
NOTICE OF INTENT TO ADOPT A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 
 

Notice is hereby given that, as Lead Agency, the City of Roseville, Development Services 
Department, Planning Division has prepared an Initial Study leading to a Mitigated Negative 
Declaration for the project referenced below.  This Mitigated Negative Declaration is available for 
public review and comment. 

Project Title/File#: INFILL PCL 178 – Verizon Riverside Monopine; PL#19-0040 

Project Location: 900 Riverside Ave.; APN 472-170-035-000 

Project Owner: BMP II LLC  

Project Applicant: Celeste Magennis, Epic Wireless 

Project Planner: Shelby Vockel, Associate Planner 

Project Description: The project includes a Conditional Use Permit to construct a new 68-foot-
tall monopine telecommunications facility. The tower will be located within a 30’x20’ lease area 
with outdoor equipment, on a 4’x15’ concrete slab.  The lease area will be enclosed with a six-
foot-tall chain link fence with privacy slats. 

Document Review and Availability: The public review and comment period begins on July 26, 
2019 and ends on August 15, 2019.  The Mitigated Negative Declaration may be reviewed during 
normal business hours (8:00 am to 5:00 pm) at the Planning Division offices, located at 311 
Vernon Street. It may also be viewed online at: 

https://www.roseville.ca.us/cms/One.aspx?portalId=7964922&pageId=8774505 

Written comments on the adequacy of the Mitigated Negative Declaration may be 
submitted to Shelby Vockel, Planning Division, 311 Vernon Street, Roseville, CA 95678, 
and must be received no later than 5:00 pm on August 15, 2019. 

This project will be scheduled for a public hearing before the City’s Planning Commission. At this 
hearing, the Planning Commission will consider the Mitigated Negative Declaration and 
associated project entitlements. The tentative hearing date is August 22, 2019. 

 

Dated:  July 25, 2019

Mike Isom 
Development Services Director 

Publish: July 26, 2019 

 

https://www.roseville.ca.us/cms/One.aspx?portalId=7964922&pageId=8774505


 

 

MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION 

Project Title/File Number: INFILL PCL 178 – Verizon Riverside Monopine; File # PL19-0040 

Project Location: 900 Riverside Ave., Roseville, Placer County; 472-170-035-000 

Project Applicant: Celeste Magennis – Epic Wireless - 605 Coolidge Dr. Suite 100, 
Folsom, CA 95630 – (530) 417-1883 

Property Owner: BMP II LLC – 8636 Antelope North Rd., Antelope, CA 95843 

Lead Agency Contact Person: Shelby Vockel, Associate Planner – City of Roseville, 311 Vernon 
St., Roseville, CA 95678 – (916)746-1347 

Date: July 26, 2019 

Project Description: 

The project includes a Conditional Use Permit to construct a new 68-foot-tall monopine 
telecommunications facility. The tower will be located within a 30’x20’ lease area with outdoor equipment, 
on a 4’x15’ concrete slab.  The lease area will be enclosed with a six-foot-tall chain link fence with privacy 
slats. 

DECLARATION 

The Planning Manager has determined that the above project will not have significant effects on the 
environment and therefore does not require preparation of an Environmental Impact Report.  The 
determination is based on the attached initial study and the following findings: 

A. The project will not have the potential to degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce 
the habitat of fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self sustaining 
levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, substantially reduce the number or restrict 
the range of an endangered, rare or threatened species, reduce the number or restrict the range of 
rare or endangered plants or animals or eliminate important examples of the major periods of 
California history or prehistory.  

B. The project will not have the potential to achieve short-term, to the disadvantage of long-term, 
environmental goals. 

C. The project will not have impacts, which are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable. 
D. The project will not have environmental effects, which will cause substantial adverse effects on 

human beings, either directly or indirectly. 
E. No substantial evidence exists that the project may have a significant effect on the environment. 
F. The project incorporates all applicable mitigation measures identified in the attached initial study. 
G. This Mitigated Negative Declaration reflects the independent judgment of the lead agency. 
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INITIAL STUDY & ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

  
Project Title/File Number: INFILL PCL 178 – Verizon Riverside Monopine/ File # PL19-

0040 
 
Project Location: The project is located at 900 Riverside Ave, on 1.60 acres in 

the Infill area of the City of Roseville. 
 
Project Description: The project includes a Conditional Use Permit to construct a 

new 68-foot-tall monopine telecommunications facility. The 
tower will be located within a 30’x20’ lease area with outdoor 
equipment, on a 4’x15’ concrete slab.  The lease area will be 
enclosed with a six-foot-tall chain link fence with privacy slats. 

 
Project Applicant: Celeste Magennis – Epic Wireless - 605 Coolidge Dr. Suite 

100, Folsom, CA 95630 – (530) 417-1883 
 
Property Owner: BMP II LLC – 8636 Antelope North Rd., Antelope, CA 95843 
 
Lead Agency Contact: Shelby Vockel, Associate Planner – City of Roseville, 311 

Vernon St., Roseville, CA 95678 – (916)746-1347 
 

This initial study has been prepared to identify and assess the anticipated environmental impacts of the above 
described project application. The document relies on the Amoruso Ranch Specific Plan Final Environmental 
Impact Report and site-specific studies prepared to address in detail the effects or impacts associated with the 
project. Where documents were submitted by consultants working for the applicant, City staff reviewed such 
documents in order to determine whether, based on their own professional judgment and expertise, staff found 
such documents to be credible and persuasive. Staff has only relied on documents that reflect their independent 
judgment, and has not accepted at face value representations made by consultants for the applicant. 

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

The initial study is a public document used by the decision-making lead agency to determine whether a project 
may have a significant effect on the environment. If the lead agency finds substantial evidence that any aspect 
of the project, either individually or cumulatively, may have a significant effect on the environment, regardless of 
whether the overall effect of the project is adverse or beneficial, the lead agency is required to prepare an EIR. 
If the agency finds no substantial evidence that the project or any of its aspects may cause a significant effect 
on the environment, a negative declaration shall be prepared. If in the course of analysis, the agency recognizes 
that the project may have a significant impact on the environment, but that by incorporating specific mitigation 
measures to which the applicant agrees, the impact will be reduced to a less than significant effect, a mitigated 
negative declaration shall be prepared. 
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PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Project Location 

The project site is located at 900 Riverside Ave, on the west side of Riverside Ave, approximately 400 feet north 
of the intersection of Riverside Ave and Cirby Way (Figure 1). The site is located on 1.60 acres in the Infill area, 
in the southern portion the City.  The subject property is developed with an existing building and is fully paved. 
The parcels to the north, south, and east are also zoned for commercial uses, and are developed with commercial 
uses such as gas stations and an auto body shop. Residential uses are located to the west of the project site. 
Refer to Table 1 for land use designations and uses of the site and surrounding properties. 
 

