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February 23, 2012

TO: ALL INTERESTED PARTIES

SUBJECT: Vineyard | Community Plan Amendment, Rezone, Use Permit, Reclamation Plan
Amendment, and Zoning Agreement Amendments; Aspen Il South Reclamation
Plan and Use Permit Amendments; and Aspen IV South Reclamation Plan, Use
Permit, and Zoning Agreement Amendments (Control Numbers: 2005-CZB-UPB-
REB-ZGB-0062, PLNP2008-REB-UPB-00016, & PLNP2008-REB-UPB-ZGB-00017)

The subject Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) is attached for your review and
comment. This Draft SEIR contains all of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) mandated
information and analyses for the subject project. Reviewers should focus on the sufficiency of the
Environmental Impact Report in discussing possible impacts upon the environment, ways in which
adverse effects might be minimized, and alternatives to the proposed project.

This Draft SEIR updates the prior FEIR/EIS (Morrison Creek Mining Reach Downstream (South) of
Jackson Highway), which has been provided on CD and can be found in the inside flap at the back of
this Draft SEIR. Additional CD copies of the prior FEIR/EIS are available upon request from the
Division of Environmental Review and Assessment, 827 7" Street, Room 220, Sacramento, CA
95814, telephone (916) 874-7914.

Reviewers who wish to comment on the Draft SEIR are urged to submit written comments to this
office by April 9, 2012. Comments may also be submitted via e-mail to Catherine Hack at
DERA@saccounty.net Please include the project name and control number listed above in all
correspondence. Failure to provide comments on the Draft SEIR will not preclude your right to testify
before the Sacramento County Project Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors. The date,
time and location of the Project Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors hearings are
unknown at this time. Please call the Clerk of the Board at (916) 874-5411 to verify the date, time
and place of the hearing.

Please contact John Lundgren or Michelle Nagao of this office at 874-7914 if you have questions
concerning this Draft SEIR.

Sincerely,

Catherine Hack
Environmental Coordinator

827 Tth Street, Suite 220 o Sacramento, California 95814 e phone (916) 874-7914 o fax (916) 874-8343 e www.saccounty.net
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1 PREFACE

The following Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) was prepared to
address proposed changes to the Vineyard I, Aspen Ill South and Aspen IV South
Reclamation Plans, as well as inclusion of mining an additional 5.6 acres on the
Vineyard | site. Although the three mining sites are three separate projects, the three
projects so are closely related that they have been incorporated together as the
proposed Project. The existing Reclamation Plans were the subject of a previously
certified Final Environmental Impact Report/ Environmental Impact Statement
(FEIR/EIS) titled Morrison Creek Mining Reach (South) of Jackson Highway (Control
Numbers: 94-UPB-0484, 91-CZB-UPB-01118, 90-CZB-UPB-1607 and 94-CZB-UPB-
0671) (State Clearinghouse Number: 95102057). The prior FEIR/EIS considered the
reach of Morrison Creek that included four mining and reclamation proposals (known as
Vineyard I, Aspen IIl South, Aspen IV South and Aspen V South), as well as an on-site
processing plant. The Aspen V South mining project is not included in this Project.

On October 20, 1999, the Sacramento County Board of Supervisors certified the
FEIR/EIS. The Board approved the mining projects on December 15, 1999. This SEIR
addresses environmental impacts and mitigation measures associated with the
proposed revised Reclamation Plans, either resulting from the proposed changes to the
Plan or new impacts and/or mitigation measures that result from changed
circumstances. In addition, this SEIR addresses environmental impacts and mitigation
measures associated with the request for mining the 5.6 acres for Vineyard | (referred to
as the Vineyard | expansion mining site throughout this document).

Impacts that were identified in the prior FEIR/EIS as significant and unavoidable remain
so for the proposed Project. Impacts identified as significant and reduced to less than
significant for the proposed Project, due to either completed mitigations or changed
circumstances, are stated as such. Impacts identified as less than significant, remain
so. Mitigation measures of the FEIR/EIS that remain applicable to the proposed Project
are summarized in the Executive Summary of this SEIR. A copy of the prior FEIR/EIS
is attached to this SEIR in CD format (back cover) and is available online as Appendix A
at
http://www.dera.saccounty.net/PublicNotices/SQLView/ProjectDetails/tabid/71/Default.a
spx?ProjectID=33759)
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2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The subject of this Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR) is comprised of
three separate projects that have been incorporated into the proposed Project known as
Vineyard | Community Plan Amendment, Rezone, Use Permit, Reclamation Plan
Amendment, and Zoning Agreement Amendments (Control Number: 05-CZB-UPB-
REB-ZGB-0062); Aspen Il South Reclamation Plan and Use Permit Amendments
(Control Number: PLNP2008-REB-UPB-00016); and Aspen IV South Reclamation
Plan, Use Permit, and Zoning Agreement Amendments (Control Number: PLNP2008-
REB-UPB-ZGB-00017).

The Project is located in the Vineyard community in the unincorporated area of
Sacramento County. The Vineyard | project parcels are located at the northeast corner
of Hedge Road and Elder Creek Road. The Aspen lll South project parcels are located
in the southwest corner of Fruitridge Road and Mayhew Road. The Aspen IV South
project parcels are located at the northeast corner of Mayhew Road and Elder Creek
Road.

