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1. Project Title: Badger Street Bridge Project 
 

2. Lead agency name and address: City of Sutter Creek. Sutter Creek, California 95685 
 
3. Contact person and phone number:  

 
Project Design and Construction Issues: Frank Whitmore, Weber Ghio & Associates (209) 754-1824  
Environmental Issues: Paula M. Daneluk, AICP, Development Impact, Inc. (916) 206-1871 

 

4. Project Description: 
 
The City of Sutter Creek proposes to replace the Badger Street Bridge in the City of Sutter Creek. The 
existing bridge carries Badger Street over Sutter Creek and the proposed project is immediately south of 
Spanish Street. The proposed project is for the replacement of the existing bridge structure and the 
resulting tie-in with the existing Badger Street and would be accomplished within the existing right-of-
way of Badger Street; therefore, no additional right-of-way would be needed for the project. 
 
The existing Badger Street Bridge is a continuous five span structure with a flat slab on reinforced 
concrete pier walls and abutments. There is a galvanized guardrail on the west side of the bridge and a 
galvanized chain-link fence gate along the east side of the bridge that is used to close the bridge during 
storm events. The roadway in the immediate vicinity of the bridge and the bridge itself have no lane 
striping or roadway markings. The bridge was constructed in 1960 and is currently classified as 
structurally deficient. The existing bridge is two lanes wide and is configured as a local road. Badger 
Street is a conventional two-lane, undivided local roadway with two 12-foot lanes, flanked by a drainage 
swale on the west side. 
 
The existing structure is constructed on sand, gravel and cobbles within the stream channel and the 
abutments are constructed compacted fill. The abutments are constructed of reinforced concrete. The 
bridge has five spans supported by three sets of piers made up of reinforced concrete located on 
reinforced concrete spread footings. Five holes have been cored in the existing deck of span 2. It 
appears the holes were to allow the deck to drain. The cores have created large spalls (0.3 m in 
diameter) in the soffit and have exposed a few reinforcing bars which are covered with surface rust. Six 
millimeter wide cracks are located in both exterior faces of the abutment diaphragms and also have 
some exposed reinforcing bars. 
 
The bridge, located in a residential area of Sutter Creek, provides for vehicular and pedestrian access, 
although there are no designated sidewalks. The creek is free flowing beneath the structure and is 
primarily sand and gravel in the vicinity of the bridge with some larger rocks downstream from the 
structure. Currently the bridge is inundated during storm events and overtops by up to six feet during a 
100 year flood. 
 
The existing bridge would be removed and replaced with a raised bridge (approximately ten feet higher) 
and roadway profile at crossing of Sutter Creek. As shown on Figure 2, the lower five-span bridge would 
be replaced with a higher profile two-span bridge capable of passing 100-year flood flows without 
overtopping. The bridge would have two 10 foot lanes with two 3 foot shoulders and one 6 foot 
sidewalk. The sewer line on the north end of the bridge would be relocated as part of the project to be 
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located behind the proposed abutment. The existing sewer manhole on the south end of the bridge 
would be raised to meet the proposed grade. The grade of the existing Badger Street roadway would be 
raised with fill to tie-in with the raised bridge. The tie-in is proposed to extend approximately 100 feet to 
the north and south of the proposed bridge. Roadway work and new fill on the west side of Badger 
Street, north of the bridge will require the existing drainage swale between Spanish Street and the 
bridge would be piped. Pavement would be ground in the vicinity of the new abutments and area of fill 
to accommodate the grade change with an overlay to tie-in the new bridge to the existing Badger Street. 
Therefore, the existing soil surrounding the areas of the abutments may be disturbed by grading and 
compaction. No excess fill would be created as the abutments would be moved back and the bridge 
would span the area. 
 
The proposed bridge would be approximately seventy (70) feet in length. Including barriers and railings, 
the resulting bridge width is thirty-six (36) feet. Approach roadways would be rehabilitated after the 
new bridge is placed and utilities are reconnected. Rehabilitation of the approaches would consist of re-
paving the road and restriping. At the bridge deck, improvements would include construction of 
shoulders and traffic barriers, railing, sidewalk, and curb ramps. 
 
Equipment staging would be located on the existing roadway or on adjacent open private property 
through the use of a temporary construction easement. The road within the project area would be fully 
closed during the project construction and detour routes would be made available to maintain access to 
all residential properties affected by the closure. Preliminary design indicates permanent right-of-way 
acquisition would not be required; however, temporary construction easements and utility relocations 
(without right-of-way acquisition) would be necessary. 
. 
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A.  Aesthetics – 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

I. AESTHETICS -- Would the project: 

a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic 
vista? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

 
 

 
 