Figure 1 – Project Location 

 
Table 1 – Zoning, Land Use, and Use of Property 

Location Zoning General Plan Land Use Actual Use of Property 

Site GC General Commercial (GC) Auto repair 

North MP Light Industrial (LI) Auto repair 

South GC General Commercial (GC) Auto repair 

East GC and CC General Commercial (GC) and Community Commercial (CC) Used car sales 

West PD 29 High Density Residential (HDR -17.5) Multi-family residential 
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Environmental Setting 

The project is located on one parcel, on the west side of Riverside Ave, in the Infill area of the City of Roseville. 
The project site is developed with a commercial building and fully paved. The site is surrounded by commercial 
parcels, primarily utilized for automotive-related uses, including a gas station, auto repair facilities, and used car 
sales. An existing apartment complex is located to the west of the project site. 

Proposed Project 

The project includes a Conditional Use Permit to allow the construction of a new 68-foot-tall monopine 
telecommunications facility. The tower will be located within a 30’x20’ lease area with outdoor equipment, on a 
4’x15’ concrete slab.  The lease area will be enclosed with a six-foot-tall chain link fence with privacy slats. 

 

CITY OF ROSEVILLE MITIGATION ORDINANCES, GUIDELINES, AND STANDARDS 

For projects that are consistent with the development density established by existing zoning, community plan, or 
general plan policies for which an EIR was certified, CEQA Guidelines section 15183(f)allows a lead agency to 
rely on previously adopted development policies or standards as mitigation for the environmental effects, when 
the standards have been adopted by the City, with findings based on substantial evidence, that the policies or 
standards will substantially mitigate environmental effects, unless substantial new information shows otherwise 
(CEQA Guidelines §15183(f)). The City of Roseville adopted CEQA Implementing Procedures (Implementing 
Procedures) which are consistent with this CEQA Guidelines section.  The current version of the Implementing 
Procedures were adopted in April 2008, along with Findings of Fact, as Resolution 08-172.  The below 
regulations and ordinances were found to provide uniform mitigating policies and standards, and are applicable 
to development projects.  The City’s Mitigating Policies and Standards are referenced, where applicable, in the 
Initial Study Checklist. 

 City of Roseville 2035 General Plan  

 City of Roseville Zoning Ordinance (RMC Title 19) 

 City of Roseville Design and Construction Standards (Resolution 16-75) 

 Subdivision Ordinance (RMC Title 18) 

 Noise Regulation (RMC Ch.9.24) 

 Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance (RMC Ch.9.80) 

 Drainage Fees (Dry Creek [RMC Ch.4.49] and Pleasant Grove Creek [RMC Ch.4.48]) 

 West Placer Stormwater Quality Design Manual (Resolution 16-152) 

 Urban Stormwater Quality Management and Discharge Control Ordinance (RMC Ch. 14.20) 

 Traffic Mitigation Fee (RMC Ch.4.44) 

 Highway 65 Joint Powers Authority Improvement Fee (Resolution 2008-02) 

 South Placer Regional Transportation Authority Transportation and Air Quality Mitigation Fee 
(Resolution 09-05) 

 Tree Preservation Ordinance (RMC Ch.19.66) 

 Community Design Guidelines (Resolution 95-347) 

 Specific Plan Design Guidelines: 

o Development Guidelines Del Webb Specific Plan (Resolution 96-330) 

o Landscape Design Guidelines for North Central Roseville Specific Plan (Resolution 90-170) 

o North Roseville Specific Plan and Design Guidelines (Resolution 00-432) 
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o Northeast Roseville Specific Plan (Olympus Pointe) Signage Guidelines (Resolution 89-42) 

o North Roseville Area Design Guidelines (Resolution 92-226) 

o Northeast Roseville Specific Plan Landscape Design Guidelines (Resolution 87-31) 

o Southeast Roseville Specific Plan Landscape Design Guidelines (Resolution 88-51) 

o Stoneridge Specific Plan and Design Guidelines (Resolution 98-53) 

o Highland Reserve North Specific Plan and Design Guidelines (Resolution 97-128) 

o West Roseville Specific Plan and Design Guidelines (Resolution 04-40) 

o Sierra Vista Specific Plan and Design Guidelines (Resolution 12-217) 

o Creekview Specific Plan and Design Guidelines (Resolution 12-320) 

o Amoruso Ranch Specific Plan and Design Guidelines (Resolution 16-273) 

OTHER ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENTS RELIED UPON 

 Amoruso Ranch Specific Plan Final Environmental Impact Report 

Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15183, any project which is consistent with the development densities 
established by zoning, a Community Plan, or a General Plan for which an EIR was certified shall not require 
additional environmental review, except as may be necessary to examine whether there are project-specific 
significant effects which are peculiar to the project or its site.  The Amoruso Ranch Specific Plan EIR updated 
the City’s General Plan to 2035, and updated Citywide analyses of traffic, water supply, water treatment, 
wastewater treatment, and waste disposal.  The proposed project is consistent with the adopted land use 
designations examined within the environmental documents listed above, and thus this Initial Study focuses on 
effects particular to the specific project site, impacts which were not analyzed within the EIR, and impacts which 
may require revisiting due to substantial new information.  When applicable, the topical sections within the Initial 
Study summarize the findings within the environmental documents listed above.  The analysis, supporting 
technical materials, and findings of the environmental document are incorporated by reference, and are available 
for review at the Civic Center, 311 Vernon Street, Roseville, CA. 

EXPLANATION OF INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) Guidelines recommend that lead agencies use an Initial Study 
Checklist to determine potential impacts of the proposed project on the physical environment. The Initial Study 
Checklist provides a list of questions concerning a comprehensive array of environmental issue areas potentially 
affected by this project. This section of the Initial Study incorporates a portion of Appendix G Environmental 
Checklist Form, contained in the CEQA Guidelines.  Within each topical section (e.g. Air Quality) a description 
of the setting is provided, followed by the checklist responses, thresholds used, and finally a discussion of each 
checklist answer.  

There are four (4) possible answers to the Environmental Impacts Checklist on the following pages. Each 
possible answer is explained below: 

1) A “Potentially Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is enough relevant information and reasonable 
inferences from the information that a fair argument based on substantial evidence can be made to 
support a conclusion that a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change may occur to any of 
the physical conditions within the area affected by the project. When one or more “Potentially significant 
Impact” entries are made, an EIR is required. 