The proposed project includes revisions to the previously approved reclamation plan,
consistent with permits received from the County, State and federal regulatory
agencies. The previous reclamation plan consisted of a below grade, 600-foot wide
riparian corridor/low-flow channel within the bottom of the mining pit in generally the
same location as the existing creek and an at-grade trapezoidal bypass channel around
the perimeter of the three mining sites. The proposed project revises the previously
approved reclamation plan by completely eliminating the at-grade trapezoidal bypass
channel component and changing the below grade, 600-foot wide riparian corridor/low-
flow channel to an at-grade mitigation corridor (Morrison Creek Realigned Channel) on
the Vineyard | and Aspen Il South mining properties. The Morrison Creek Realigned
Channel has been designed to contain the 100-year flood flows. On the Aspen IV
South property, the existing Morrison Creek channel will now be preserved and a raised
bank flood control channel (Raised Bank Channel) is proposed to be constructed
outside the effective FEMA floodway. The Morrison Creek Realigned Channel will
connect with the preserved Morrison Creek channel on Aspen IV South.

The proposed project also consists of a request for a rezone and a use permit
amendment to allow aggregate mining on an additional 5.61 acres (two parcels) and to
incorporate this new area into the previously approved Vineyard | mining plan (referred
as Vineyard | mining expansion). In addition, the Vineyard | mining expansion will be
incorporated into the previously approved reclamation plan, including revisions
consistent with the requested reclamation amendments described above. The location
of a retention basin on the Vineyard | mining site has been determined for the proposed
project and the volume of a retention basin on the Aspen IV South mining site has been
determined.

The following environmental impact and mitigation summary table describes the project
impacts and the recommended mitigation measures to eliminate or reduce the impacts.
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2 - Executive Summary and Mitigation Measures

The residual impact after mitigation is also identified. Detailed discussions of each of
the identified impacts and mitigation measures, including pertinent support data, can be
found in the specific topic sections in the remainder of this report.

This report identifies significant and unavoidable impacts related to land use (conflict
with nearby land uses), air quality (exhaust emissions) and geology (permanent
alteration of the landform).

This report has identified project-related impacts associated with land use, groundwater
hydrology and quality, geology and slope stability, public safety, airport compatibility,
cultural resources, aesthetics; biological resources and traffic and circulation as
potentially significant, which could be reduced to a less than significant level through
inclusion of recommended mitigation measures.

Other impacts associated with surface water hydrology and drainage, groundwater
hydrology and water quality, cultural resources, biological resources, aesthetics, climate
change, air quality, geology and slope stability, traffic and circulation, land use, public
safety and public services are considered less than significant.

Vineyard |, Aspen Ill South, and Aspen IV South SEIR 2-2 2005-0062, PLNP2008- 00016, & PLNP2008-00017



2 - Executive Summary and Mitigation Measures

Table 2-1
Executive Summary of Impacts and Mitigation
Level of Level of
Significance e Significance
Impacts Before Mitigation Measure After
Mitigation * Mitigation

SURFACE WATER HYDROLOGY AND DRAINAGE
In the Post-Reclamation condition, there would be a
decrease in the upstream flows between the baseline LS None Required LS
condition and the Post-Reclamation condition. The Post- q
Reclamation floodplain upstream would be reduced.
In the Post-Reclamation condition, the flows downstream of .

. ) . . : LS None Required LS
the project site will not increase as a result of the project.
The proposed project would not result in on-site flooding in
the Post-Reclamation condition as peak flows will be LS None Required LS
contained within the Morrison Creek Realigned Channel.
The embankments of the Morrison Creek Realigned
Channel and the Raised Bank Channel are not likely to fail,
but in th_e unlikely event they did, the applicants have an LS None Required LS
evacuation and safety plan and there would not be a
potential for off-site flooding, or drying up of the creek
channel downstream.
The proposed project will not result in damage to the .
Jackson Highway Bridge due to high Morrison Creek flows. LS None Required LS
GROUNDWATER HYDROLOGY AND QUALITY
alter drainage and groundwater flow and quality which the Vineyard | mining expansion site of the proposed project:
could affect surrounding properties and domestic septic s GW-1: The proponents shall store contaminants in the gravel LS
leachfield systems on adjacent surrounding properties. operation area in a manner that will contain any spills (i.e.,
This was found to be a significant impact that could be containment berms). Any spills occurring in operational areas
reduced to less than significant with mitigation should be cleaned up immediately.
! PS = Potentially Significant S = Significant SU = Significant and Unavoidable LS = Less Than Significant
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2 - Executive Summary and Mitigation Measures

Level of Level of
Significance e Significance
Impacts Before Mitigation Measure After
Mitigation * Mitigation
The prior FEIR/EIS determined that mining operations
could alter or disrupt any future monitoring of the
contamination plume from Mather Field. The contamination
plum has not migrated and the inclusion of 5.6 acres to the LS None Required LS
Vineyard | mining site will not affect future monitoring efforts
of contamination plumes from Mather Field. This impact is
now considered less than significant.
CULTURAL RESOURCES
There are no significant cultural or historical resources on
the Vineyard | mining expansion site. Mining of the .
additional 5.6 acres will not impact known cultural LS None Required LS
resources
CR-1: If subsurface deposits believed to be cultural or human in
origin are discovered during construction, then all work must halt
within a 200-foot radius of the discovery. A qualified professional
archaeologist, meeting the Secretary of the Interior's Professional
Qualification Standards for prehistoric and historic archaeology,
shall be retained at the Applicant’s expense to evaluate the
significance of the find. If it is determined due to the types of
deposits discovered, that a Native American monitor is required,
the Guidelines for Monitors/Consultants of Native American
Cultural, Religious, and Burial Sites as established by the Native
. ; . ; ; American Heritage Commission shall be followed, and the monitor
Mining of the 5.6-acre Vineyard | mining expansion site X : ’
¢ ¥ g exp PS shall be retained at the Applicant’s expense. LS

could uncover subsurface archaeological materials.

