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buses which can heat up tremendously and cause fires. These rules directly affected several local
business owners including Penny Todd. Requested that the City look into this regulation as a
safety hazard.

At the request of Mayor Douglass, Councilmember Delfino explained the Kiwanis program
which encourages middle school students to maintain good grades. As part of the reward, the
students are given a certificate from the Mayor at a luncheon provided for them.

I Asked if Land Use Attorney Barnes will be retained for future Land Use issues and stated this
would be his preference.

Councilmember Harvey

f Spoke about the Governor’s new water restrictions. Potable water cannot be used on
construction sites. He suggested that the City look into the feasibility of selling treated water to
construction companies. City Manager Miller stated that this is a great idea and he will be
attending a Water Grant Funding Workshop which could lead to funds for appropriate
infrastructure to develop this revenue stream. Councilmember Harvey mentioned that the City
should check the EIR requirements for water release into the watershed. City Attorney Cabral
will review to determine the requirements. Councilmember Hesch reminded Staff to also look
into using grey water for irrigation. City Manager Miller stated that this is expensive but that
grants may be available.

Mayor Pro Tem Parnham

f Attended the Mosquito Abatement Board meeting with nothing to report concerning Colfax.

f Will attend a Mosquito Abatement planning session next week.

f Attended a seminar in Grass Valley regarding research with algae and water treatment. Some
very interesting topics were covered.

f Met with City Manager Miller and Placer County personnel at a decommissioned wastewater
treatment plant to look into the feasibility of obtaining some hand-me-down equipment for the
City’s Wastewater Treatment Plant.

Mayor Douglass

 Attended the Economic Board Summit Breakfast meeting with nothing to report directly
affecting Colfax.

f Attended the Project Go meeting.

f Met with the Mayor of Hilo, Hawaii while on vacation who jokingly suggested California build a
pipeline from Oregon to get us through the drought.

3B.  City Operations Updates — City Staff
City Manager Miller

' Met the new station commander of the Gold Run CHP office, David Jenkins. Captain Jenkins
plans to attend a Council meeting when he is able.

I Caltrans has gone out for bids for the STAA Route. Caltrans apparently will award the contract
to Baldwin and construction will begin soon. The state is investing over a million dollars in
Colfax infrastructure, which we appreciate.

f  Due to the Code Enforcement letters sent out last month, the owners of the old Dingus McGees
building have decided to demolish the building. They have requested a preservation of their
sewer charges without impact fees if they build within 3-5 years. Staff will bring an agreement
back for Council’s approval.

f Staff has spoken with several residents and merchants regarding improving the look of historic
downtown by restoring the upper facades of the buildings and all have been supportive.

City of Colfax 3
City Council Minutes April 8, 2015
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PLAN REVIEW BY INTERESTED OUTSIDE AGENCIES:

The following outside parties were noticed. Minimal comments were received and are attached. All
comments are addressed in the plan review and building permit process, and those comments not
addressed by the mitigations are conditions of the proposed approval.

Caltrans, District 3
Colfax City Engineer
Colfax Community Services Director
Colfax Elementary School District
Colfax Fire Chief & Marshal
Colfax High School
Colfax Sheriff’s Deputy
Department of Fish & Wildlife Services (CA DFG)
Pacific Gas & Electric
Placer County Air Pollution Control District
Placer County Community Development Resource Agency (Planning Department)
Placer County Environmental Health Department
Placer County Flood Control and Water Control District
Placer County Public Works Department
Placer County Water Agency
Placer Union High School District
Regional Water Quality Control Board
State of California State Clearinghouse and Planning Unit
Recology
United Auburn Indian Community Tribal Office
United States Army Corps of Engineers
United States Post Office
Verizon Communications
Wave Broadband

ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS:

Attached is the Initial Study and proposed Mitigation Monitoring Plan for the project. All of the
following environmental factors have been considered. Those environmental factors checked below
would be potentially affected by this project, and involved at least one impact that is "Less Than
Significant with Mitigation" as indicated by the detailed analysis in the Initial Study.