X  

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

Discussion: 
 

a, c) Less than Significant Impact –  
 
The proposed project to replace the Badger Street Bridge and the resulting tie-in with the existing 
Badger Street would affect the scenic vista because the project is replacing the existing bridge with a 
bridge that is approximately ten feet higher than the existing structure. Upon the completion of 
construction, native perennials and native annuals will contribute to the long-term revegetation of 
the slope without introducing irrigation systems, etc. The woody riparian vegetation will reestablish 
itself over time without further plantings. In addition, there will be temporary changes to the scenic 
view during construction.  However, with the implementation of the following mitigation methods, 
the visual impacts of this project can be reduced and will not result in substantial changes in overall 
visual quality: 
 
Aesthetics Mitigation Measure I: In conjunction with the Stormwater Management Plan, 
hydroseeding of the affected slopes is required. The formula for hydroseeding will include native 
perennials and annuals as well as fast-germinating annuals which may be non-native, but which will 
stabilize the slope immediately.  
Timing:  Prior to construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sutter Creek City Engineer  
 
Aesthetics Mitigation Measure II: Locate any utility pipelines crossing the creek along the side/ 
underside of the bridge out of sight from users of the bridge.  
Timing:  During final project design 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sutter Creek City Engineer 
 
Aesthetics Mitigation Measure III:  Specify that the railings on bridge should be of a type similar to 
railings installed on the bridges upstream in Sutter Creek.  
Timing:  During final project design 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sutter Creek City Engineer 
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b, d) No Impact –  
 

The proposed site is not within a state scenic highway. The project would not involve any above 
ground lighting sources that would be permanent.  It is possible that lighting would be on the 
site during the construction phase of the project; however, this impact would only be temporary 
and therefore, would be less than significant. 

 
 
B.  Agricultural Resources – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

II. AGRICULTURE RESOURCES: In determining whether impacts to agricultural resources are significant 
environmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evaluation and Site 
Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Dept. of Conservation as an optional model to use in 
assessing impacts on agriculture and farmland. Would the project: 
 
a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), 
as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of 
the California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural 
use, or a Williamson Act contract? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause 
rezoning of, forest land, timberland, or 
timberland zoned Timberland Production? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

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

    
X 

e) Involve other changes in the existing 
environment which, due to their location or 
nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, 
to no-agricultural use or conversion of forest 
land to non-forest use? 

    
X 

 
Discussion: 

 
(a- e) - No Impact –  

 
The project site is located in an urban setting and is currently used a public right- of- way and 
not for agricultural purposes. According to the California Department of Conservation Important 
Farmland Map, the project site is located in Urban and Built-up Land, therefore the project site 
is not rated as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Local Importance (http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/ciff/ciff.html). The site is also 
not located in a Timberland area nor is it under a Williamson Act Contract. There would be no 
impact. 

http://maps.conservation.ca.gov/ciff/ciff.html
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C. Air Quality – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

III. AIR QUALITY -- Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air quality management 
or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the following determinations. Would the project: 

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of 
the applicable air quality plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

b) Violate any air quality standard or contribute 
substantially to an existing or projected air 
quality violation? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

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

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

d) Expose sensitive receptors to substantial 
pollutant concentrations? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

e) Create objectionable odors affecting a 
substantial number of people? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

Discussion: 
 

a, b & c)  Less Than Significant –  
 

The proposed project would not have any permanent buildings or structures and would replace 
the existing roadway connection. The project does not propose any additional lanes and would 
improve traffic circulation in the area by ensuring the roadway remains open during storm 
events.  The project site is located within the western portion of the Mountain Counties Air 
Basin which is an approximately 11,000 square mile area that encompasses Amador, Calaveras, 
Mariposa, Nevada, Plumas, Sierra and Tuolumne Counties as well as portions of El Dorado and 
Placer Counties. At the local level, the Amador Air District (AAD) enforces local air quality rules 
and conducts local air quality planning. The AAD is the agency responsible for implementing 
emissions standards and other requirements of federal and state laws in Amador County.  
 
While both federal and state standards for ROG, NOx, CO, PM10 and PM2.5 have been established, 
AAD has not developed thresholds of significance for these pollutants for CEQA purposes.  
Therefore, as directed by the AAD, the significance thresholds for the criteria air pollutants set 
forth by adjacent air quality districts are used.  Because El Dorado County is directly adjacent to 
Amador County and is partially within the MCAB, the El Dorado County Air Quality Management 
District (EDCAQMD)’s thresholds of significance for ROG and NOx are used.   
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EDCAQMD Thresholds of Significance 

Pollutant 
Construction 

(lbs./day) 
Operational 

(lbs./day) 
ROG 82 82 
NOx 82 82 

Source: EDCAQMD, Guide to Air Quality Assessment, February 2002. 