Work cannot continue within the 200-foot radius of the discovery
site until the archaeologist conducts sufficient research and data
collection to make a determination that the resource is either 1) not
cultural in origin; or 2) not potentially eligible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places or California Register of
Historical Resources.

If a potentially-eligible resource is encountered, then the
archaeologist, DERA, and project proponent shall arrange for either
1) total avoidance of the resource, if possible; or 2) test excavations
or total data recovery as mitigation. The determination shall be
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2 - Executive Summary and Mitigation Measures

Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After
Mitigation * Mitigation

Impacts Mitigation Measure

formally documented in writing and submitted to DERA as
verification that the provisions of CEQA for managing unanticipated
discoveries have been met.

CR-2: Pursuant to Section 5097.98 of the State Public Resources
Code and Section 7050.5 of the State Health and Safety Code, in
the event of the discovery of human remains, all work is to stop and
the County Coroner shall be immediately notified. If the remains
are determined to be Native American, guidelines of the Native
American Heritage Commission shall be adhered to in the
treatment and disposition of the remains.

AIR QUALITY

AQ-1: Category 1: Reducing NOx emissions from off-road diesel
powered equipment.

The proponent shall provide a plan, for approval of the lead agency
and the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
(SMAQMD), demonstrating that the heavy-duty (50 horsepower or
more) off-road vehicles to be used in the project, including owned
The proposed project will result in a significant increase of or leased and subcontracted vehicles, will achieve a project wide
exhaust emissions due to the continued use of heavy off- fleet-average 20 percent NO, reduction and 45 percent particulate
road equipment for an additional 3-6 months time frame for S reduction® compared to the most recent California Air Resource SuU

the Vineyard | mining expansion site. This impact is Board (ARB) fleet average at time of each annual report; and
significant and unavoidable. .
The proponent shall submit to the lead agency and SMAQMD a

comprehensive inventory of all off-road equipment, equal to or
greater than 50 horsepower, that will be used an aggregate of 40 or
more hours per year during any portion of the project. The
inventory shall include the horsepower rating, engine production
year, and project hours of use or fuel throughput for each piece of
equipment. The inventory shall be updated and submitted annually

2 Acceptable options for reducing emissions may include use of late model engines, low-emissions diesel products, alternative fuels, engine retrofit technology,
after-treatment products and/or other options as they become available.
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2 - Executive Summary and Mitigation Measures

Level of Level of

Impacts Slgélgflg?ence Mitigation Measure Slgrx?tcé?nce
Mitigation * Mitigation

throughout the duration of the project. The proponent shall provide
SMAQMD with the name and phone number of the project manager
and/or on-site foreman.

Due to the long term nature of this project, the requirement for the
emission reduction plan referenced herein will sunset on
Month/date/year® due to existing SMAQMD and ARB rules that will
affect ARB fleet averages at that time.

And:

Category 2: Controlling visible diesel emissions from off-road
diesel powered equipment.

Emissions from all off-road diesel powered equipment used on the
project site shall not exceed 40 percent opacity for more than three
minutes in any one-hour. Any equipment found to exceed 40
percent opacity (or Ringelmann 2.0) shall be repaired immediately,
and the lead agency and the lead agency and SMAQMD shall be
notified within 48 hours of identification of non-compliant
equipment. The SMAQMD and/or other officials may conduct
periodic site inspections to determine compliance. Nothing in this
mitigation measure shall supersede other SMAQMD or State rules
or regulations.

AQ-2: All vehicles shall be maintained in accordance with the
manufacturers’ recommendations, and all stationary equipment
maintained in compliance with emissions limitations established by
a permit issued by the SMAQMD. Granite Construction shall
maintain records of equipment maintenance activities and records
shall be provided to the County upon request.

AQ-3: Particulate filters and catalysts should be used where
technically feasible to reduce NOx emissions from off-road heavy
duty equipment. Granite Construction should contact SMAQMD
and/or ARB for assistance in determining appropriate emission

® Project proponent should contact SMAQMD staff to determine appropriate sunset period.
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2 - Executive Summary and Mitigation Measures

Level of Level of
Significance e Significance
Impacts Before Mitigation Measure After
Mitigation * Mitigation
reducing technologies.
The prior project was found to have a significant dust
(particulate matter) emission impact. During mining of the
Vineyard | mining expansion site, all Basic Construction .
Emission Control Practices will be implemented and the LS None Required LS
maximum daily disturbed area will not exceed 15 acres.
This impact is now considered less than significant.
GEOLOGY AND SLOPE STABILITY
The prior project was found to have a significant and
unavoidable impact due to the permanent alteration of the
project site’s landform. Mining the Vineyard | expansion S None Available SuU
site will increase the amount of land permanently altered by
mining. The project does not lessen the prior impact.
The following mitigation is from the prior FEIR/EIS and remains
applicable to the Vineyard | mining expansion site of the proposed
project.
GS-1: For the Vineyard | mining expansion site, the proponent
shall limit the finished side slopes to 1.5:1 (horizontal:vertical) to
ensure stability for existing soil conditions. Soils shall be placed
and compacted to 90 percent of the maximum dry density, at or
_ _ _ _ near optimum moisture conditions, in all finished slopes. Since
The prior project concluded that the project’s reclaimed local stability of the slope is critically dependent upon proper
slopes would be subject to slope instability. The proposed compaction of the overburden soils, a qualified soils engineer shall
project does not change this prior significant impact. S be regularly present throughout grading operations to determine LS

Mitigation from the prior FEIR/EIS remains applicable to the
proposed project and will reduce the level of significance.

compliance with job specifications.