City of Colfax

Planning Commission

Resolution O 13-2015

APPROVING DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT NO. DRP-SP-01-2014 FOR DOLLAR
GENERAL, AND RECOMMENDING THAT THE CITY COUNCIL CERTIFY AND
ADOPT THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION FOR THE PROJECT

Whereas, the City of Colfax received Planning Application DRP-SP-01-2014 for
design review for the Dollar General Project located at 951 S. Auburn Street in the City of
#T1#A@ §OEA 000TEAAG); and

Whereasi 0EA #0U Tk #T1AG OIATTETG #T T REOOETT jO#T T TEOOENToq EAIA A AOIU-

Whereas, the Commission has reviewed and considered the staff report, any and all

written comments received during the public review process, and any and all oral or
written comments submitted at the public hearing, and finds:

a. The Project as approved allows beneficial use to be made of the site for
development, preserves and accentuates the natural features of the property, such
as open space, topography, trees, wetlands and water courses, and provides
adequate drainage for the Project.

b. The Project site design as approved provides access, vehicle parking, vehicle,
pedestrian and bicycle circulation, loading areas, landscaping and irrigation and
lighting which results in a safe, efficient, and harmonious development and which is
consistent with the applicable goals, policies and objectives set forth in the general
plan and the design guidelines established for that zone district.

c. The building design, including the materials, colors, height, bulk, size and relief, and
the arrangement of the structures on the site, as approved is harmonious with other
development and buildings in the vicinity and which is consistent with the
applicable goals, policies and objectives set forth in the general plan and the design
guidelines established for that zone district.

d. The design of the public services, as approved, including, but not limited to trash
enclosures and service equipment are located so as not to detract from the
appearance of the site, and are screened appropriately and effectively using
construction materials, colors and landscaping that are harmonious with the site
and the building designs.

City of Colfax 1 Resolution No. 13-2015
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INITIAL STUDY AND CHECKLIST

Introduction

This checklist is to be completed for all projects that are not exempt from environmental review under the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The information, analysis and conclusions contained in
the checklist are the basis for deciding whether an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) or Negative
Declaration is to be prepared. If an EIR is determined to be necessary based on the conclusions of the
Initial Study, the checklist is used to focus the EIR on the effects determined to be potentially significant.
This Initial Study uses the following terms to describe the level of significance of adverse impacts. These
terms are defined as follows.

f No Impact: An impact that would result in no adverse changes to the environment.

f Less than Significant Impact: An impact that is potentially adverse but does not exceed the
thresholds of significance as identified in the impact discussions. Less than significant impacts
do not require mitigation.

I Less than Significant with Mitigation: An environmental effect that may cause a substantial
adverse change in the environment without mitigation, but which is reduced to a level that is less
than significant with mitigation identified in the Initial Study.

I Potentially Significant Impact: An environmental effect that may cause a substantial adverse
change in the environment; either additional information is needed regarding the extent of the
impact to make the significance determination, or the impact would or could cause a substantial
adverse change in the environment. A finding of a potentially significant impact would result in
the determination to prepare an EIR.

1. AESTHETICS

Existing Setting: The project site is approximately 300 feet west of Interstate 80 and is situated on the
frontage road of South Auburn Street, which is developed with commercial uses approximately 400 feet
to the north. Parcels immediately north and south of the subject parcel are undeveloped. The Mink Creek
residential development is located to the west on a small bluff overlooking the project site. The nearest
sensitive uses include a school approximately 400 feet to the south and the residences immediately to the
west. The property is visible from both the north and south approaches, as well as from Interstate 80. The
subject parcel is situated on a hillside facing east with oak woodlands and low-elevation montane forest
plant communities common to the area. Slopes on site are generally 20 to 30 percent, with some areas of
slope greater than 30 percent.

. Less Than
) P_otent_lally Significant I__ess_'l_'han
Would the proposed project: Significant with Significant No Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact

a. Result in demonstrable, negative, aesthetic

.o ) . V
effects on scenic vistas or views open to the public?
b. Substantially damage scenic  resources,
including but not limited to trees, rock v
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state
scenic highway?
c. Substantially degrade the existing visual v
character or quality of the site and its surroundings?
d. Create a new source of substantial light or
glare, which would adversely affect day or \Y
nighttime views in the area?
e. Create a visually incompatible structure within Vv
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Measures 5A, which requires construction work to stop and appropriate steps taken if cultural resources
are discovered.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation Measure 5A: Halt work and contact the appropriate agencies if cultural resources are
discovered during project construction. All equipment operators and employees involved in any form
of ground disturbance shall be advised of the remote possibility of encountering subsurface cultural
resources. If such resources are encountered or suspected, work shall be halted immediately and the
Colfax Planning Department shall be contacted. A professional archaeologist shall be retained by the
developer and consulted to access any discoveries and develop appropriate management
recommendations for archaeological resource treatment. If bones are encountered and appear to be
human, California Law requires that the Placer County Coroner and the Native American Heritage
Commission be contacted and, if Native American resources are involved, Native American
Organizations and individuals recognized by the City shall be notified and consulted about any plans for
treatment. A note to this effect shall be included on the grading and construction plans for each phase of
this project.

Timing: Prior to issuance of the grading permits
Responsible Agency: City Planning Department

6. GEOLOGY /SOILS

Existing Setting: Soils within the City of Colfax include Mariposa-Josephine-Sites, Maymen-Josephine,
Cohasset-Aiken-McCarthy, and Dubakella-Rock, all undulating to steep, well-drained soils. According to
the City of Colfax General Plan, fithese soils are stable and present no extreme limitations for construction
if proper methods are implemented and compliance with the Colfax Municipal Code requirements are
followedo in order to minimize soil erosion and enhance slope stability. The average slope on the site is
approximately 20-30 percent. Drainage flows through the site in a west to east direction toward South
Auburn Street, and then south down South Auburn Street.

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would the proposed project: Significant Significant Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact

a. Result in exposure to or production of unstable
earth conditions such as landslides, earthquakes,
liquefaction, soil creep, mudslides, ground failure \Y
(including expansive, compressible, collapsible
soils), or similar hazards?

b. Result in disruption, displacement,
compaction, or over-covering of the soil by cuts, \Y4
fills, or extensive grading?

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- \Y
site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence,
liguefaction or collapse?

d. 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?

e. Result in any increase in wind or water
erosion of soils, on or off the site?
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geotechnical engineer. The applicant shall provide a geotechnical report from a license geotechnical
engineer for the retaining wall per Section 15.30.046 of the City Code. In addition to the requirements in
Section 15.30.048 of City Code, the report must address stability of proposed cut slopes, recommendation
for parking lot section, and recommendation for public roadway improvement section including R-Value
of existing soil in widened roadway area. Landscape slopes along the street shall not exceed 3:1. Level
areas having a minimum width of one (1) foot shall be required at the toe and top of said slopes. The
Geotechnical Engineer shall provide certification to the City that all grading work has been placed and
compacted in compliance with the improvement plans and geotechnical report.

Timing: Prior to issuance of the grading permits
Responsible Agency: City Engineering Department

Mitigation Measure 6B: Limit the grading season. Grading plans shall include the time of year for
construction activities. No grading shall occur between November 1 and May 1. If improvements will not
be completed by October 15, or are scheduled to start prior to April 15, a winterization plan must also be
prepared in accordance with City requirements. One hundred percent (100%) bonding or other security
shall be provided to assure implementation of the winterization plan.

Timing: Prior to issuance of the grading permits
Responsible Agency: City Engineering Department

Mitigation Measure 6C: Prepare and implement an Erosion and Sediment Control Plan. Prior to
issuance of grading permits or improvement plans for all project-related grading including road
construction and drainage improvements, said permits or plans shall incorporate, at a minimum, the
following erosion and sediment control measures:

1. During construction, Best Management Practices (BMPs) for temporary erosion control shall be
implemented to control any pollutants that could potentially affect the quality of storm water
discharges from the site. A Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) shall be prepared in
accordance with California State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) requirements. This
SWPPP includes the implementation of BMP's for Erosion Control, Sediment Control, Tracking
Control, Wind Erosion Control, Waste Management and Materials Pollution Control.

2. If applicable, topsoil shall be removed and stockpiled for later reuse prior to excavation activities.
Topsoil shall be identified by the soil-revegetation specialist who will identify both extent and
depth of the topsoil to be removed.