 
Thresholds for PM10 have not been established by the EDCAQMD.  Therefore, the thresholds 
presented in AAD Rule 500.II, Section X is 70 tons per year (384 pounds per day) for a 
nonattainment area. Although the project area is currently designated as unclassified for PM10, 
this threshold is used to provide a conservative scenario. The Amador Air District currently 
adheres to the rules and regulations as specified by the ARB.  The Project would contribute to 
the generation of GHG emissions from construction vehicle emissions from the short term use 
required to build the project, but would not generate any additional GHG emissions after 
project completion.  The project would generate construction related emissions from the 
equipment and possible fugitive dust particulate matter emissions during the construction 
phase.  Best Management Practices will help manage the potential emissions due to short term 
construction of the project.  These practices include work being performed in accordance with 
AAD Rule 281, Fugitive Dust Emissions, which requires: 
 

 Water all exposed surfaces with adequate frequency for continued moist soil. Exposed 
surfaces include, but are not limited to soil piles, graded areas, unpaved parking areas, 
staging areas, and access roads.  Watering shall be limited to prevent off-site sediment 
flows; 

 Cover or maintain at least two feet of freeboard space on haul trucks transporting soil, 
sand, or other loose material on site; 

 Ensure that all equipment and trucks used on site during construction shall be 
maintained according to manufacturer’s specifications and that Best Available Control 
Technology is used; and  

 Post a publicly-visible sign with the telephone number and contact person at the AAD 
regarding dust complaints. 

 
The project’s impact would be less than significant. 

 
d & e) No Impact – 
 

The contractor will be required to comply with the rules and regulations of the Amador Air 
District with regards to all air contaminants generated by activities within the project area, 
therefore there would not be an impact to sensitive receptors.  Furthermore, objectionable 
odors are not anticipated in association with this project and therefore there would be no 
impact. 
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D.  Biological Resources – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES -- Would the project: 

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

 
 

 
 

X 
 

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identified in local or regional plans, 
policies, regulations or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or US Fish and 
Wildlife Service? 

 
 

 
X 

  

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

 
 

 
X 

  

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of 
any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife 
species or with established native resident or 
migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use 
of native wildlife nursery sites? 

 
 

 
X 

  

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

 
 

  X 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
Discussion: 
 

a) Less than Significant Impact – 
 

The proposed project site is a currently an existing bridge, therefore there will be no significant 
impact through habitat modifications for species identified as candidate, sensitive, or special 
status species. Most of the wildlife species directly observed at the project site were birds. Bird 
species directly observed include; acorn woodpecker (Melanerpes formiciverus), American 
goldfinch (Carduelis tristis), American robin (Turdus migratorius), black phoebe (Sayornis 
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nigricans), California quail (Callipepla californica) spotted towhee (Pipilo maculatus), cliff 
swallow (Hirundo pyrrhonota), northern mockingbird (Mimus polyglottos), house finch 
(Carpodacus cassinii), house wren (Troglodytes aedon), mourning dove (Zenaida macroura), wild 
turkey (Meleagris gallopavo), European starling (Sturnus vulgaris), and Brewer’s blackbird 
(Euphagus cyanocephalus). In addition, a habitat assessment was performed by ECORP 
Consulting (ECORP, 2013) for the California red-legged frog along the Badger Street Bridge 
section of Sutter Creek. While the area contains some key habitat characteristics, it was 
determined extremely unlikely that California red-legged frogs occur within the project site.  
  

b- d) Less than Significant with Mitigation: 
 

Evidence of previous swallow nesting was observed underneath the bridge, and included 
clustered gourd-shaped mud nest typical of a cliff swallow nesting colony. The project would 
likely result in temporary impacts to nesting habitat during demolition and construction of the 
new bridge. Impacts to swallows can be avoided through timing construction activities to 
coincide with the non-nesting season (generally September through February). If avoiding the 
nesting season is unfeasible, mitigation measures will be implemented. However, permanent 
loss of potential nesting habitat is not anticipated to occur as a result of this project since 
swallows will likely recolonize the new bridge and long-term impacts would be less than 
significant with the mitigation measures below. 
 
One reptilian species, western fence lizard (celoporus occidentalis) was observed in the study 
area, and two amphibian species were observed as tadpoles in Sutter Creek within the study 
area including Sierran (= Pacific) chorus frog and the common bullfrog. Evidence (e.g., scat, 
tracks) of three mammals was observed, including black-tailed deer, coyote, and raccoon. No 
evidence of maternity night, and/or day roosting sites for bats were observed. 
 
The dominant trees within the riparian scrub community are arroyo willow and red willow. 
Other vegetation includes small white alder trees and Fremont cottonwood. Herbaceous species 
found within riparian scrub community include cattail, Baltic rush, willow herb, rice cutgrass, 
sedge, common velvetgrass, and horsetail. Impacts to riparian scrub vegetation are being 
avoided, to the extent possible, through project design and implementation. However, given the 
required work in the riparian scrub area to place the new bridge, some impacts are expected. 
BMP’s will be used to control sedimentation and erosion within the riparian area.  
 
Permanent and temporary impacts to riparian scrub would be mitigated through the 
consultation process with the Corps and CDFG as discussed below. Since impacts to the riparian 
scrub will be mitigated, no cumulative impacts are expected and the impact would be less than 
significant.  
 
