lieu Fee for Parcel WB-42B. Landowner shall
pay a neighborhood park in-lieu fee (the “Parcel WB-42B Neighborhood Park In-
Lieu Fee”), upon the issuance of each residential building permit within Parcel
WB-42B, to help fund neighborhood park improvements in the SVSP. Such
Parcel WB-42B Neighborhood Park In-Lieu Fee shall be $4,535 per Medium
Density Residential unit to be constructed on Parcel WB-42B, subject to annual
adjustment, on July 1, based on the percentage change in the CCI.”

c. NEW SECTION 3.14.11.  Section 3.14.11 is added to the Development
Agreement to read as follows:

“3.14.11. Community Parks Public Benefit Fee. In consideration of converting
7.5 acres of Community Commercial land use into Medium Density Residential
land use, Landowner acknowledges and agrees to pay a Community Parks
Public Benefit Fee. The Community Parks Public Benefit Fee shall be $5,000 per
MDR unit on Parcel WB-42B and shall be paid at the time of building permit
issuance for each of the MDR units on Parcel WB-42B. ”

d. EXHIBITS TO THE FIFTH AMENDMENT. The following exhibits attached to
this Fifth Amendment are for the Fifth Amendment only, as follows:

Exhibit A - Legal Description of the Fifth Amendment Property
Exhibit B - Plat of the Fifth Amendment Property
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e. REVISED EXHIBIT. The following exhibit attached to the Development
Agreement is proposed to be deleted and replaced by a new exhibit attached to this
Fifth Amendment as follows:

ExhibitE =~ —-- Land Use Plan

2. CONSISTENCY WITH GENERAL PLAN. The City Council has found
and determined that this Fifth Amendment of the Development Agreement is consistent
with the General Plan and the Sierra Vista Specific Plan.

3. AMENDMENT. This Fifth Amendment amends, but does not replace or
supersede, the Development Agreement, except as specified herein. As amended
hereby, the Development Agreement remains in full force and effect.

4. FORM OF AGREEMENT. This Fifth Amendment is executed in two
duplicate originals, each of which is deemed to be an original.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Roseville, a municipal corporation, has
authorized the execution of the Fifth Amendment in duplicate by its City Manager as

attested to by its City Clerk under the authority of Ordinance No. adopted
by the Council of the City of Roseville on the day of 2024.
CITY OF ROSEVILLE, LANDOWNER:
a municipal corporation
WESTPARK S.V. 400, LLC,
By: a California limited liability company
Dominick Casey
City Manager By:
Jeff Jones
Manager
ATTEST:

By:

Carmen Avalos
City Clerk
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APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:

Michelle Sheidenberger
City Attorney

APPROVED AS TO SUBSTANCE:

By:

Mike Isom
Development Services Director

09/12/2024



EXHIBIT “A”
DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY

All that real property situated in the City of Roseville, County of Placer, State of California
located within Section 26, Township 11 North, Range 5 East, Mount Diablo Meridian, and more
particularly described as follows:

All of Resultant Parcel 2A as described in that certain Grant Deed recorded on
, 2024 as Document Number 2024-00 , Official Records of

Placer County.

Contains 7.537 acres of land, more or less.
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FIFTH AMENDMENT OF DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT
BY AND BETWEEN THE CITY OF ROSEVILLE AND WESTPARK S.V. 400, LLC,
RELATIVE TO THE SIERRA VISTA SPECIFIC PLAN

This Fifth Amendment of Development Agreement is entered into this
day of , 2024, by and between the CITY OF ROSEVILLE, a municipal
corporation (“City”), and WESTPARK S.V. 400, LLC, a California limited liability
company (“Westpark” or “Landowner”), pursuant to the authority of Sections 65864
through 65869.5 of the California Government Code.

RECITALS

A. Westpark and City entered into a Development Agreement (the
“Development Agreement”) which was approved by the City Council of City on June
20, 2012, and recorded on July 25, 2012, in the Official Records of Placer County as
Document No. 2012-0066790-00. City and Westpark entered into the Development
Agreement relative to development within a portion of the Sierra Vista Specific Plan
(“Specific Plan”, “SVSP”, or “Plan Area”), as described in Exhibit “A” and shown in
Exhibit “B” to the Development Agreement (the “Property”), and attached thereto.

B. On May 4, 2016, City approved the First Amendment to the Development
Agreement (the “First Amendment”) relative to development within a portion of the
SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the First
Amendment, which was recorded on May 11, 2016, as Document No. 2016-0035988-00,
in the Official Records of Placer County.

C. Westpark assigned its interest for a portion of the Property to Pine Island
Apartments, LLC (“Pine Island”) pursuant to that certain Assignment and Assumption
Agreement Relative to the Sierra Vista Specific Plan Development Agreement dated as
of November 10, 2021, and recorded November 10, 2021, as Document No. 2021-
0139629-00, in the Official Records of Placer County.

D. On February 2, 2022, City approved the Second Amendment to the
Development Agreement (the “Second Amendment”) relative to development within a
portion of the SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the
Second Amendment, which was recorded on March 10, 2022, as Document No. 2022-
0021197-00, in the Official Records of Placer County.
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E. On October 4, 2023, City approved the Third Amendment to the
Development Agreement (the “Third Amendment”) relative to development within a
portion of the SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the
Third Amendment, which was recorded on November 17, 2023, as Document No. 2023-
0063101-00, in the Official Records of Placer County.

E. On May 1, 2024, City approved the Fourth Amendment to the
Development Agreement (the “Fourth Amendment”) relative to development within a
portion of the SVSP, as more precisely defined in Exhibits “A” and “B” attached to the
Fourth Amendment, which was recorded on 2024, as Document No. 2024-

, in the Official Records of Placer County.