3. Upon completion of grading, stockpiled topsoil shall be combined with wood chips, compost and
other soil amendments for placement on all graded areas. Revegetation shall consist of native
seed mixes only. The primary objectives of the soil amendments and revegetation is to create site
conditions that keep sediment on site, produce a stable soil surface, resist erosion and are
aesthetically similar to the surrounding native forest ecosystem. Geo-fabrics, jutes or other mats
may be used in conjunction with revegetation and soil stabilization.

Timing: Prior to issuance of the grading permits or improvement plans
Responsible Agency: City Engineering Department

7. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Existing Setting: Greenhouse gases (GHGs) are those gases that trap heat in the atmosphere. GHGs are
emitted by natural and industrial processes, and the accumulation of GHGs in the atmosphere regulates
the earthds temperature. GHGs that are regulated by the State and/or EPA are carbon dioxide (CO2),
methane (CH4), hydrofluorocarbons (HFCs), perfluorocarbons (PFCs), sulfur hexafluoride (SF6) and
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systems, passive solar, energy efficient lighting, water conservation and landscaping, and many other
design and operational measures that can reduce GHG emissions. Additionally, the Placer County APCD
has also prepared a CEQA Handbook that includes mitigation measures for GHGs. As such, Mitigation
Measure 7A is recommended. With implementation of the mitigation measures described above and
shown below, short- and long-term operational impacts related to CO2 emissions are anticipated to be less
than significant with mitigation.

Mitigation Measures

Mitigation 7A: Comply with energy-efficiency standards. Prior to issuance of building permits, the
design of the project shall comply with the following standards:

1. The floor plans and/or exterior elevations submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit
application shall show that the project includes energy-efficient lighting (both indoor and
outdoor).

2. The floor plans and/or exterior elevations submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit
application shall show that the project includes an energy-efficient AC unit which exceeds the
SEER ratio by a minimum of two points at the time of building permit issuance.

3. The plans submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit application shall show the project
includes HVAC duct sealing and that the ductwork shall be pressure balanced prior to the
issuance of a certificate of occupancy.

4. The floor plans and/or exterior elevations submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit
application shall show that the project shall include an energy efficient heating system.

5. The plans submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit application shall show that the
project shall only utilize programmable thermostat timers.

6. The plans submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit application shall show that the
project shall only utilize low-flow water fixtures such as low-flow toilets, faucets, showers, etc.

7. The applicant shall only show energy-efficient lighting for all street, parking, and area lighting
associated with the project, including all on-site and off-site lighting.

Timing: Prior to issuance of the building permits and improvement plans
Responsible Agency: City Building Department

8. HAZARDS /| HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Existing Setting: The property is not within or adjacent to any hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.512, and is not located on an abandoned solid waste disposal
site known to the City. The project area is within a Local Responsibility Area (LRA) Very High Fire
Hazard Severity Zone for wildland fire (CalFire 2008).13

. Less Than
Potentially Significant Less Than
Would the proposed project: Significant gwith Significant No Impact
Impact Mitioati Impact
itigation

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

12 Department of Toxic Substances Control, Envirostor Database. www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public.

13 calFire. Wildland Hazard and Building Codes. Placer County Fire Hazard Severity Zone Map, Local
Responsibility Area (recommended 12/2008). www.fire.ca.gov/fire_prevention/fhsz_maps_placer.php.
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Impact Discussion 8d: The proposed project site is not included on a list of hazardous materials sites
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, will not create a significant
hazard to the public or the environment and will have no impact. No mitigation is required.

Impact Discussion 8e-f: The proposed project would not result in a safety hazard for people residing or
working in the project area. This project would also not impact safety policies in effect for lands adjacent
to an airport as it is not within two miles of a public airport. Therefore, there would be no impact related
to safety of the public in the project area.

Impact Discussion 8g: The proposed project will not alter any allowable residential density in the nearby
area, or change any of the existing road networks or alter any existing emergency evacuation plans.
Additionally, the City Fire Department has reviewed the project proposal and did not comment on any
adverse impacts to emergency response or evacuation plans. Measures provided by the Fire Department
would result in safer conditions in the event of a fire, including safe emergency access, better connection
to water for fire extinguishment, and building sprinklering. The proposed project would not impair or
physically interfere with the adopted emergency response and evacuation plans, and any potential adverse
impacts would be less than significant.