A wetland delineation was conducted October 9, 2012, by ECORP Consulting (ECORP 2012). 
Potentially jurisdictional features include an intermittent drainage along the west side of Badger 
Street and north of the existing bridge, a perennial creek (a portion of Sutter Creek) and the 
riparian scrub wetland within the floodplain of the creek. The project would avoid, minimize, 
and/or compensate for damage and/or loss of wetland and riparian vegetation resulting from 
the proposed project by completing the mitigation measures below.  
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Unavoidable direct impacts to wetland vegetation during construction would require 
consultation with the appropriate jurisdiction (USACOE, RWQCB, and CDFG) and temporary 
impacts would be mitigated by restoration of the affected area to pre-construction conditions in 
accordance with permits issued by the USACOE, RWQCB, and CDFG. In addition, best 
management practices (BMPs) would be implemented to prevent indirect impacts to adjacent 
wetland areas and downstream creek habitat, and would include the use of construction mats 
where necessary and implementation of an erosion control plan. 
 

Biological Mitigation Measure I:  Prior to onset of the nesting season, all pre-existing (inactive) 
swallow nests shall be removed from bridge and culvert structures within the project study area.  
Timing:  Prior to construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sutter Creek City Engineer 
 
Biological Mitigation Measure II: Avoidance of wetlands and riparian areas through project design 
to the greatest extent possible. 
Timing:  During final project design 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sutter Creek City Engineer 
 
Biological Mitigation Measure III: Maximize avoidance of wetlands and riparian areas by including 
fencing and using appropriate buffer zones during construction activities. 
Timing:  During final project design 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sutter Creek City Engineer 
 
Biological Mitigation Measure Minimum IV: Replace wetlands with at 1:1 replacement ratio to 
compensate for lost extent and functioning of wetland areas. 
Timing: During construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: An Environmental Monitor  

  
e- f ) No Impact –  
 

The project would not conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, Tree Preservation Plan ordinance, or other approved 
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan since these plans do not exist. 



_____________________________________________________________________________________________ 

Badger Street Bridge 

Mitigated Negative Declaration  Page 8  

 

E.  Cultural Resources – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES -- Would the project: 

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as defined in 
§15064.5? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

 

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of an archaeological resource 
pursuant to §15064.5? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

 

c) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or site or unique 
geologic feature? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

 

d) Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries? 

 
 

 
 

X  

 

 
Discussion: 
 

a–d) Less Than Significant -  

The General Plan states that Sutter Creek is generally a moderately sensitive cultural resource 
zone.  However, historical growth and development within the City has virtually destroyed any 
prehistoric sites that may have existed.  The proposed project will take place on a previously 
disturbed site as it proposes the replacement of an existing bridge, and therefore, is not expected 
to have any impacts on the environment.   

A Historic Property Survey Report (HPSR), Historical Resources Evaluation Report (HRER) and an 
Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) (all referenced studies and reports are attached in the 
Appendix) were completed for the project site in 2013 (Windmiller, 2013) which determined six 
cultural resources, three historical archaeological resources and three residences within the Area 
of Potential Effect (APE). While there are three historic properties identified within the 
Architectural APE, (211-213 and 220 Badger Street,) based on the scope of work of the project, 
no direct impact would occur to the these properties. Furthermore, it was determined that the 
direct impact of the project would not negatively affect the historic setting of the historic 
properties in the APE.  

The three historic archeological resources identified within the archaeological APE are as follows:  

 Field No. BSB-1, ruins of three concrete piers presumed to have supported a footbridge that 
crossed Sutter Creek; 

  Field No. BSB-2, an elongated ridge of mine tailings in the bed of Sutter Creek;  

 Field No. BSB-3, rock, post, and wire fence remnants. None of the archaeological resources 
appear eligible for the National Register of Historic Places or the California Register of 
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Historical Resources. California state law requires that if cultural resources are encountered 
work shall stop immediately and a professional archaeologist and/or the County coroner (if 
human remains are encountered) shall be contacted to coordinate an investigation of the 
discovery.  If any remains are determined to be Native American, then the guidelines of the 
Native American Heritage Commission would be adhered to in the treatment and disposition 
of the remains. 

The impact to cultural resources would be less than significant.  

 
F.  Geology and Soils – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS—Would the Project: 

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

   
 
 
 
 

X 

 

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as 
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo 
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State 
Geologist for the evidence of a known fault?  Refer 
to Division of Mines and Geology Special 
Publication 42. 

ii) Strong Seismic ground shaking?   X  

iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including 
liquefaction? 

  X  

iv) Landslides?   X  

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

  X  

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 result in on - 
or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse? 

  X  

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), 
creating substantial risks to life or property? 