2) A “Less Than Significant With Mitigation” answer is appropriate when the lead agency incorporates 
mitigation measures to reduce an impact from “Potentially Significant” to “Less than Significant.” For 
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example, floodwater impacts could be reduced from a potentially-significant level to a less-than-
significant level by relocating a building to an area outside of the floodway. The lead agency must 
describe the mitigation measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effect to a less-than-significant 
level. Mitigation measures are identified as MM followed by a number. 

3) A “Less Than significant Impact” answer is appropriate if there is evidence that one or more environmental 
impacts may occur, but the impacts are determined to be less than significant, or the application of 
development policies and standards to the project will reduce the impact(s) to a less-than-significant 
level. For instance, the application of the City’s Improvement Standards reduces potential erosion 
impacts to a less-than-significant level. 

4) A “No Impact” answer is appropriate where it can be demonstrated that the impact does not have the 
potential to adversely affect the environment. For instance, a project in the center of an urbanized area 
with no agricultural lands on or adjacent to the project area clearly would not have an adverse effect on 
agricultural resources or operations.  A brief explanation is required for all answers except “No Impact” 
answers that are adequately supported by the information sources cited in the Initial Study. Where a “No 
Impact” answer is adequately supported by the information sources cited in the Initial Study, further 
narrative explanation is not required.  A “No Impact” answer is explained when it is based on project-
specific factors as well as generous standards. 

All answers must take account of the whole action involved, including off- and on-site, indirect, direct, 
construction, and operation impacts, except as provided for under State CEQA Guidelines. 

INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST 

I. Aesthetics 

The project site is located within a commercially zoned area of the city. The site is developed with an existing 
commercial building and is fully paved. A multi-family residential apartment complex is located to the west of the 
project site. Auto-related commercial uses are located to the north, south, and east. The site is also located near 
the intersection of two arterial roadways, including Riverside Ave. and Cirby Way. 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 

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

   X 
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

  X  

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

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of an environmental impact cannot always be determined through the use of a specific, 
quantifiable threshold.  CEQA Guidelines Section 15064(b) affirms this by the statement “an ironclad definition 
of significant effect is not always possible because the significance of an activity may vary with the setting.”  This 
is particularly true of aesthetic impacts.  As an example, a proposed parking lot in a dense urban center would 
have markedly different visual effects than a parking lot in an open space area.  For the purpose of this study, 
the significance thresholds are as stated in CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, as shown in a–d of the checklist 
below.  The Findings of the Implementing Procedures indicate that compliance with the Zoning Ordinance (e.g. 
building height, setbacks, etc), Subdivision Ordinance (RMC Ch. 18), and the Community Design Guidelines 
(Resolution 95-347), will prevent significant impacts in urban settings as it relates to items a, b, and c, below. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a–b)  There are no designated or eligible scenic vistas or scenic highways within or adjacent to the City of 
Roseville. 

c) The project site is in an urban setting, and as a result lacks any prominent or high-quality natural features 
which could be negatively impacted by development. The project proposes a monopine design to camouflage the 
cell tower facility, and the project area will be in proximity to mature pine trees to the west. The City of Roseville 
has adopted Community Design Guidelines (CDG) for the purpose of creating building and community designs 
which are a visual asset to the community.  The CDG includes guidelines for building design, site design and 
landscape design, which will result in a project that enhances the existing urban visual environment.  Accordingly, 
the aesthetic impacts of the project are less than significant. 

d) The project involves motion-activated lighting to provide for the security and safety of the facility  However, 
the project is already located within an urbanized setting with many existing lighting sources.  Lighting is conditioned 
to comply with City standards (i.e. CDG) to limit the height of light standards and to require cut-off lenses and glare 
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shields to minimize light and glare impacts.  The project will not create a new source of substantial light.  None of 
the project elements are highly reflective, and thus the project will not contribute to an increased source of glare. 

II. Agricultural & Forestry Resources 

The State Department of Conservation oversees the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program, which was 
established to document the location, quality, and quantity of agricultural lands, and the conversion of those 
lands over time.  The primary land use classifications on the maps generated through this program are: Urban 
and Built Up Land, Grazing Land, Farmland of Local Importance, Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide 
Importance, and Prime Farmland.  According to the current California Department of Conservation Placer County 
Important Farmland Map (2012), the majority of the City of Roseville is designated as Urban and Built Up Land 
and most of the open space areas of the City are designated as Grazing Land.  There are a few areas designated 
as Farmland of Local Importance and two small areas designated as Unique Farmland located on the western 
side of the City along Baseline Road.  The current Williamson Act Contract map (2013/2014) produced by the 
Department of Conservation shows that there are no Williamson Act contracts within the City, and only one (on 
PFE Road) that is adjacent to the City. None of the land within the City is considered forest land by the Board of 
Forestry and Fire Protection. 

Would the project:  

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Convert Prime Farmland, 
Unique Farmland, or 
Farmland of Statewide 
Importance (Farmland), as 
shown on the maps 
prepared pursuant to the 
Farmland Mapping and 
Monitoring Program of the 
California Resources 
Agency, to non-agricultural 
use? 

   X 

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

   X 

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

   X 
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 

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

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

Unique Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance, and Prime Farmland are called out as protected farmland 
categories within CEQA Guidelines Appendix G.  Neither the City nor the State has adopted quantified 
significance thresholds related to impacts to protected farmland categories or to agricultural and forestry 
resources.  For the purpose of this study, the significance thresholds are as stated in CEQA Guidelines Appendix 
G, as shown in a–e of the checklist above. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a–e) The project site is not used for agricultural purposes, does not include agricultural zoning, is not within or 
adjacent to one of the areas of the City designated as a protected farmland category on the Placer County 
Important Farmland map, is not within or adjacent to land within a Williamson Act Contract, and is not considered 
forest land.  Given the foregoing, the proposed project will have no impact on agricultural resources. 

III. Air Quality 

The City of Roseville, along with the south Placer County area, is located in the Sacramento Valley Air Basin 
(SVAB).  The SVAB is within the Sacramento Federal Ozone Non-Attainment Area.  Under the Clean Air Act, 
Placer County has been designated a "serious non-attainment" area for the federal 8-hour ozone standard, “non-
attainment” for the state ozone standard, and a "non-attainment" area for the federal and state PM10 standard 
(particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter).  Within Placer County, the Placer County Air Pollution 
Control District (PCAPCD) is responsible for ensuring that emission standards are not violated.  Would the 
project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

  X  
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

b) Result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase 
of any criteria for which the 
project region is non-
attainment under an 
applicable federal or state 
ambient air quality 
standard? 