Impact Discussion 8h: CalFire maps the project site, and all of the City of Colfax, within a Local
Responsibility Area Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone. However, the site is surrounded by developed
lots to the west, Interstate 80 to east, and previously disturbed parcels to the north and south, so the threat
of wildfire has been reduced due to the developed nature of the surroundings. Additionally, the project is
within the City of Colfax and CalFire jurisdiction and as such, will be subject to review by the Placer
County Fire Protection Planning Department under contract with the City of Colfax. With additional
measures provided by the Colfax Fire Department as shown in the letter from the City of Colfax to the
applicant dated January 9, 201414 (including fire sprinklers, fire hydrants and close hydrant placement,
minimum fire flow of 1,500 gallons per minute, fire department access to the structure, and visible
addressing), impacts regarding fire safety and prevention are expected to be at a less than significant
level, and the project would not adversely expose unexpected volumes of people or structures to possible
wild land fires.

9. HYDROLOGY /WATER QUALITY

Existing Setting: The property is not within a floodplain, nor is it near a floodplain and drainage on the
property flows north to south. There is no known surface drainage occurring on this property site. There is
an existing underground storm drain running under the northeast edge of the property that project
construction will not impinge upon. At the front of the property, but offsite, is a drainage ditch which runs
parallel to South Auburn Street and directly adjacent to the property's east boundary. Existing Placer
County Water Agency infrastructure allows for a connection from the waterline along South Auburn
Street. All treated water services are metered. Treated water is also available for fire protection purposes.

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would the proposed project: Significant Significant Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact
a. Violate any water quality standards or waste v
discharge requirements?

14 City of Colfax. Memorandum from Jaenalyn Jarvis Killian to Joshua Simon and Dan Biswas, Simon CRE Raylan

LLC. January 9, 2014.
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Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would the proposed project: Significant Significant Significant No Impact
Impact ith Mitigation Impact

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)?

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 that \YJ
would result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or
off-site?

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?

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

f.  Otherwise substantially degrade water quality? Vv

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?

h. Place within a 100-year flood hazard area
structures that would impede or redirect flood \Y
flows?

i. Expose people or structures to a significant risk
of loss, injury or death involving flooding, including \Y4
flooding as a result of the failure of a levee or dam?

j.  Create inundation by mudflow? V

Impact Discussion 9a: All project grading activities will require a City grading permit, and construction
activities will require a Construction Storm Water General Permit, consistent with Construction General
Permit Order No. 2009-009-DWQ issued by the State Water Resources Control Board, to address storm
water runoff since soil disturbance will exceed one acre. The permit will address clearing, grading,
grubbing, and disturbances to the ground, such as stockpiling, or excavation. The permit will also require
the developer to prepare and implement a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) with the
intent of keeping all soil erosion from moving off site into receiving waters. The SWPPP includes Best
Management Practices to prevent construction pollutants from entering storm water runoff. Mitigation
Measure 6C is also required in Section 6 of this Initial Study to ensure the project grading will conform
to State Water Resources Control Board standards and in doing so will ensure the project will result in
less than significant impacts.

Impact Discussion 9b: The proposed project would not directly or indirectly result in the construction of
uses that would utilize groundwater supplies, but would be served by public water from Placer County
Water Agency. Therefore, there would be no impact related to depletion of groundwater supplies or
interference with groundwater recharge.
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ordinance. Parking requirements are discussed in the Traffic section of this Initial Study. Lighting,
landscaping, signs, and architectural design are discussed in the Aesthetics section of this Initial Study.

The Building Department will require compliance with Chapter 17.122, California State-Mandated Water
Efficient Landscape Regulations. Impacts to trees and consistency with the Tree Preservation Guidelines
(Chapter 17.110 of the Colfax Municipal Code) are discussed in the Biological Resources section of this
Initial Study.

The project will be required to be consistent with the Cityds Municipal Code prior to project approval
and/or construction, as noted in the letter from the City to the applicant, dated January 9, 2014. With
implementation of measures presented in other applicable sections of this Initial Study as noted above,
this impact is therefore considered less than significant.

Impact Discussion 10g: The proposed project is surrounded on the east and west by commercially-zoned
land and on the south by Interstate 80. The project site is situated immediately east of the Mink Creek
subdivision, a residential community, but given the surrounding uses the project would not disrupt or
divide the physical arrangement of any established community, and no impact would occur.