GS-2: Prior to allowing re-directed stream flows to the Morrison
Creek Realigned Channel, Granite Construction shall submit a
report prepared by a California registered professional engineer
certifying the channel and embankment engineering and foundation
soils of the Morrison Creek Realigned Channel. The engineer’s
report shall address slope stability, soil compaction rates,
foundation soils, potential failure mechanisms and contingencies for
repairing failures. The report shall be submitted to the Community
Planning and Development Department and the Division of
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2 - Executive Summary and Mitigation Measures

Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After
Mitigation * Mitigation

Impacts Mitigation Measure

Environmental Review and Assessment for approval. No flows
shall be directed to the new channel until approval is granted by
both entities.

GS-3: For the embankments of the Raised Bank Channel and the
mining slopes on the Aspen IV South mining site, Teichert
Aggregates shall follow the recommendations contained in the
GEOCON Consulting, Inc report (September, 2011). At the
completion of the construction of the Raised Bank Channel, a
report, signed by a California registered professional engineer, shall
be submitted to DERA indicating completion of the
recommendations from the GEOCON report. During mining, a
report, prepared and signed by a California registered professional
engineer, shall be submitted indicating completion of the
recommendations regarding the mining pit slopes.

GS-4: Prior to mining within 25 feet of the Mayhew Road right-of-
way, Teichert Aggregates shall submit a report, prepared by a
geotechnical engineer or engineering geologist, on the soils
observed at 25 feet from the right-of-way and whether or not the
soils observed are consistent with those anticipated. If the soils
observed differ significantly from what was anticipated, the
engineer shall increase the proposed 12-foot setback accordingly.
This report shall be submitted to DERA and the Community
Planning and Development Department for review and approval
prior to commencement of mining within 25 feet of the Mayhew
Road right-of-way.

GS-5: The proponents shall ensure that the side slopes of the pit
are vegetated following final slope placement to prevent excessive
erosion and enhance slope stability. The side slopes shall be
revegetated with an erosion control mix as specified in an Erosion
The slopes of the mining pit and recreated channel of the Control Plan. The Erosion Control Plan shall be prepared by the
proposed project would be subject to erosion and slope S applicant and submitted to the County prior to issuance of the work LS
instability if not properly vegetated and maintained. authorization permit. The species chosen for the erosion control
mix shall be comprised of native stock and shall not contain any
species considered to be invasive or noxious weeds. The Erosion
Control Plan shall include performance standards that can be used
to determine the success of erosion control measures and the
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Impacts

Level of
Significance
Before
Mitigation *

Mitigation Measure

Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

revegetation effort, and shall discuss monitoring requirements. The
plan shall include remedial measures to be implemented if
revegetation is not successful.

GS-6: The applicant shall submit to the Division of Environmental
Review and Assessment (DERA), a ten-year monitoring plan that
outlines monitoring requirements and identifies mitigating steps for
any significant erosion that may occur at a specific location in the
flow channel. If significant erosion is identified during monitoring,
the applicant shall contact DERA and submit proof of corrective
actions. Appropriate mitigation includes, but is not limited to;
strengthening of the channel, re-grading the channel, widening the
channel to reduce scour velocities, or any other revision as
approved by County staff to mitigate significant erosion.

The loss of mineral resource availability is not an impact of
the proposed project.

LS

None Required

LS

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Vegetation

The loss of existing natural vegetation communities was
found to be a significant impact under the prior project.
Mitigation included a mitigation corridor which has been
revised as the proposed Morrison Creek Preserve Corridor
which has been approved by the regulatory agencies.
Mitigation has been included to ensure success of the
Morrison Creek Preserve Corridor and impacts will be
considered less than significant.

BR-1: Prior to the issuance of a Work Authorization Permit, submit
to the County Department of Environmental Review and
Assessment the recorded Conservation Easements for the project
sites.

BR-2: Implement the Wetland, Oak Woodland and Riparian
Mitigation Monitoring Plan (refer to Appendix D1). Submit to the
County Division of Environmental Review and Assessment annual
monitoring reports. The reports shall present the status of the
creek, wetlands, drainage, oak woodland and riparian habitats,
including individual wetland data, photo-documentation, status of
the riparian and oak woodland plantings, and any recommended
remediation. The report shall also include an assessment of the
monitoring results against the success criteria described in the
Wetland, Oak Woodland and Riparian Mitigation Monitoring Plan.

A monitoring report will be prepared and submitted to the County
(and Corps and CDFG) for each of the monitoring years by
December 31% of each monitoring year. The report shall include:

LS
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Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After
Mitigation * Mitigation

Impacts Mitigation Measure

a. A map showing the Preserve including wetland locations,
location of various monitoring activities and photo points;

b. Hydrology, vegetation, and photographic monitoring results as
described in the Wetland, Oak Woodland and Riparian
Mitigation Monitoring Plan;

c. An assessment of the monitoring results against the
established success criteria;

d. A description of the overall site conditions and any
management actions taken during that year; and

e. Any recommended management or remediation actions to be
conducted (if necessary, a contingency plan, as described in
Section 8.2 of the Wetland, Oak Woodland and Riparian
Mitigation Monitoring Plan will be prepared).

If any revisions to the Morrison Creek Realigned Channel occur
during the first ten years, a letter indicating proposed changes shall
be submitted to DERA. If changes require approval by either the
Corps or CDFG an approval letter from the respective agency shall
be submitted to DERA.

At the end of the ten-year monitoring period, monitoring will cease if
the Morrison Creek Realigned Channel is found by the County,
Corps and CDFG to be in substantial compliance with the
established success criteria. Monitoring will be extended beyond
the ten-year period for those habitats that are not meeting success
criteria.