  X  

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

   X 

Discussion: 
 

(a) (i-iv) - Less than Significant Impact –  

The General Plan lists several local faults of significant extent that have been identified in the 
planning area; however, the project site is not located with the Alquist Priolo Earthquake Zone. 
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The maximum credible earthquake projected for the area is 6 to 6.5 on the Richter scale.  
Although an earthquake of that magnitude causes moderate to major damage, there are no 
epicenters greater than 3.0 Richter Magnitude within a twenty-four (24) mile radius.  Potential 
earthquake hazards related to the construction of the proposed Badger Street Bridge are minor 
and would be addressed in the design of the project including earthquake resistant construction 
standards as per Caltrans and the City of Sutter Creek improvement standards.  Landslides are 
most likely to occur on slopes greater than 30% and the project would have a slope of less than 
20%, therefore, landslides are unlikely to occur on the project site. 

(b- d) – Less than Significant Impact-  

There are two types of soil in the project area, Auburn very rocky silt loam (AsE) and Mine 
Tailings and River Wash (Mn). AsE generally occurs in areas with a slope of 31-51% and is a more 
stable soil (United State Department of Agriculture, Soil Survey). Refer to section G- Hazards and 
Hazardous Material, for more details on Mine Tailings and River Wash. Following a soils test, an 
“R” value will be determined and incorporated into the final design. The structural section 
would be designed to accommodate the soils of the site and to adequately compensate for the 
soil conditions. Some soil erosion is expected during construction, but loss of topsoil would be a 
less than significant impact due to the erosion controls specified in the design package. The 
existing soil surrounding the areas of the abutments may be disturbed by grading and 
compaction; however construction will utilize BMPs in order to reduce erosion.  No excess fill 
would be created as the bridge is being raised and the materials would be used onsite.   

(e)- No Impact- 

The project consists of the reconstruction of an existing right-of- way of Badger Street Bridge 
and would not require the use of septic tanks or alternative waste disposal systems to be built.  

 
G.  GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

VII. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS – Would the project: 

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

 
 

 
 

X  

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or 
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing 
the emissions of greenhouse gases? 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

Discussion:  
 

a & b) No Impact –  
 

A minor amount of greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions related to the project would result from the 
running of construction equipment and vehicles. GHG impacts resulting from the proposed 
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project would not contribute to any cumulatively significant impacts. Pre- and post-project 
conditions would be nearly identical, resulting in no net increase or decrease of GHG in the long-
term. 

 
H.  Hazards and Hazardous Materials – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS – Would the project: 

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

 
 

 
X 

  

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

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

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

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

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? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

g) Impair implementation of or physically 
interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 
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Discussion: 
 
a – b) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated –  
 

The City of Sutter Creek proposes to replace the Badger Creek Bridge with a raised bridge. 
According to the Initial Site Assessment (ISA), due to the age of the existing structure there may 
be asbestos containing materials in the existing structure and / or lead based paint. As part of 
the site preparation for the proposed project, the existing structure would be removed.  In 1995 
OSHA required that all thermal systems insulation, surfacing materials and resilient flooring 
materials installed prior to 1981 be considered Presumed Asbestos Containing Materials. In 
addition, structures constructed prior to 1978 are presumed to contain lead-based paint unless 
proven otherwise. There could also be potential lead and heavy metals such as chromium 
associated with pavement striping that may occur with the removal and disposal of yellow 
and/or white traffic stripe and pavement marking material. Yellow paints made prior to 1995 
may exceed hazardous waste criteria under Title 22, California Code of regulations and require a 
class 1 disposal site. As described in the mitigation measures below, the bridge shall be 
evaluated for asbestos and lead paint and disposed of properly. With the implementation of this 
mitigation measure the impact would be reduced to less than significant.  

 
Potentially elevated levels of arsenic or other contaminants could be present in the exposed soil 
and/ or rock fill, from mine tailings that may have been used as fill within the project boundary.  
Other activities in the area have required the excavation of the mine tailings up to a depth of 
two feet and replacement with clean fill material (EPA, 1998).  Although the project does not 
include residential housing, the impact to the construction workers would be potentially 
significant without the proper handling and disposal techniques employed. Additionally, 
potential PCBs in pole-mounted electrical transformers have not been determined. Under the 
Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA), any leaking transformers that would remain within the 
construction site would require removal and/ or relocation and have the transformer liquid 
tested and analyzed for PCBs. With the following mitigation measures and the proper disposal of 
potentially hazardous items, if present, the impact would be reduce the potential hazard to the 
public and environment to less than significant (ISA, 2013).  

 
Hazards Mitigation Measure I: A survey shall be conducted on the structure prior to demolition 
activities to determine the presence of asbestos, heavy and lead-based paint. If asbestos, heavy 
metals or lead-based paint are identified, appropriate health and safety measures should be 
developed and utilized for the disposal of the structure.  
Timing:  Prior to construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sutter Creek City Engineer and Building Official 
 
Hazard Mitigation Measure II: Conduct a preliminary screening of soil sampling and laboratory 
analysis for potentially elevated levels of arsenic during PS&E. If levels are elevated, a Phase II 
Environmental Site Assessment shall be performed and shall include a Health and Safety Plan for 
worker safety and a Work Plan for handling and disposing of the contaminated soil.  
Timing:  During PS&E 
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sutter Creek City Engineer 
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Hazard Mitigation Measure III: Conducted a soil survey for potential PCBs in pole-mounted 
electrical transformers. If PCBs are detected, the transformer should be removed and disposed of in 
accordance with the appropriate regulatory agency.  
Timing:  Prior to demolition  
Enforcement/Monitoring: City of Sutter Creek City Engineer 
 
c) Less Than Significant-  
 

Amador High School is located northwest of the project site approximately ¼ mile away. While 
the project may include demolition materials that are hazardous, the materials would be 
handled and disposed of according to the safety work plan and would not impact the nearby 
school.  