11. MINERAL RESOURCES

Existing Setting: The project area is not mapped within a Mineral Resource Zone (MRZ), or area of
known valuable mineral deposits.16

Potentially Less Than Less Than
Would the proposed project: Significant Significant Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known
mineral resource that would be of value to the \Y4
region and the residents of the state?

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?

Impact Discussion 11 a-b: Because the proposed project is not mapped within a known mineral resource
area or MRZ and would not change existing land uses on the project site, there would be no impact to
mineral resources.

12. NOISE

Existing Setting: J.C. Brennan & Associated conducted a noise study of the project site and the proposed
uses to quantify the existing ambient noise and evaluate impacts resulting from the proposed project. J.C.
Brennan conducted continuous 24-hour noise level measurements near the west property line of the
project site on November 18th, 2014. The primary noise source is roadway traffic on Interstate-80.
Average existing noise levels are shown in the table below:17

16 placer County. Regional University Specific Plan, Draft Environmental Impact Report, December 2007. Chapter
6.6 Geology, Soils, and Seismicity.

17.3.C. Brennan & Associates. Colfax Dollar General Environmental Noise Analysis. November 19, 2014.
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The traffic analysis concludes that the increase in trip volumes from the proposed project is not
significant. While the project would contribute incrementally to increased traffic during the operational
phase of the project, there would be a less than significant impact on public road maintenance.

Impact Discussion 16c: The Cityds parking standards require a minimum of 18 parking spaces for the
proposed project (1 space per 500 sf of gross floor area for fiGeneral Retailo development).2! The project
applicant proposes 31 stalls for this store prototype, including 4 clean-air vehicle stalls and 2 ADA stalls,
and will therefore be in compliance with the minimum number of parking stalls required by the City.

Furthermore, Kunzman Associates prepared a parking analysis for the project site. To quantify the actual
parking demand for this particular type of project, parking surveys were conducted at three similar Dollar
General locations to determine the maximum number of occupied parking spaces on weekdays and
weekends. The study found that the maximum peak parking demand was for 13 stalls. Based upon this
evidence, adequate parking is expected to be available for the project as designed, and there will be no
impact associated with parking demand. Impacts related to parking would be less than significant.

Impact Discussion 16d,e,g,i: The proposed project would not result in the development of uses that would
substantially increase traffic, as discussed above, or that would rely on transit services. However, the
project would be required to pay its fair share of traffic mitigation fees for trips generated by the project,
as determined by the Engineering Department. The project would not conflict with rideshare programs or
other policies supporting alternative transportation, and there would be a less than significant impact
related to these issues.

Impact Discussion 16f:  The proposed project would not impact airport operations or other travel patterns

such as waterborne and rail systems as there are none within the vicinity of the project. Therefore, there
would be no impact.

17. UTILITIES / SERVICE SYSTEMS

Existing Setting: Electricity is available to the project site from Pacific Gas & Electric, and propane is
available from private vendors to supply on-site storage if needed. Public water is anticipated to be
available to this property by Placer County Water Agency. Solid waste generated either during the
development of the site or after occupancy, is processed at the Western Regional Sanitary Landfill, which
is maintained by the Western Placer Waste Management Authority. There are a number of wireless
telephone services available in the Colfax area but with variable coverage depending upon the carrier.
Sewage treatment and disposal would occur via the City of Colfax wastewater treatment plant.

Potentially Less Than Less Than

Would the proposed project: Significant Significant Significant No Impact
Impact with Mitigation Impact

a. Result in a need for the extension of electrical v
power or natural gas?
b. Require the construction of new water or
wastewater treatment facilities or expansion of v
existing facilities, the construction of which could
cause significant environmental effects?
c. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control \Y4
Board?