Native Trees BR-3: Implement Mitigation Measure BR-1 (submittal of recorded
conservation easements) and BR-2 (implement the Wetland, Oak
Woodland and Riparian Mitigation Monitoring Plan for Vineyard |

[refer to Appendix D1] and the Oak Tree Mitigation and Monitoring
S Plan for Aspen IV South [refer to Appendix D2]). LS

Mining of the Vineyard | site resulted in removal of 3,562
inches dbh of native oak and walnut trees. The tree
plantings within the Morrison Creek Realigned Channel will
adequately compensate (out-of-kind, inch-for inch) for this

Impact. BR-4: The removal of 40 inches by Granite for the Vineyard |

Mining the Vineyard | Expansion Site will result in removal expansion site shall be compensated by planting native oak trees
of 40 inches dbh of native trees. (either valley oak/Quercus lobata, blue oak/ Quercus douglasii
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Impacts

Level of
Significance
Before
Mitigation *

Mitigation Measure

Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Mining the Aspen IV South site will result in 566 inches dbh
of tree impacts. Perimeter and landscape tree plantings
(140 oak tree plantings) will compensate for 140 inches of
impacts. The remaining 426 inches dbh will be adequately
mitigated through tree plantings within the Morrison Creek
Preserve Corridor.

Connection of the Morrison Creek Realigned Channel and
Raised Bank Channel will result in impacts to trees located
within the Mayhew Road right-of-way. Granite will be
responsible for trees located on the western half of the
right-of-way for a total of 273 inches. Teichert will be
responsible for the trees located on the eastern half of the
right-of-way for 74 inches. Planting within the Morrison
Creek Raised Bank Channel for Aspen IV South will
sufficiently compensate for 875 inches of impacts for
Teichert. Granite impacts of 273 inches and 40 inches (for
expansion site) will be mitigated consistent with the County
tree ordinance.

and/or interior live oak/ Quercus wislizenii) equivalent to the dbh
inches lost, based on the ratios listed below, at locations that are
authorized by the Division of Environmental Review and
Assessment. On-site preservation of native oak trees that are less
than 6 inches (<6 inches) dbh, may also be used to meet this
compensation requirement. A total of 40 inches for Granite will
require compensation.

Equivalent compensation based on the following ratio is required:

e One preserved native oak tree < 6 inches dbh on-site = | inch
dbh

One D-pot seedling (40 cubic inches or larger) = 1 inch dbh
One 15-gallon tree = 1 inch dbh

One 24-inch box tree = 2 inches dbh

One 36-inch box tree = 3 inches dbh

Replacement tree plantings shall be completed prior to tree
removal or a bond shall be posted by the applicant in order to
provide funding for purchase, planting, irrigation, and 3-year
maintenance period, should the applicant default on replacement
tree mitigation. The bond shall be in an amount equal to the
prevailing rate of the County Tree Preservation Fund and will be
due within one year of posting the bond.

Prior to the issuance of a Work Authorization Permit for the
Vineyard | expansion site, a Replacement Oak Tree Planting Plan
shall be prepared by a certified arborist or licensed landscape
architect and shall be submitted to the Environmental Coordinator
for approval. The Replacement Oak Tree Planting Plan(s) shall
include the following minimum elements:

1. Species, size and locations of all replacement plantings and < 6
inch dbh trees to be preserved;
2. Method of irrigation;

3. If planting in soils with a hardpan/duripan or clayplan layer,
include the Sacramento County Standard Tree Planting Detall
L-1, including the 10-foot deep boring hole to provide for
adequate drainage;

4. Planting, irrigation and maintenance schedules;
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Level of Level of
Impacts S|gé1gf|§?ence Mitigation Measure S|grxil[c;?nce
Mitigation * Mitigation
5. ldentification of the maintenance entity and a written agreement
with that entity to provide care and irrigation of the trees for a 3-
year establishment period, and to replace any of the
replacement oak trees which do not survive during that period;
and
6. Designation of a 20-foot root zone radius and landscaping to
occur within the radius of oak trees < 6 inches dbh to be
preserved on-site.
No replacement tree shall be planted within 15 feet of the driplines
of existing oak trees or landmark size trees that are retained on-
site. The minimum spacing for replacement oak trees shall be 20
feet on-center.
If oak tree replacement plantings are demonstrated to the
satisfaction of the Environmental Coordinator to be infeasible for
any or all trees removed, then compensation shall be through
payment into the County Tree Preservation Fund. Payment shall
be made at a rate of $325.00 per dbh inch removed but not
otherwise compensated, or at the prevailing rate at the time
payment into the fund is made.
Wetlands BR-5:
The prior project found that the prior project would impact Implement Mitigation Measures BR-1 and BR-2
19 acres of waters of the U.S. Mitigation required the
applicants to obtain the necessary permits; these permits
have been secured. Impacts to wetlands and waters of the
U.S. on the Aspen IV South site have decreased under the
proposed reclamation plan amendment as there will be no S LS
mining within Morrison Creek on Aspen IV South.
The Morrison Creek Realigned Channel will mitigate for
impacts to wetlands associated with the Vineyard | mining
site; however to ensure that the corridor will adequately
mitigate for impacts to wetlands, mitigation to submit
recorded conservation easements and the mitigation plan
has been included.
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Impacts

Level of
Significance
Before
Mitigation *

Mitigation Measure

Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Wildlife

It was determined that the prior project would result in the
loss of most existing wildlife habitat and wildlife
displacement. Mining the Vineyard | expansion site does
not change the prior conclusion that mining activities would
result in habitat loss and wildlife displacement. Mitigation
Measures BR-1 and BR-2 have been recommended to
ensure the recreated habitats function adequately. A
wildlife survey has been included within the Wetland, Oak
Woodland and Riparian Mitigation Monitoring Plan.