 
(d- h) No Impact-  
 

The site is not located on a list of hazardous materials sites (ISA, 2013). The project would not 
impair implementation of an emergency response plan or evacuation plan. Since the project 
would allow Badger Street to remain open during a storm event, circulation in the area would 
be improved. There are not any wildlands located adjacent to the project site. The proposed 
project is not within a private or public airstrip vicinity (ISA, 2013).  
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H.  Hydrology and Water Quality – 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No 

Impact 

VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY -- Would the project: 

a) Violate any water quality standards or waste 
discharge requirements? 

 
 

 
X 

 
 

 

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, in a manner which 
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or 
off-site? 

 
 

X   

d) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of 
the site or area, including through the alteration of 
the course of a stream or river, or substantially 
increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a 
manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site? 

 
 

 
 

 

X 
 

 

e) Create or contribute runoff water which would 
exceed the capacity of existing or planned 
stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial 
additional sources of polluted runoff? 

 
 

 
 

X 
 

 

f) Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? 
 

 
 

X 
  

g) Place housing within a 100-year flood hazard area 
as mapped on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or 
Flood Insurance Rate Map or other flood hazard 
delineation map? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

h) Place within a 100-year flood hazard area 
structures which would impede or redirect flood 
flows? 

 
 

 
 

X  

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

 
 

 
 

 X 

j) Inundation by seiche, tsunami, or mudflow? 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 
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Discussion: 
 

a, c, f) Less Than Significant Impact with Mitigation Incorporated -  
 

According to Water Quality Assessment Report, written by ECORP Consulting, the replacement of 
the existing Badger Street Bridge and alterations to the approaching roadway is expected to 
cause short-term construction related impacts to surface water quality. Construction activities 
are anticipated to increase the amount of pollutants discharged into Sutter Creek. The 
compaction of soils from heavy machinery and the removal of vegetation may contribute to 
potential erosion, sedimentation, and runoff. However, potential long-term impacts depend 
upon operation and maintenance of the proposed project (ECORP, 2012).  

 
The proposed project has the potential to cause adverse impacts to the Sutter Creek Streambed 
and associated riparian habitat, therefore, obtaining various permits prior to construction would 
be necessary in order to mitigate against adverse impacts to water quality and riparian habitat of 
Sutter Creek.  
 
Hydrology Mitigation Measure I: Section 1602 Streambed Alteration Agreement 
Timing: Prior to Construction 
Enforcement/Monitoring: Sutter Creek City Engineer 
 
Hydrology Mitigation Measure II: Water Quality Certification 
Timing: Prior to Construction 
Enforcement/ Monitoring: Sutter Creek City Engineer 
 
Hydrology Mitigation Measure III: Nationwide Permit for Water of the U.S. Permits required for 
storm water mitigation and includes, National Pollution Discharge Elimination System General 
Construction Permit and the development of a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan. 
Timing: Prior to Construction 
Enforcement/ Monitoring: Sutter Creek City Engineer 

 
h) Less Than Significant Impact:  
 

The proposed project would include constructing concrete piers within the streambed of Sutter 
Creek which would impede or redirect flood flows. However, the flows are currently impacted by 
the piers and surface deck of the existing bridge since the entire structure is over-topped during a 
storm-event. The proposed project would raise the bridge out of the flood-flow thus improving 
the flow during storm- events. The impact to the flood flow of Sutter Creek would be reduced with 
the proposed project and be less than significant.  

 
b, g, i - j) No Impact – 
 

The project does not involve placement of housing with the 100-year flood hazard and the 
purpose of the proposed bridge is to meet 100-year flood requirements that are currently unmet 
with the existing structure. The project would raise the bridge, allowing the roadway to be above 
the 100-year event. There are no large bodies of water within the area that would pose a seiche or 
tsunami hazard or physical/geological features resulting in a mudflow hazard. The proposed 
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project is not located near a Sole Source Aquifer (EPA, 2012) therefore impact to groundwater 
supply or recharge is not expected.  

 

I.  Land Use and Planning - 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 

 
No Impact 

IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING - Would the project: 

a) Physically divide an established community?    X 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

c) Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural community 
conservation plan? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

 
Discussion: 
 

(a – c) No Impact –  
 
The project consists of replacing an existing bridge; therefore the proposed project would not 
physically divide an established community within the City of Sutter Creek. The project does not 
conflict with any local plans such as the General Plan, nor is there a Habitat Conservation Plan or 
Natural Community Conservation Plan in this area.  