21 City of Colfax. Municipal Code, Sec. 17.108.040, fiGeneral Retaild standard.
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Impact(s) Mitigation Measure Responsible Timing
Agency
AESTHETICS
Landscape plan doesn’t Mitigation Measure 1A: Comply with City of Colfax Municipal Code requirements for City Planning Prior to issuance of
comply with Municipal landscaping. Project site landscaping shall comply with all the requirements of the City of Department certificate of

Code 17.108 to landscape
unused right-of-way
Placer County Water
Agency has indicated that
drought declaration may
be in place that will
forestall new landscaping

Colfax Municipal Code, including but not limited to the following:

All unused right-of-way between the public street and the parking lot shall be
landscaped and maintained by the property owner. (17.108.045)

Landscaping shall consider conservation of water resources through the efficient use
of irrigation, appropriate plant materials (i.e. appropriate plant zones), and regular
maintenance of landscaped areas. (17.116.020)

All landscaping and irrigation shall be maintained by any and all subsequent owners
for a minimum period of three years after installation. The developer shall comply
with either (i) or (ii) of the following provisions and shall comply with (iii):
(17.116.020)

i. Deposit with the city a maintenance bond, cash, letter of credit, or its equivalent,
in an amount equal to one-half the market value of landscaping and irrigation
guaranteeing the proper care, treatment and maintenance of landscaping for a
period of three years; or

ii. Execute an agreement and equitable lien in an amount equal to the full market
value of the landscaping and irrigation with the city, guaranteeing the
maintenance thereof during a three-year period. Default of such agreement or
lien shall cause written letter of notification by the city, to the owner of said real
property within ten (10) days that the city will perform or have performed by a
reputable landscaper any and all maintenance work it deems necessary and
bring legal action against the owner for the full cost of such maintenance work,
or foreclose such equitable lien as provided by law; and

iii. Prior to the expiration of the three year maintenance guarantee period and return
of the security, the property owner shall maintain, replace or restore all
deficient landscaping. Landscaping and irrigation shall be installed prior to
issuance of a certificate of occupancy by the chief building official.

The applicant shall comply with this measure prior to the issuance of an occupancy permit
for the proposed structure. If new landscaping is prohibited by the Placer County Water
Agency at that time, the applicant shall install the landscaping at the earliest opportunity

occupancy
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Impact(s) Mitigation Measure Responsible Timing
Agency

grading and construction plans for this project:

2. If tree removal must occur during the nesting season, an approved biologist shall
conduct surveys for nesting raptors and migratory birds within 7 days prior to any
grading or construction activities during the breeding season (March 1 — August
31). An additional survey may be required if periods of construction inactivity
(e.g., gaps of activity during grading, vegetation removal) exceed a period of two
weeks, an interval during which bird species, in the absence of human or
construction-related disturbances, may establish a nesting territory and initiate
egg laying and incubation.

3. Should any active nests or breeding areas be discovered, a buffer zone (protected
area surrounding the nest) and monitoring plan, if needed, shall be developed. A
buffer zone of a quarter-mile (1,320 feet) shall be established. Nest locations shall
be mapped and submitted along with a report stating the survey results, to the
California Department of Fish and Wildlife and the City of Colfax Planning
Department within one week of survey completion. A qualified wildlife biologist
shall monitor the progression of reproductive states of any active nests until a
determination is made that nestlings have fledge and that a sufficient time for
fledging dispersal has elapsed; construction activities shall be prohibited with in
the buffer zone until such determination is made. If construction must occur
during the time the nest is occupied, the biologist shall consult with the California
Department of Fish and Wildlife to determine the most appropriate course of

action.
The project has the potential | Mitigation Measure 4C: Protect oak groves during construction. Preserved oak trees City Planning Prior to issuance of
to impact oak groves outside | (grove) above the 2,350 elevation shall be retained in their natural state and no irrigation Department the grading permits
the development footprint if | or other disturbances shall occur within this oak tree community. The following mitigation and during
the groves are not measures will be implemented during and prior to commencement of construction construction per field
adequately protected activities in order to avoid potential direct harm to the retained oak community above the inspection

2,350 elevation. These measures will also minimize indirect impacts to the retained oak
tree grove following construction. Additional best management practices are also included
herein.

Establish the grove as Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs) during all phases of
construction. The ESA boundaries shall be established at the 2,350 feet elevation
line of the parcel. The grove shall be protected with high-visibility fencing placed
at least one foot outside the dripline prior to commencement of construction.
The fencing should be four-feet high and bright orange with steel t-posts spaced
no greater than 8 feet apart.