G. This Fifth Amendment to the Development Agreement (the “Fifth
Amendment”) affects a certain portion of the Property commonly known as SVSP
Parcel WB-42 (the “Fifth Amendment Property”), as described in Exhibit “A” and as
shown in Exhibit “B” attached to this Fifth Amendment. This Fifth Amendment does
not affect or apply in any manner with respect to the remainder of the Property
described in the Development Agreement.

H.  Concurrent with its consideration of this Fifth Amendment, City is
processing General Plan Amendment (Resolution No. ), Specific Plan
Amendment (Resolution No. ), a Rezone (Ordinance No. ), a
Tentative Subdivision Map (TSM ), and Lot Line Adjustment for a portion of
Parcel WB-42 for purposes of amending the land use on a portion of the Fifth
Amendment Property, and subdividing that portion for single family residential lots.
City and Landowner enter into this Fifth Amendment in order to provide consistency
with and to vest these land use approvals.

L The Fifth Amendment is authorized by Section 1.4 of the Development
Agreement.

NOW, THEREFORE, THE PARTIES MUTUALLY AGREE AS FOLLOWS:

1. AMENDMENT OF DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT. The following
section and exhibits of the Development Agreement are hereby amended as follows:

a. REVISED SECTION 2.2. The summary table of Section 2.2 of the
Development Agreement (“Vested Entitlements”) is revised as follows:

“Low Density Residential 505 units on 93.8 Net Acres;
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Low Density Residential/ Age Restricted 493 units on 94.3 Net Acres;

Medium Density Residential 519 units on 74.8 Net Acres;
High Density Residential 658* units on 24.3 Gross Acres;
Community Commercial 7.0 Gross Acres;
Community Commercial/ Commercial 0 Gross Acres;
Mixed Use

Park 14.7 Gross Acres;
Open Space 36.6 Gross Acres;
Schools 10.0 Gross Acres;
Water Treatment/Well Site 0.3 Gross Acres;
Lift Station 0.8 Gross Acres;
Right of Way /Landscape Corridors 45.3 Gross Acres.

*Parcel WB-30 includes 237 allocated HDR units, plus a density bonus of 118
HDR units, and Parcel WB-32 includes 128 allocated HDR units, plus a density
bonus of 64 HDR units.”

b. NEW SECTION 3.12.3.2. Section 3.12.3.2 is added to the Development
Agreement to read as follows:

“3.12.3.2. Neighborhood Park In-Lieu Fee for Parcel WB-42B. Landowner shall
pay a neighborhood park in-lieu fee (the “Parcel WB-42B Neighborhood Park In-
Lieu Fee”), upon the issuance of each residential building permit within Parcel
WB-42B, to help fund neighborhood park improvements in the SVSP. Such
Parcel WB-42B Neighborhood Park In-Lieu Fee shall be $4,535 per Medium
Density Residential unit to be constructed on Parcel WB-42B, subject to annual
adjustment, on July 1, based on the percentage change in the CCI.”

c. NEW SECTION 3.14.11.  Section 3.14.11 is added to the Development
Agreement to read as follows:

“3.14.11. Community Parks Public Benefit Fee. In consideration of converting
7.5 acres of Community Commercial land use into Medium Density Residential
land use, Landowner acknowledges and agrees to pay a Community Parks
Public Benefit Fee. The Community Parks Public Benefit Fee shall be $5,000 per
MDR unit on Parcel WB-42B and shall be paid at the time of building permit
issuance for each of the MDR units on Parcel WB-42B.

d. EXHBITS TO THE FIFTH AMENDMENT. The following exhibits attached to
this Fifth Amendment are for the Fifth Amendment only, as follows:

Exhibit A - Legal Description of the Fifth Amendment Property
Exhibit B - Plat of the Fifth Amendment Property
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e. REVISED EXHIBITS. The following exhibits attached to the Development
Agreement are proposed to be deleted and replaced by new exhibits attached to this
Fifth Amendment as follows:

ExhibitE =~ —-- Land Use Plan
Exhibit AA  -—--- DUE Allocation to Specific Plan Parcels for WRSP
Reimbursements

2. CONSISTENCY WITH GENERAL PLAN. The City Council has found
and determined that this Fifth Amendment of the Development Agreement is consistent
with the General Plan and the Sierra Vista Specific Plan.

3. AMENDMENT. This Fifth Amendment amends, but does not replace or
supersede, the Development Agreement, except as specified herein. As amended
hereby, the Development Agreement remains in full force and effect.

4. FORM OF AGREEMENT. This Fifth Amendment is executed in two
duplicate originals, each of which is deemed to be an original.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the City of Roseville, a municipal corporation, has
authorized the execution of the Fifth Amendment in duplicate by its City Manager as

attested to by its City Clerk under the authority of Ordinance No. adopted
by the Council of the City of Roseville on the day of 2024.
CITY OF ROSEVILLE, LANDOWNER:
a municipal corporation
WESTPARK S.V. 400, LLC,
By: a California limited liability company
Dominick Casey
City Manager By:
Jetf Jones
Manager
ATTEST:
By:

Carmen Avalos
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City Clerk

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

By:
Michelle Sheidenberger
City Attorney

APPROVED AS TO SUBSTANCE:

By:

Mike Isom
Development Services Director
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EXHIBIT “A”
DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY

All that real property situated in the City of Roseville, County of Placer, State of California
located within Section 26, Township 11 North, Range 5 East, Mount Diablo Meridian, and more
particularly described as follows:

All of Resultant Parcel 2A as described in that certain Grant Deed recorded on
, 2024 as Document Number 2024-00 , Official Records of

Placer County.

Contains 7.537 acres of land, more or less.
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