BR-6:
Implement Mitigation Measure BR-1 and BR-2

LS

Invertebrates

The proposed project will not impact general invertebrate
populations (non-special status species populations).

LS

None Required

LS

Fisheries

The proposed project will not result in the loss of existing
warm water fisheries habitat within approximately two miles
of the Morrison Creek channel, nor would the project result
in a disruption of fish migration as a result of the loss of two
miles of the Morrison Creek stream channel.

LS

None Required

LS

American Badger

Mining the Vineyard | expansion site would not adversely
impact the American badger. Itis also likely that the
American badger has fled the project site. The recreated
Morrison Creek Preserve Corridor may provide suitable
habitat for the badger at completion of mining activities.
The project will only result in temporarily displacing the
American badger.

LS

None Required

LS
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Impacts

Level of
Significance
Before
Mitigation *

Mitigation Measure

Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Palled bat, Townsend’s western big eared bat and other
bats

The Vineyard | expansion site would remove an abandoned
building that is potential roosting habitat for bats in the
area. Removal of the building is not a significant loss of
roosting habitat for bats, such as the pallid bat, Townsend'’s
western big-eared bat and other bats. This loss is
considered temporary since the riparian habitat proposed
along the Morrison Creek Preserve Corridor will provide
future roosting habitat for bats at the completion of mining
activities.

LS

None Required

LS

Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle

The Vineyard | expansion mining site does not contain any
elderberry bushes; mining the site will not result in impacts
to the valley elderberry longhorn beetle. Mitigation for the
removal of nine elderberry bushes has been completed.
This impact is now considered less than significant.

LS

None Required — prior mitigation completed

LS

Special Status Vernal Pool Invertebrates

The Vineyard | expansion mining site does not contain any
wetlands; therefore vernal pool invertebrates are not
utilizing the site. Mining the Vineyard | expansion site will
not impact vernal pool invertebrates.

The prior project had a significant impact to the loss of
vernal pool invertebrates and consulted with the USFWS
and purchased necessary vernal pool preservation and
creation credits at an approved mitigation bank. The
Morrison Creek Realigned Channel will replace wetland
habitats; mitigation has been recommended to ensure
appropriate wetland habitat functions.

BR-7:
Implement Mitigation Measure BR-1 and BR-2

LS

Swainson’s hawk and Other Special Status Birds
(Burrowing owl and Tricolored blackbird)

The prior FEIR/EIS concluded that the project would result
in the temporary loss of approximately 880 acres of

PS

BR-8: Prior to the issuance of a Work Authorization Permit, if
mining the Vineyard | expansion site is to occur between March 1
and September 15, a focused survey for Swainson’s hawk nests on
the site and on nearby trees shall take place within %2 mile for rural

LS
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Impacts

Level of
Significance
Before
Mitigation *

Mitigation Measure

Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

potential foraging habitat, with potential nesting sites for
Swainson’s hawk. The proposed Morrison Creek
Realigned Channel does not change the overall post-
reclamation use of the site and as such, the prior
conclusion does not change. The project was found to
result in temporary loss of potential nesting sites for both
the burrowing owl and tricolored blackbird. The Morrison
Creek Realigned Channel will replace this habitat upon
completion of mining. Mining the Vineyard | expansion site
could have potentially significant impacts to Swainson’s
hawk, burrowing owl or other special status birds if they are
utilizing the site. This is considered a potentially significant
impact.

sites and ¥2 mile for urban sites, and shall be conducted by a
qualified biologist within 14 days prior to the start of construction
work (including clearing and grubbing). If active nests are found,
the California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) shall be
contacted to determine appropriate protective measures. If no
active nests are found during the focused survey, no further
mitigation will be required.

BR-9: Burrowing Owl Survey: Prior to mining activities, a focused
survey shall be conducted by a qualified biologist for burrowing
owls where suitable habitat is present in the project area. Suitable
habitat includes agricultural field margins, drainage ditches and
fallow fields. Surveys shall be conducted no less than 14 days and
no more than 30 days prior to commencement of construction
activities. Surveys shall be conducted in accordance with CDFG
protocol (CDFG, 1995).

a. If no occupied burrow are found in the survey area, a letter
report documenting survey methods and findings shall be
submitted to the County and no further mitigation is necessary.

b. If an occupied burrow is found, the applicant shall contact
DERA and consult with the CDFG, prior to construction or
mining activities, to determine if avoidance is possible or if
burrow relocation will be required.

c. If owls are to remain on-site, a minimum of 6.5 acres of
foraging habitat for each occupied burrow needs to be
permanently preserved according to CDFG guidelines.

d. In order to avoid direct impacts to owls, no activity shall take
place within 160 feet of an active burrow from September 1 to
January 31 (wintering season) or 250 feet from February 1
through August 31 (breeding season). Protective fencing shall
be placed, at the distances above, around the active burrows
and no activity shall occur within the protected buffer areas.

e. Any impact to active owl burrows, relocation of owls or
mitigation for habitat loss shall be done in accordance with
CDFG guidelines. Written evidence from CDFG staff shall be
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Level of Level of
Significance Significance
Before After
Mitigation * Mitigation

Impacts Mitigation Measure

provided to DERA attesting to the permission to remove
burrows, relocated owls, mitigate for lost habitat and provide a
method for preservation habitat in perpetuity.