 
J.  Mineral Resources –  
 
 
 Potentially 

Significant 
Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

X. MINERAL RESOURCES – Would the project: 

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be of value to the 
region and the residents of the state? 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 
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Discussion: 
 

a – b) – No Impact –  
 

Sutter Creek has several mineral classifications throughout the City.  However, this site is not 
indicated as a designated mining area (Sutter Creek General Plan, 2012). There would be no 
impact to local, regional or state mineral resources from the proposed project. 

 

 
K.  Noise – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XI. NOISE – Would the project result in: 

a) Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 
levels in excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

 
 

 
 

 

X 
 

 

b) Exposure of persons to or generation of 
excessive groundborne vibration or groundborne 
noise levels? 

 
 

 
 

X  

c) A substantial permanent increase in ambient 
noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project? 

 
 

 
 

X  

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

 
 

 X  

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

X 

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

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
X 

 
Discussion: 
 

a- d) Less than Significant Impact –  
 

The project would not generate noise that would permanently increase the noise levels above 
the established standards for the City. Construction noise would be generated during 
construction; however, this noise would only be temporary and during day time hours (7:00 am- 
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7pm) therefore, the impact would be less than significant.  The realignment of the intersection 
would not result in the generation of long-term or permanent excessive groundborne vibration 
or groundborne noise levels, nor would it permanently increase ambient noise levels in the 
project vicinity.  

 
e - f) No Impact –  
 

The project is not located with two (2) miles of an airport or land therefore the project would 
not expose people to excess noise levels.   

 
 
 
L.  Population and Housing – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XII. POPULATION AND HOUSING -- Would the project: 

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

 
 

 
 

 

 X 

b) Displace substantial numbers of existing 
housing, necessitating the construction of 
replacement housing elsewhere? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

c) Displace substantial numbers of people, 
necessitating the construction of replacement 
housing elsewhere? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

 
Discussion: 
 

a – c) – No Impact – 
 

The proposed project involves the replacement of the existing Badger Street Bridge with a 
proposed raised bridge. This project would not induce population growth in the City directly 
with new homes or businesses or indirectly through the extension of roads or infrastructure 
that were not already addressed in the General Plan.  Displacement of existing housing or 
persons would not occur with the project as the existing structure is currently a public right-
of-way. The proposed project site is located within City boundaries. The proposed project is a 
replacement of an already established road network and would have no impact on population 
or housing. 
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M.  Public Services –  
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES: 

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

  

 

 

 

 

 

i).Fire protection?    X 

ii). Police protection?    X 

iii). Schools?    X 

iv). Parks?    X 

v). Other public facilities?    X 

 
Discussion:  
 

i-v) No Impact –  
 
The project site is currently within the Amador Fire Protection District (AFPD), which has primary 
responsibility for fire prevention, inspection and protection. Police protection is the responsibility of 
the Sutter Creek Police Department (SCPD) since the project is located within the Sutter Creek City 
boundary. The proposed project is replacing an existing right-of-way (a bridge); therefore, there 
would be no permanent adverse impact on response times. During construction of the proposed 
project, Badger Street Bridge would be closed at both ends. At the intersection with Spanish Street/ 
Mahoney Mill Road, the signing shall direct traffic to the southerly access from Main Street (Leitzell, 
2012). The project does not involve the creation of new housing, and therefore would not have an 
impact on school or park facilities.   
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N.  Recreation –  
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XIV. RECREATION -- 

a) Would the project increase the use of existing 

neighborhood and regional parks or other 

recreational facilities such that substantial 

physical deterioration of the facility would occur 

or be accelerated? 

 

 

 

 

 
 

X 

b) Does the project include recreational facilities 

or require the construction or expansion of 

recreational facilities which might have an 

adverse physical effect on the environment? 

 

 

 

 

 
 

X 

 
Discussion: 
 

a – b) No Impact –  
 

No new housing units or commercial facilities are planned as part of the proposed project.  
Therefore, the project would not increase the use of existing neighborhood or regional parks 
to the point that would cause physical deterioration of these facilities or the construction of 
new facilities.  The project does not include recreational facilities or require the expansion of 
new facilities. 
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O. Transportation/Traffic - 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XV. TRANSPORTATION/TRAFFIC -- Would the project: 

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

 
 

 
 

 

 X 

b) Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a 
level of service standard established by the 
county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

 
 

 
 

 

 X 

c) Result in a change in air traffic patterns, 
including either an increase in traffic levels or a 
change in location that results in substantial 
safety risks? 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

X 

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

   X 

e) Result in inadequate emergency access?   X  

f) Result in inadequate parking capacity?    X 

g) Conflict with adopted policies, plans, or 
programs supporting alternative transportation 
(e.g., bus turnouts, bicycle racks)? 