  X  

c) Expose sensitive receptors 
to substantial pollutant 
concentrations? 

  X  

d) Result in other emissions 
(such as those leading to 
odors) adversely affecting 
a substantial number of 
people? 

  X  

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

In responding to checklist items a–c, project-related air emissions would have a significant effect if they would 
result in concentrations that either violate an ambient air quality standard or contribute to an existing air quality 
violation.  To assist in making this determination, the PCAPCD adopted thresholds of significance, which were 
developed by considering both the health-based ambient air quality standards and the attainment strategies 
outlined in the State Implementation Plan.  The PCAPCD-recommended significance threshold for reactive 
organic gases (ROG) and nitrogen oxides (NOx) is 82 pounds daily during construction and 55 pounds daily 
during operation, and for particulate matter (PM) is 82 pounds per day during both construction and operation.  
For all other constituents, significance is determined based on the concentration-based limits in the Federal and 
State Ambient Air Quality Standards.  Toxic Air Contaminants (TAC) are also of public health concern, but no 
thresholds or standards are provided because they are considered to have no safe level of exposure.  Analysis 
of TAC is based on the Air Quality and Land Use Handbook – A Community Health Perspective (April 2005, 
California Air Resources Board), which lists TAC sources and recommended buffer distances from sensitive 
uses. For checklist item c, the PCAPCD’s CEQA Air Quality Handbook (Handbook) recommends that the same 
thresholds used for the project analysis be used for the cumulative impact analysis. 

With regard to checklist item d, there are no quantified significance thresholds for exposure to objectionable 
odors or other emissions.  Significance is determined after taking into account multiple factors, including 
screening distances from odor sources (as found in the PCAPCD CEQA Handbook), the direction and frequency 
of prevailing winds, the time of day when emissions are detectable/present, and the nature and intensity of the 
emission source. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a–c) Analyses are not included for sulfur dioxide, lead, and other constituents because there are no mass 
emission thresholds; these are concentration-based limits in the Federal and State Ambient Air Quality 
Standards which require substantial, point-source emissions (e.g. refineries, concrete plants, etc) before 
exceedance will occur, and the SVAB is in attainment for these constituents.  Likewise, carbon monoxide is not 
analyzed because the SVAB is in attainment for this constituent, and it requires high localized concentrations 
(called carbon monoxide “hot spots”) before the ambient air quality standard would be exceeded.  “Hot spots” 
are typically associated with heavy traffic congestion occurring at high-volume roadway intersections.  The 
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Amoruso Ranch EIR analysis of Citywide traffic indicated that 198 out of 226 signalized intersections would 
operate at level of service C or better—that is, they will not experience heavy traffic congestion.  It further 
indicated that analyses of existing CO concentrations at the most congested intersections in Roseville show that 
CO levels are well below federal and state ambient air quality standards.  The discussions below focus on 
emissions of ROG, NOx, or PM.  A project-level analysis has been prepared to determine whether the project 
will, on a singular level, exceed the established thresholds. 

The proposed project is a monopine tower which will support telecommunication antenna. The overall lease area 
for the tower is 600 square feet, and will be enclosed with a chain-link fence with slats. The tower will not be 
manned by employees during regular operation, though it will have occasional service by technicians. Up to four 
battery cabinets are anticipated to occupy the lease area, with two proposed as a part of the current project. 
Table 2-2 of the PCAPCD’s screening methodology guidance indicates that general commercial projects smaller 
than 249,099 square feet, provided that there are no special circumstances that might result in higher emissions, 
will not generate NOx emissions that exceed the operational phase threshold of 55 lbs/day.  At 600 square feet 
in area, with infrequent access by employees, the proposed monopine tower is well below the PCAPCD 
threshold. 

The proposed project would not exceed the applicable thresholds of significance for air pollutant emissions 
during construction or operation. As such, the project would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of the 
Sacramento Regional 8-Hour Ozone Attainment and Reasonable Further Progress Plan (which is the SIP) or 
contribute substantially to the PCAPCD’s nonattainment status for ozone. In addition, because the proposed 
project would not produce substantial emissions of criteria air pollutants, CO, or TACs, adjacent residents would 
not be exposed to significant levels of pollutant concentrations during construction or operation. Therefore, 
implementation of the proposed project would result in less than significant impacts, and consistent with the 
analysis methodology outlined in the Significance Thresholds and Regulatory Setting section, cumulative 
impacts are less than significant. 

With regard to TAC, there are hundreds of constituents which are considered toxic, but they are typically 
generated by stationary sources like gas stations, facilities using solvents, and heavy industrial operations.  The 
proposed project is not a TAC-generating use, nor is it within the specified buffer area of a TAC-generating use, 
as established in the Air Quality and Land Use Handbook – A Community Health Perspective.  Impacts due to 
substantial pollutant concentrations are less than significant. 

e) Diesel fumes from construction equipment and delivery trucks are often found to be objectionable; 
however, construction is temporary and diesel emissions are minimal and regulated.  Typical urban projects such 
as residences and retail businesses generally do not result in substantial objectionable odors when operated in 
compliance with City Ordinances (e.g. proper trash disposal and storage).  The Project is a typical urban 
development that lacks any characteristics that would cause the generation of substantial unpleasant odors. 
Thus, construction and operation of the proposed project would not result in the creation of objectionable odors 
affecting a substantial number of people.  A review of the project surroundings indicates that there are no 
substantial odor-generating uses near the project site; the project location meets the recommended screening 
distances from odor-generators provided by the PCAPCD.  Impacts related to odors are less than significant. 
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IV. Biological Resources 

The project is proposed within a 600-square foot lease area behind an existing auto repair facility.  The proposed 
lease area is currently paved with asphalt, and no vegetation exists within the project area.  

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 

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

   X 

c) Have a substantial 
adverse effect on state or 
federally protected 
wetlands (including, but 
not limited to, marsh, 
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) 
through direct removal, 
filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other 
means? 

   X 

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

   X 
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 

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

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

There is no ironclad definition of significance as it relates to biological resources.  Thus, the significance of 
impacts to biological resources is defined by the use of expert judgment supported by facts, and relies on the 
policies, codes, and regulations adopted by the City and by regulatory agencies which relate to biological 
resources (as cited and described in the Discussion of Checklist Answers section).  Thresholds for assessing 
the significance of environmental impacts are based on the CEQA Guidelines checklist items a–f, above.  
Consistent with CEQA Guidelines Section 15065, a project may have a significant effect on the environment if: 

The project has the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment; substantially reduce 
the habitat of a fish or wildlife species; cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining 
levels; threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community; [or] substantially reduce the number or restrict 
the range of an endangered, rare or threatened species . . . 