BR-10: Survey for Tricolored blackbirds: If mining activities occur
between March 1 and July 31, a pre-construction survey for nesting
tricolored blackbird shall be performed by a qualified biologist.
Surveys shall include the project site and aeras of appropriate
habitat within 300 feet of the site. Surveys shall be conducted no
less than 14 days and no more than 30 days prior to
commencement of mining activities. The biologist shall supply a
brief written report (including date, time of survey, survey method,
name of surveyor and survey results) to the Department of
Environmental Review and Assessment (DERA) prior to ground
disturbing activities. If no tricolored blackbirds are found during the
pre-construction survey, no further mitigation will be required. If an
active tricolored blackbird colony is found on-site or within 300 feet
of the project site, the project proponent shall do the following:

a. Consult with CDFG to determine if project activity will impact
the tricolored blackbird colony(s). Provide DERA with written
evidence of the consult or a contact name and number from
CDFG.

b. With CDFG permission, the applicant may avoid impacts to
tricolored blackbirds by establishing a 300-foot temporary
setback with fencing that prevents any project activity within
300 feet of the colony. A qualified biologist shall verify that
setbacks and fencing are adequate and will determine when
the colonies are no longer dependent on the nesting habitat
(i.e., nesting have fledged and are no longer using habitat).
The breeding season typically ends in July.

c. If the tricolored blackbird habitat is permanently destroyed,
follow CDFG procedure to mitigate for habitat loss.
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Impacts

Level of
Significance
Before
Mitigation *

Mitigation Measure

Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Special Status Plants

The prior FEIR/EIS concluded that the project would not
significantly impact any special status plants since none
were known to occur within the project site. There are no
wetlands or vernal pools on the Vineyard | expansion site;
the proposed project will not impact special status plants.

LS

None Required

LS

Giant Garter Snake

The USFWS presumed the presence of the giant garter
snake in the project area in the issued Biological Opinion
for the Aspen IV South site. Impacts are considered
potentially significant. Minimization and avoidance
measures were included in the issued Biological Opinion
and have been carried forward as mitigation.

LS

None Required

LS

TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION

The prior FEIR/EIS concluded that the additional haul
trucks on the roadway system would degrade the existing
level of service and that this was identified as a significant
impact. Removal of overburden from the Vineyard |
expansion site would not result in additional haul trucks on
the roadway system and would not result in a significant
increase in worker trips. Mitigation has been included to
ensure impacts are less than significant.

PS

TC-1: The proponents shall transport mined aggregate material to
the processing plants only by conveyor and not by trucks.

TC-2: If overburden from the Vineyard | mining expansion site is to
be removed from the site, overburden transport shall be by
conveyor and internal vehicles only and not by on-road haul trucks.

LS

The prior project resulted in significant impacts to traffic
safety due to increased truck traffic on roads not designed

to accommodate truck traffic and at access points to heavily

traveled roads. The proposed project will not result in an
increase in haul trucks. Prior mitigation for this impact has
been completed. Impacts are now considered less than
significant.

LS

None Required

The proposed project will not result in the introduction of
new trucks on the roadway system which will not result in
deterioration of pavement and damage to roadway
structural sections.

LS

None Required
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Impacts

Level of
Significance
Before
Mitigation *

Mitigation Measure

Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

The cumulative condition of the prior FEIR/EIS was
identified as year 2010 and significant impacts to the level
of service (LOS) were reduced with mitigation. The
mitigations from the prior project have been completed and
as the proposed project will not result in an increase in
truck traffic, the level of service on area roadways in the
existing and cumulative conditions are now considered less
than significant.

LS

None Required

NOISE

The Vineyard | mining expansion site will not expose
sensitive receptors to noise levels in excess of noise
standards. The Reclamation Plan amendment will not
generate noise in excess of the standard. The prior
mitigation has been completed; impacts are considered
less than significant.

LS

None Required

LS

The conveyor system was found to not violate the Zoning
Code Noise Standard and the Vineyard | mining expansion
site would utilize the existing conveyor system.

LS

None Required

LS

The proposed project will not have a potential for noise
impacts associated with heavy truck traffic.

LS

None Required

LS

LAND USE

The prior FEIR/EIS concluded that the mining area would
potentially conflict with on-site and nearby land uses and
this was considered a significant and unavoidable impact.
Although the Vineyard | mining expansion does not result in
a significant impact, since the Vineyard | mining expansion
will be a part of the prior approved Vineyard | mining site,
the prior conclusion remains.

LU-1: In order to mitigate potential impacts to surrounding land

uses, the proponents shall be required to comply fully with

mitigation measures identified in the Noise; Traffic and Circulation;
Air Quality; and Visual Resources sections of this SEIR. These
mitigation measures employ appropriate state-of-the-art techniques

for erosion control, reclamation, nuisance prevention, and

environmental impact mitigation relative to surface mining and

processing operations.

SuU
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Level of Level of
Significance e Significance
Impacts Before Mitigation Measure After
Mitigation * Mitigation
. . . . LU-2: In order to mitigate potential impacts to agricultural uses,
-Frgrenﬁgg(rj pgg(gcvyss ;?lég?r;?aﬂjtgfrbs?;[:ﬂgs IO nf1 P(glrrt?a?]ce prior to the issuance of the work authorization permit, Granite shall
and 419 a,cres of Earmland of Local Importance 'F|3he revise/prepare a plan, that includes the additional 5.6 acres, for the
roposed Vinevard | expansion site willpdisturb én S preservation and salvage of topsoil resources suitable for LS
gddri)tional 56 gcres of Fr;)rime Farmland and Earmland of sustaining economically viable agricultural uses, consistent with the
Statewide Ir.n ortance performance standards set forth in Sections 3708 and 3711 of the
P ' State Mining and Geology Board Reclamation Regulations.
The prior project was found to have a significant impact as
rggkg?jsggéz]ig;?:i\//reelgﬁargteigrtw:IfSzgssg? t\gzssiltlgmiieand LU-3: Prior to redirecting Morrison Creek to the Morrison Creek
proposed project includes a recreational opportunity (trail) LS Re:llﬁnedl Channelz t.h? app;llcants sr:jall plrowde coplesdtodDERﬁ LS
that was not a part of the prior project. This proposed and the Planning Division of executed trail easements dedicated to
A the Southgate Recreation and Park District.