Do not disturb the Protected Root Zone (PRZ) of trees within the grove. The PRZ is

4 0f9
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Impact(s) Mitigation Measure Responsible Timing
Agency
4. Geo-fabrics, jutes or other mats may be used in conjunction with revegetation and
soil stabilization.
GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
The project will Mitigation 7A: Comply with energy-efficiency standards. Prior to issuance of building City Building Prior to issuance of
incrementally contribute to permits, the design of the project shall comply with the following standards: Department the building permits
greenhouse gas emissions and improvement
1. The floor plans and/or exterior elevations submitted in conjunction with the plans
Building Permit application shall show that the project includes energy-efficient
lighting (both indoor and outdoor).
2. The floor plans and/or exterior elevations submitted in conjunction with the
Building Permit application shall show that the project includes an energy-efficient
AC unit which exceeds the SEER ratio by a minimum of two points at the time of
building permit issuance.
3. The plans submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit application shall show
the project includes HVAC duct sealing and that the ductwork shall be pressure
balanced prior to the issuance of a certificate of occupancy.
4. The floor plans and/or exterior elevations submitted in conjunction with the
Building Permit application shall show that the project shall include an energy-
efficient heating system.
5. The plans submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit application shall show
that the project shall only utilize programmable thermostat timers.
6. The plans submitted in conjunction with the Building Permit application shall show
that the project shall only utilize low-flow water fixtures such as low-flow toilets,
faucets, showers, etc.
7. The applicant shall only show energy-efficient lighting for all street, parking, and
area lighting associated with the project, including all on-site and off-site lighting.
NOISE
Short-term construction- Mitigation Measure 12A: Limit construction work hours to comply with City of Colfax City Building Prior to issuance of
related noise impacts at standards. During grading and construction, work hours shall be limited from 6:00 a.m.to | Department grading and building

nearby sensitive receptors,
e.g., residences to west

6:00 p.m. from Monday through Friday; and 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on Saturdays, Sundays,
and observed holidays. Prior to issuance of grading and building permits, improvement
plans shall reflect hours of construction.

permits
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City of Colfax
City Council

Resolution O 14-2015

CERTIFYING AND ADOPTING THE MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION
FOR THE DOLLAR GENERAL PROJECT (DRP-SP-01-2014)

Whereas, the City of Colfax received Planning Application DRP-SP-01-2014 for
design review for the Dollar General Project located at 951 S. Auburn Street in the City of
#T1#A@ §OEA 000TEAAG); and

Whereas, the City prepared an Initial Study consistent with California
Environmental Quality Act ("CEQA™) Guidelines and determined that a Mitigated Negative

Declaration ("MND™) was required in order to analyze the potential for significant impacts
of the Project; and

Whereas, based on the Initial Study, the City prepared a MND dated March 5, 2015
x<EAE  OARIAROAA OEA #0000 ETAAPATAATO EOACTATO ATA ATAIUGEO T OEA DTOATOMAI
environmental impacts of the Project and which was circulated for public review from
March 6, 2015 to April 6, 2015; and

Whereas, the City carefully reviewed the MND and all comments received with
regard to it and the Project and determined that the MND adequately identified and
ATAIUUAA 0EA 00TEAAGIO ATOROTT TATOAT £ TDAAGOH ATA OEAQ OEA AT T TATO0 AEA TW0 ATTOtitute or
require substantial revisions to the MND. On this basis, the City determined that no
recirculation of the MND was required pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines; and

Whereas, staff reports to the Colfax Planning Commission and City Council, dated
April 14, 2015 and incorporated herein by reference, described the Project and analyzed
the draft MND; and

Whereas, the Planning Commission and City Council reviewed the staff reports and
the draft MND and all related documents at a noticed public meeting on April 22, 2015 at
which time all interested parties had the opportunity to be heard; and

Whereas, the Mitigated Negative Declaration identifies mitigation measures
applicable to the Project. Therefore, a Mitigation Monitoring Plan (MMP) must be adopted
in conjunction with any Project approval; and

Whereas, a MMP has been prepared as required by CEQA; and

Whereas, the MND and other environmental documents for the Project that
constitute the record of proceedings for the Project are in the custodial location and
available for review during normal business hours in the office of the City Clerk, City Hall,
33 S. Main Street, Colfax, CA95713.
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