Various agencies regulate impacts to the habitats and animals addressed by the CEQA Guidelines checklist.  
These include the United States Fish and Wildlife Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration–
Fisheries, United States Army Corps of Engineers, Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board, and 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife.  The primary regulations affecting biological resources are described 
in the sections below. 

Checklist item a addresses impacts to special status species.  A “special status” species is one which has been 
identified as having relative scarcity and/or declining populations.  Special status species include those formally 
listed as threatened or endangered, those proposed for formal listing, candidates for federal listing, and those 
classified as species of special concern.  Also included are those species considered to be “fully protected” by 
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (California Fish and Wildlife), those granted “special animal” status 
for tracking and monitoring purposes, and those plant species considered to be rare, threatened, or endangered 
in California by the California Native Plant Society (CNPS).  The primary regulatory protections for special status 
species are within the Federal Endangered Species Act, California Endangered Species Act, California Fish and 
Game Code, and the Federal Migratory Bird Treaty Act. 

Checklist item b addresses all “sensitive natural communities” and riparian (creekside) habitat that may be 
affected by local, state, or federal regulations/policies while checklist item c focuses specifically on one type of 
such a community: protected wetlands.  Focusing first on wetlands, the 1987 Army Corps Wetlands Delineation 
Manual is used to determine whether an area meets the technical criteria for a wetland.  A delineation verification 
by the Army Corps verifies the size and condition of the wetlands and other waters in question, and determines 
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the extent of government jurisdiction as it relates to Section 404 of the Federal Clean Water Act and Section 401 
of the State Clean Water Act. 

The Clean Water Act protects all “navigable waters”, which are defined as traditional navigable waters that are 
or were used for commerce, or may be used for interstate commerce; tributaries of covered waters; and wetlands 
adjacent to covered waters, including tributaries.  Non-navigable waters are called isolated wetlands, and are 
not subject to either the Federal or State Clean Water Act.  Thus, isolated wetlands are not subject to federal 
wetland protection regulations.  However, in addition to the Clean Water Act, the State also has jurisdiction over 
impacts to surface waters through the Porter-Cologne Water Quality Control Act (Porter-Cologne), which does 
not require that waters be “navigable”.  For this reason, isolated wetlands are regulated by the State of California 
pursuant to Porter-Cologne.  The City of Roseville General Plan also provides protection for wetlands, including 
isolated wetlands, pursuant to the General Plan Open Space and Conservation Element.  Federal, State and 
City regulations/policies all seek to achieve no net loss of wetland acreage, values, or function. 

Aside from wetlands, checklist item b also addresses other “sensitive natural communities” and riparian habitat, 
which includes any habitats protected by local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.  The City of Roseville General Plan Open 
Space and Conservation Element includes policies for the protection of riparian areas and floodplain areas; these 
are Vegetation and Wildlife section Policies 2 and 3.  Policy 4 also directs preservation of additional area around 
stream corridors and floodplain if there is sensitive woodland, grassland, or other habitat which could be made 
part of a contiguous open space area.  Other than wetlands, which were already discussed, US Fish and Wildlife 
and California Department of Fish and Wildlife habitat protections generally result from species protections, and 
are thus addressed via checklist item a. 

For checklist item d, there are no regulations specific to the protection of migratory corridors.  This item is 
addressed by an analysis of the habitats present in the vicinity and analyzing the probable effects on access to 
those habitats which will result from a project. 

The City of Roseville Tree Preservation ordinance (RMC Ch.19.66) requires protection of native oak trees, and 
compensation for oak tree removal.  The Findings of the Implementing Procedures indicate that compliance with 
the City of Roseville Tree Preservation ordinance (RMC Ch.19.66) will prevent significant impacts related to loss 
of native oak trees, referenced by item e, above. 

Regarding checklist item f, there are no adopted Habitat Conservation Plans within the City of Roseville.  

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a-c) The project will be located in a developed, urban area that is completely paved. There is no impact to special 
status species, sensitive natural communities, or wetland areas. 

d) The City includes an interconnected network of open space corridors and preserves located throughout 
the City, to ensure that the movement of wildlife is not substantially impeded as the City develops.  The 
development of the project site will not negatively impact these existing and planned open space corridors, nor 
is the project site located in an area that has been designated by the City, United States Fish and Wildlife, or 
California Department of Fish and Wildlife as vital or important for the movement of wildlife or the use of native 
wildlife nursery sites. 

e) No trees will be removed or encroached upon with the development of this project. 

f)  There are no Habitat Conservation Plans; Natural Community Conservation Plans; or other approved 
local, regional, or state habitat conservation plans that apply to the project site. 
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V. Cultural Resources 

As described within the Open Space and Conservation Element of the City of Roseville General Plan, the 
Roseville region was within the territory of the Nisenan (also Southern Maidu or Valley Maidu).  Two large 
permanent Nisenan habitation sites have been identified and protected within the City’s open space (in Maidu 
Park).  Numerous smaller cultural resources, such as midden deposits and bedrock mortars, have also been 
recorded in the City.  The gold rush which began in 1848 marked another settlement period, and evidence of 
Roseville’s ranching and mining past are still found today.  Historic features include rock walls, ditches, low 
terraces, and other remnants of settlement and activity.  A majority of documented sites within the City are 
located in areas designated for open space uses. 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Cause a substantial 
adverse change in the 
significance of an historic 
resource pursuant to in 
Section 15064.5? 

   X 

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

   X 

c) Disturb any human 
remains, including those 
interred outside of 
dedicated cemeteries? 

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts to cultural resources is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines checklist items a–e 
listed above.  The Archaeological, Historic, and Cultural Resources section of the City of Roseville General Plan 
also directs the proper evaluation of and, when feasible, protection of significant resources (Policies 1 and 2).  
There are also various federal and State regulations regarding the treatment and protection of cultural resources, 
including the National Historic Preservation Act and the Antiquities Act (which regulate items of significance in 
history), Section 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.9 of the California Public 
Resources Code (which regulates the treatment of human remains) and Section 21073 et seq. of the California 
Public Resources Code (regarding Tribal Cultural Resources).  The CEQA Guidelines also contains specific 
sections, other than the checklist items, related to the treatment of effects on historic resources. 
 
Pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines, if it can be demonstrated that a project will cause damage to a unique 
archaeological resource, the lead agency may require reasonable efforts to be made to permit any or all of these 
resources to be preserved in place or left in an undisturbed state. To the extent that they cannot be left 
undisturbed, mitigation measures are required (Section 21083.2 (a), (b), and (c)).  A historical resource is a 
resource listed, or determined to be eligible for listing, in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) 
(Section 21084.1); a resource included in a local register of historical resources (Section 15064.5(a)(2)); or any 
object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which a lead agency determines to be 
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historically significant (Section 15064.5 (a)(3)). Public Resources Code Section 5024.1 requires evaluation of 
historical resources to determine their eligibility for listing on the CRHR. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a-d) No cultural or paleontological resources are known to exist on the project site; however, standard mitigation 
measures, as detailed in the Tribal Cultural Resources section of this Initial Study, apply which are design to 
reduce impacts to cultural resources, should any be found on-site. The measure requires an immediate cessation 
of work, and contact with the appropriate agencies to address the resource before work can resume. With 
mitigation, project-specific impacts are less than significant. 

VI. Energy 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Result in potentially 
significant environmental 
impact due to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary 
consumption of energy 
resources, during project 
construction or operation? 

  X  

b) Conflict with or obstruct a 
state or local plan for 
renewable energy or 
energy inefficiency? 

  X  

Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

Established in 2002, California’s Renewable Portfolio Standard (RPS) currently requires that 33 percent of 
electricity retail sales by served by renewable energy resources by 2020, and 50 percent by 2030.  The City 
published a Renewables Portfolio Standard Procurement Plan in June 2018, and continues to comply with the 
RPS reporting and requirements and standards.  There are no numeric significance thresholds to define 
“wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary” energy consumption, and therefore significance is based on CEQA 
Guidelines checklist items a and b, above, and by the use of expert judgment supported by facts, relying on the 
policies, codes, and regulations adopted by the City and by regulatory agencies which relate to energy.  The 
analysis considers compliance with regulations and standards, project design as it relates to energy use 
(including transportation energy), whether the project will result in a substantial unplanned demand on the City’s 
energy resources, and whether the project will impede the ability of the City to meet the RPS standards. 
 
Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a & b) Roseville Electric provided an estimated energy use in kilowatt hours (kwh) based on similar projects and 
installation. It was estimated that the proposed project would utilize energy at a rate between 5,000 and 6,500 
kWh per month. The project would consume energy both during project construction and during project 
operation. 

During construction, fossil fuels, electricity, and natural gas would be used by construction vehicles and 
equipment.  However, the energy consumed during construction would be temporary, and would not represent 
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a significant demand on available resources.  There are no unusual project characteristics that would necessitate 
the use of construction equipment or methods that would be less energy-efficient or which would be wasteful. 

The completed project would consume energy related to building operation, exterior lighting, landscape irrigation 
and maintenance, and vehicle trips to and from the use.  In accordance with California Energy Code Title 24, the 
project would be required to meet the Building Energy Efficiency Standards. The project was distributed to both 
PG&E and Roseville Electric for comments, and was found to conform to the standards of both providers; energy 
supplies are available to serve the project. 

The project is consistent with the existing land use designation of General Commercial, though the project is not 
located in a Specific Plan area. The project is consistent with the existing land use designation, and therefore is 
consistent with the current citywide assessment of energy demand, and will not result in substantial unplanned, 
inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary consumption of energy; impacts are less than significant. 

VII. Geology and Soils 

As described in the Safety Element of the City of Roseville General Plan, there are three inactive faults (Volcano 
Hill, Linda Creek, and an unnamed fault) in the vicinity, but there are no known active seismic faults within Placer 
County.  The last seismic event recorded in the South Placer area occurred in 1908, and is estimated to have 
been at least a 4.0 on the Richter Scale.  Due to the geographic location and soil characteristics within the City, 
the General Plan indicates that soil liquefaction, landslides, and subsidence are not a significant risk in the area. 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Directly or indirectly cause 
potential substantial 
adverse effects, including 
the risk of loss, injury, or 
death involving: 

   X 

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

   X 

ii) Strong seismic ground 
shaking? 

   X 

iii) Seismic-related ground 
failure, including 
liquefaction? 

   X 

iv) Landslides?    X 

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

   X 
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 

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

   X 

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

   X 

f) Directly or indirectly 
destroy a unique 
paleontological resource or 
site or unique geological 
feature? 

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to geology and soils is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines checklist items 
a–f listed above. Regulations applicable to this topic include the Alquist-Priolo Act, which addresses earthquake 
safety in building permits, and the Seismic Hazards Mapping Act, which requires the state to gather and publish 
data on the location and risk of seismic faults.  The Archaeological, Historic, and Cultural Resources section of 
the City of Roseville General Plan also directs the proper evaluation of and, when feasible, protection of 
significant archeological resources, which for this evaluation will include paleontological resources (Policies 1 
and 2).  Section 50987.5 of the California Public Code Section is only applicable to public land; this section 
prohibits the excavation, removal, destruction, or defacement/injury to any vertebrate paleontological site, 
including fossilized footprints or other paleontological feature. 

The Findings of the Implementing Procedures indicate that compliance with the Flood Damage Prevention 
Ordinance (RMC Ch.9.80) and Design/Construction Standards (Resolution 07-107) will prevent significant 
impacts related to checklist item b.  The Ordinance and standards include permit requirements for construction 
and development in erosion-prone areas and ensure that grading activities will not result in significant soil erosion 
or loss of topsoil.  The use of septic tanks or alternative waste systems is not permitted in the City of Roseville, 
and therefore no analysis of criterion e is necessary. 
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Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The project will not expose people or structures to potential substantial adverse effects involving seismic 
shaking, ground failure or landslides. 

i–iii)  According to United States Geological Service mapping and literature, active faults are largely 
considered to be those which have had movement within the last 10,000 years (within the Holocene or Historic 
time periods)1 and there are no major active faults in Placer County. The California Geological Survey has 
prepared a map of the state which shows the earthquake shaking potential of areas throughout California based 
primarily on an area’s distance from known active faults.  The map shows that the City lies in a relatively low-
intensity ground-shaking zone.  Commercial, institutional, and residential buildings as well as all related 
infrastructure are required, in conformance with Chapter 16, Structural Design Requirements, Division IV, 
Earthquake Design of the California Building Code, to lessen the exposure to potentially damaging vibrations 
through seismic-resistant design.  In compliance with the Code, all structures in the Project area would be well-
built to withstand ground shaking from possible earthquakes in the region; impacts are less than significant. 