component reduces the prior significant impact to less than
significant.
AIRPORT COMPATIBILITY

LU-4: The retention basins on Vineyard | and Aspen IV South

shall include the following design criteria to the maximum extent

practicable, while still adhering to the federal agency regulations:
The proposed project is consistent with the Mather Airport a.  The basin shall incorporate steep side slopes (3:1 or
Comprehensive Land Use Plan (CLUP). A Bird Airstrike PS greater) LS
Hazard (BASH) Analysis has been completed and the b.  The basin shall be designed to remain clear of vegetation

for birds. Only herbaceous vegetation necessary for
erosion control purposes will be allowed.

PUBLIC SAFETY
The use of heavy equipment, creation of a 25+ foot deep,
steep-sided pit and inadvertent public entry to the mining
site could create a public safety hazard. Mitigation s PS-1: All perimeter fencing shall be retained until post-reclamation LS

requiring perimeter fencing until post-reclamation
development or future use of the site occurs would reduce
the level of significance.

development/ future use of the project site occurs.
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Level of Level of
Significance e Significance
Impacts Before Mitigation Measure After
Mitigation * Mitigation

The proposed_ project will not create hazardous conditions LS None Required LS
post reclamation.
AESTHETICS AND VISUAL RESOURCES
The project will not result in degradation of the visual
character or quality of the site and its surroundings.
M|t|gat[on from the'p.rlor prqje;gt that required visual LS None Required LS
screening of the mining activities has been completed and
is currently in place. Impacts are now considered less than
significant.

With minor changes, the mitigation measure from the prior

FEIR/EIS below is applicable to the proposed project:

] ] o ] AV-1: Any lighting shall be arranged and controlled so as not to

The prior project was found to have a significant impact as illuminate public rights-of-way or adjacent properties. In order to
a result of creating a new source of substantial light or glare reduce direct and reflected light pollution, lighting at the project site
affecting nighttime views in the area. The proposed project S shall be equipped with shields that concentrate the illumination LS
does not create any new impacts to nighttime lighting or downward such that no direct light is cast off the site. Energy
glare. Mitigation from the prior project remains applicable efficient lights shall be used, similar to the types used as residential
to the proposed project. outdoor security lights. The candle power of the illumination at

ground level shall not exceed what is required by any safety or

security regulations of any government agency with regulatory

oversight of the mining operation.
PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES
Energy Supply (Electric & Gas)
The proposed project will not require additional electric LS None Required LS
facility use over what was originally permitted.
The proposed project will not require the use of natural gas;
new natural gas facilities will not be required as part of the LS None Required LS

proposed project.
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Impacts

Level of
Significance
Before
Mitigation *

Level of
Significance
After
Mitigation

Mitigation Measure

Emergency Services

The proposed project will provide public use of the
mitigation corridor. In addition, the Sacramento
Metropolitan Fire District provides fire protection services to
the project area and provided conditions of approval. The
project will not adversely affect the provision of fire
services.

LS

None Required LS

Parks and Recreation

The proposed project provides for a trail easement through
the Morrison Creek Realigned Channel and Raised Bank
Channel. This trail will provide recreational opportunities
and will not result in an adverse impact to the provision of
park services.

LS

None Required LS

Water Supply

The proposed project will not have a significant impact as a
result of well water use or removal of onsite water wells.

LS

None Required LS

Removal of water wells in compliance with EMD regulations
and Building Department guidelines will be required.

LS

None Required LS

Sewer Service

The proposed project will not have an impact to SRCSD
and/or SASD (formally CSD-1) sewage lines.

LS

None Required LS

The Vineyard | expansion mining site will not have an
adverse impact to existing septic systems.

LS

None Required LS

CLIMATE CHANGE

The proposed project will not result in a cumulative build up
of greenhouse emissions.

LS

None Required LS
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TERMINOLOGY USED IN THIS EIR

This Draft EIR uses the following terminology to describe environmental effects of the project.

e Significance Criteria. A set of criteria used by the lead agency to determine at what level, or “threshold,” an impact would be
considered significant. Significance criteria used in this EIR include those that are set forth in the CEQA Guidelines, or can be
discerned from the CEQA Guidelines; criteria based on factual or scientific information; criteria based on regulatory standards of
local, state, and federal agencies; and criteria based on goals and policies identified in the Sacramento County General Plan.

e Less-than-Significant Impact. A project impact is considered less than significant when it does not reach the standard of
significance and would therefore cause no substantial change in the environment. No mitigation is required for less-than-
significant impacts.

e Potentially Significant Impact. A potentially significant impact is a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in the
environment. Physical conditions which exist within the area will be directly or indirectly affected by the proposed project.
Impacts may also be short-term or long-term. A project impact is considered significant if it reaches the threshold of significance
identified in the EIR. Mitigation measures may reduce a potentially significant impact to less than significant.

e Significant Unavoidable Impact. A project impact is considered significant and unavoidable if it is significant and cannot be
avoided or mitigated to a less-than-significant level once the project is implemented.

e Cumulative Significant Impact. A cumulative impact can result when a change in the environment results from the incremental
impact of a project when added to other related past, present or reasonably foreseeable future projects. Significant cumulative
impacts may result from individually minor but collectively significant projects.

e Mitigation. Mitigation measures are revisions to the project that