 
 

 

 
 

 X 

 
Discussion: 
 

a – d, f- g) No Impact –  
 
The proposed project would not include the addition of any new traffic lanes.  The project would not 
cause an increase in traffic load or capacity of the area, or exceed a level of service standard for the 
roads and intersections.  The project has been designed to address safety and the 100-year flood 
concerns within the existing right-of-way. 
 
The proposed project would not have an adverse effect on existing air traffic patterns. The closest 
airport is located two (2) miles away from the proposed project site. 
 
The proposed project is replacing an existing bridge and would decrease hazards due to 
improvements in the design feature that would reduce the grade change and eliminate over- 
topping the bridge during storm-events. 
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e) Less Than Significant Impact-  

 
The proposed project would have a temporary impact on emergency access during 
construction when the roadway is closed. However, the impact to public safety and 
emergency access would be less than significant.  The project itself would not require the 
need for any on-site parking.  There would not be any conflicts with adopted policies, plans or 
programs supporting alternative transportation such as bus turnouts or bicycle racks with this 
project. 
 
 

P.  Utilities and Service Systems – 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less than 
Significant 

Impact with 
Mitigation 

Incorporated 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS – Would the project: 

a) Exceed wastewater treatment requirements 
of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

b) Require or result in the construction of new 
water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities, the construction 
of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

c) Require or result in the construction of new 
storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities, the construction of which 
could cause significant environmental effects? 

 
 

 
 

X  

d) Have sufficient water supplies available to 
serve the project from existing entitlements and 
resources, or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

e) Result in a determination by the wastewater 
treatment provider which serves or may serve 
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve 
the project’s projected demand in addition to 
the provider’s existing commitments? 

 
 

 
 

 X 

f) Be served by a landfill with sufficient 
permitted capacity to accommodate the 
project’s solid waste disposal needs? 

 
 

 
 X 

g) Comply with federal, state, and local statutes 
and regulations related to solid waste? 

 
 

 
 

 X 
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Discussion: 
 

a, b, d – e) No Impact –   
 

Since the proposed project is the replacement of an existing bridge, there would be no 
permanent impact to the utilities, however, temporary construction easements and utility 
relocations would be necessary. The project would not exceed wastewater treatment 
requirements of the applicable Regional Water Quality Control Board because no new sewer 
connections are anticipated with this project.  The project would not require water or expansion 
of water facilities to accommodate additional water flow.  The sewer line on the north side of 
the bridge would be relocated as part of the project behind the abutments. This relocation 
would have a temporary impact during the construction period, but would not have a long-term 
impact on services. The project would require the removal of road materials; however, the 
amount of road material being removed would not be enough to have a significant impact on 
landfill capacities and all material would be disposed of in compliance with federal, state and 
local regulations.  

 
(c) Less Than Significant Impact –  
 

The project would include the piping of the existing drainage piping along Badger Street. 
Currently, the drainage pattern in the area is for runoff to sheet flow in the intersection of 
Spanish Street and Badger Street, enter the ditch along Badger Street and flow to Sutter Creek. 
The proposed improvements would provide conveyance of the run off in a piped system which 
would continue to outfall into Sutter Creek. The impact to the drainage patterns in the area 
would be beneficial since the water would be conveyed to Sutter Creek without sheet flowing 
over badger Street.  
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -- 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Potentially 
Significant 

Impact 

Less Than 
Significant 

with 
Mitigation 

Incorporation 

Less Than 
Significant 

Impact 
No Impact 

 
XVII. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE -- 

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

 
 

X  
 

 

b) Does the project have impacts that are 
individually limited, but cumulatively 
considerable? (“Cumulatively 
considerable” means that the incremental 
effects of a project are considerable when 
viewed in connection with the effects of past 
projects, the effects of other current projects, 
and the effects of probable future projects)? 

 
 

 
 

 

 

X 
 

 

c) Does the project have environmental effects 
which will cause substantial adverse effects on 
human beings, either directly or indirectly? 

 
 

 
 

X 
 

 

 
Discussion 
 

a) – Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation –  
 

With the mitigation measures earlier identified, the proposed project would not degrade the 
quality of the environment, result in an adverse impact on fish, wildlife or plant species 
including special status species or prehistoric or historic cultural resources.  The proposed 
project may temporarily impact the area by construction related air quality, noise and traffic 
impacts.  However, by implementing basic regulatory requirements, these impacts are 
effectively reduced to a less than significant or no impact level. 

 
b) – Less than Significant Impact –  

 
The project is consistent with the City’s General Plan to provide adequate infrastructure for 
growth and would not create any impacts that would be cumulatively considerable.  All 
project impacts have been reduced by adherence to basic regulatory requirements 
incorporated into the project. 
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c) – Less than Significant Impact –  

 
The proposed project would not have any direct or indirect adverse impacts on humans 
because construction effects would be temporary and have been reduced or eliminated by 
incorporating mitigation measures into the project. 
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