iv)  Landslides typically occur where soils on steep slopes become saturated or where natural or 
manmade conditions have taken away supporting structures and vegetation.  The existing and proposed slopes 
of the project site are not steep enough to present a hazard during development or upon completion of the 
project.  In addition, measures would be incorporated during construction to shore minor slopes and prevent 
potential earth movement.  Therefore, impacts associated with landslides are less than significant. 

b) Grading activities will result in the disruption, displacement, compaction and over-covering of soils 
associated with site preparation (grading and trenching for utilities).  Grading activities for the project will be 
limited to the project site.  Grading activities require a grading permit from the Engineering Division.  The grading 
permit is reviewed for compliance with the City’s Improvement Standards, including the provision of proper 
drainage, appropriate dust control, and erosion control measures.  Grading and erosion control measures will 
be incorporated into the required grading plans and improvement plans.  Therefore, the impacts associated with 
disruption, displacement, and compaction of soils associated with the project are less than significant. 

c, d)  A review of the Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey for Placer County, accessed via the 
Web Soil Survey (http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/), indicates that the soils on the site are Urban Land – 
Xerarents- Fiddyment complex, with 0 to 8 percent slopes, which are not listed as geologically unstable or 
sensitive. 

f) No paleontological resources are known to exist on the project site; however, standard mitigation 
measures apply which are designed to reduce impacts to such resources, should any be found on-site.  The 
measure requires an immediate cessation of work, and contact with the appropriate agencies to address the 
resource before work can resume.  Project-specific impacts are less than significant. 

VIII. Greenhouse Gases 

Greenhouse gases trap heat in the earth’s atmosphere.  The principal greenhouse gases (GHGs) that enter the 
atmosphere because of human activities are carbon dioxide (CO2), methane (CH4), nitrous oxide (N2O), and 
fluorinated gases.  As explained by the United States Environmental Protection Agency2, global average 
temperature has increased by more than 1.5 degrees Fahrenheit since the late 1800s, and most of the warming 
of the past half century has been caused by human emissions.  The City has taken proactive steps to reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions, which include the introduction of General Plan policies to reduce emissions, changes 

                                                 
1 United States Geological Survey,  http://earthquake.usgs.gov/learn/glossary/?term=active%20fault, Accessed January 2016 
2 http://www3.epa.gov/climatechange/science/overview.html, Accessed January 2016  

http://websoilsurvey.nrcs.usda.gov/app/
http://earthquake.usgs.gov/learn/glossary/?term=active%20fault
http://www3.epa.gov/climatechange/science/overview.html
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to City operations, and climate action initiatives.  The General Plan Air Quality and Climate Change Element is 
available here:  

https://www.roseville.ca.us/UserFiles/Servers/Server_7964838/File/Government/Departments/Development%2
0Services/Planning/General%20Plan/04_Air_Quality_&_Climate_Change_web.pdf 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

  X  

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

  X  

 

Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

In Assembly Bill 32 (the California Global Warming Solutions Act), signed by Governor Schwarzenegger of 
California in September 2006, the legislature found that climate change resulting from global warming was a 
threat to California, and directed that “the State Air Resources Board design emissions reduction measures to 
meet the statewide emissions limits for greenhouse gases . . .”.  The target established in AB 32 was to reduce 
emissions to 1990 levels by the year 2020.  CARB subsequently prepared the Climate Change Scoping Plan 
(Scoping Plan) for California, which was approved in 2008.  The Scoping Plan provides the outline for actions to 
reduce California’s GHG emissions.  CARB’s updated August 2011 Scoping Plan calculated a reduction needed 
of 21.7% from future “Business As Usual” (BAU) conditions in the year 2020.  The current Scoping Plan (adopted 
May 2014) indicates that statewide emissions of GHG in 1990 amounted to 431 million metric tons, and that the 
2020 “Business As Usual” (BAU) scenario is estimated as 5093 million metric tons, which would require a 
reduction of 15.3% from 2020 BAU.  In addition to this, Senate Bill 32 was signed by the Governor on September 
8, 2016, to establish a reduction target of 40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030.  The Air Resources Board is 
currently updating the Scoping Plan to reflect this target. 

The Placer County Air Pollution Control District (PCAPCD) recommends that thresholds of significance for GHG 
be related to AB 32 reduction goals, and has adopted thresholds of significance which take into account the 
2030 reduction target.  The thresholds include a de minimis and a bright-line maximum threshold.  Any project 
emitting less than 1,100 metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalents per year (MT CO2e/yr) during construction or 
operation results in less than significant impacts. The PCAPCD considers any project with emissions greater 
than the bright-line cap of 10,000 MT CO2e/yr to have significant impacts.  For projects exceeding the de minimis 
threshold but below the bright-line threshold, comparison to the appropriate efficiency threshold is 
recommended.  The significance thresholds are shown in Table 1 below. 

                                                 
3 Includes Pavely and Renewables Portfolio Standard reduction 

https://www.roseville.ca.us/UserFiles/Servers/Server_7964838/File/Government/Departments/Development%20Services/Planning/General%20Plan/04_Air_Quality_&_Climate_Change_web.pdf
https://www.roseville.ca.us/UserFiles/Servers/Server_7964838/File/Government/Departments/Development%20Services/Planning/General%20Plan/04_Air_Quality_&_Climate_Change_web.pdf
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Table 1: GHG Significance Thresholds 

Bright-line Threshold 10,000 MT CO2e/yr 

Residential Efficiency (MT CO2e/capita1) Non-Residential Efficiency (MT CO2e/ksf2) 

Urban Rural Urban Rural 

4.5 5.5 26.5 27.3 

De Minimis Threshold 1,100 MT CO2e/yr 

1. Per Capita = per person 

2. Per ksf = per 1,000 square feet of building 

 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a–b) PCAPCD provides guidance for analyzing GHG impacts by modeling corresponding project sizes that 
relate to both the de minimis and bright line thresholds.  While these numbers are for reference and results may 
vary based on land use, energy usage, and possible mitigation measures, the proposed project does not use an 
unusual amount of energy that would vary from the modeling estimate. The project is a 68-foot-tall monopine 
telecommunications facility located within a 600-square foot lease area. As discussed in the Energy section, the 
estimated energy usage of the proposed monopine is between 5,000 and 6,500 kWh per month.  There will be 
no regular employee operation of the facility, and the site will be occasionally maintained.  The PCAPCD’s de 
minimis threshold has a corresponding project size of 35,635 square feet for general commercial projects.  As 
the proposed project will operate in less than 600 square feet of area, the proposed project will operate well 
below the threshold, resulting in less than significant impacts. 

Thus, project-generated GHG emissions would not conflict with, and are consistent with, the State goals listed 
in AB32 and policies and regulation adopted by the California Air Resources Board pursuant to AB32. This 
impact is considered less than significant. 

IX. Hazards and Hazardous Materials 

The project will be located at 900 Riverside Avenue, on a developed parcel in the Infill area of the City of 
Roseville. The project is not located on a site where existing hazardous materials have been identified, and the 
project does not have the potential to expose individuals to hazardous materials. 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

  X  

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

   X 

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

   X 

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

   X 

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

   X 

g) Expose people or 
structures either directly or 
indirectly to a significant 
risk of loss, injury or death 
involving wildland fires? 

   X 
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Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to hazardous materials is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines checklist 
items a–g listed above.  A material is defined as hazardous if it appears on a list of hazardous materials prepared 
by a federal, state or local regulatory agency, or if it has characteristics defined as hazardous by such an agency.  
The determination of significance based on the above criteria depends on the probable frequency and severity 
of consequences to people who might be exposed to the health hazard, and the degree to which Project design 
or existing regulations would reduce the frequency of or severity of exposure.  As an example, products 
commonly used for household cleaning are classified as hazardous when transported in large quantities, but one 
would not conclude that the presence of small quantities of household cleaners at a home would pose a risk to 
a school located within ¼-mile. 

Many federal and State agencies regulate hazards and hazardous substances, including the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA), California Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC), Central 
Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board (Regional Water Board), and the California Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration (CalOSHA).  The state has been granted primacy (primary responsibility for oversight) 
by the US EPA to administer and enforce hazardous waste management programs. State regulations also have 
detailed planning and management requirements to ensure that hazardous materials are handled, stored, and 
disposed of properly to reduce human health risks. California regulations pertaining to hazardous waste 
management are published in the California Code of Regulations (see 8 CCR, 22 CCR, and 23 CCR).   

The project is not within an airport land use plan or within two miles of a public or private use airport. Therefore, 
no further discussion is provided for item e. 

Personal Wireless Service Facilities Background 

Three of the major types of personal wireless communication services currently in use are described below 
(information from the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) website at 
http://wireless.fcc.gov/services/index.htm?job=wtb_services_home, accessed on July 23, 2019): 

Cellular Telephone Service 

Cellular telephone service is an extension of ordinary telephone services, except that it utilizes radio waves 
instead of wire to transmit and receive telephone calls.  The cellular radiotelephone service is intended to provide 
customers with mobile telephone service over a broad geographic area.  A cellular system operates by dividing 
a large geographic service area into cells and assigning the same frequencies to multiple, non-adjacent cells.  
This is known as “frequency reuse”.  When a cellular subscriber makes or receives a call, the call is connected 
to the nearest cell site.  As a subscriber travels within a cellular provider’s service area, the cellular telephone 
call in progress is transferred, or “handed-off”, from one cell site to another without noticeable interruption.  The 
smaller and more numerous a provider’s cells are, the more it can reuse frequencies and the more users it can 
accommodate.  In addition, all the cells in a cellular system are connected to a mobile telephone switching office 
(MTSO) by wireline (landline) or microwave links.  The MTSO switches wireline-to-mobile and mobile-to-wireline 
calls between the public switched telephone network (PSTN) and the cell site.  Cellular radio systems operate 
in the 824 – 849 MHz and 869 – 894 MHz frequency range, per FCC allocation. 

Personal Communications Services (PCS) 

PCS encompasses two different licensed services offered over two different frequency bands, as well as certain 
unlicensed service.  “Narrowband” PCS operates on frequencies in the 901 – 941 MHz range and is suitable for 
offering a variety of specialized services such as Messaging and two-way paging.  “Broadband” PCS is similar 
to cellular radiotelephone service, except that PCS operates in a higher frequency band (1850 – 1990 MHz) 
which allows for a wider variety of communications services such as digital, voice, data and paging 

http://wireless.fcc.gov/services/index.htm?job=wtb_services_home
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transmissions, over the same spectrum.  Because PCS operates at a higher frequency than cellular service, 
PCS systems may require more antenna transmitters in the same geographic area. 

Wireless Communications Service (WCS) 

WCS may provide fixed, mobile, radiolocation or satellite communication services to individuals and businesses 
within their assigned spectrum block and geographical area. The WCS is capable of providing advanced wireless 
phone services which are able to pinpoint subscribers in any given locale.  WCS is used to provide a variety of 
mobile services, including an entire family of new communication devices utilizing very small, lightweight, multi-
function portable phones and advanced devices with two-way data capabilities.  WCS systems are able to 
communicate with other telephone networks as well as with personal digital assistants, allowing subscribers to 
send and receive data and/or video messages without connection to a wire.  By FCC allocation, WCS operates 
in one of two bands: 2305 – 2320 MHz and 2345 – 2360 MHz. 

Electromagnetic Fields (EMFs) and Safety Standards 

The FCC published “A Local Government Official’s Guide to Transmitting Antenna RF Emission Safety: Rules, 
Procedures, and Practical Guidance” (June 2, 2000, hereafter called RF Guide), the purpose of which is to 
ensure that the antenna facilities located in communities comply with the FCC’s limits for human exposure to 
radiofrequency (RF) electromagnetic fields.  The RF Guide explains the science of RF and the electromagnetic 
spectrum, the exposure guidelines and rules, and explains the procedures for compliance.  The FCC Office of 
Engineering and Technology has also published Bulletin 56 (and 65, an addendum) in 1999, which answers 
many common questions about RF and about exposure limits.  The RF Guide and Bulletins 56 and 65 are 
incorporated by reference and are available for review online at http://www.fcc.gov/oet/rfsafety/.  The information 
below is based entirely upon the incorporated publications. 

As discussed above, personal wireless service facilities utilize radio waves to transmit and receive telephone 
calls.  Radio waves and microwaves are forms of electromagnetic energy that are collectively described by the 
term "radiofrequency" or "RF."  RF emissions can be discussed in terms of "energy," "radiation" or "fields." 
Radiation is simply defined as the movement of energy through space in the form of waves or particles.  
Electromagnetic radiation is when both electric and magnetic energy move together.  The term "electromagnetic 
field" is used to indicate the presence of electromagnetic energy at a specific location.  Like any wave-related 
phenomenon, electromagnetic energy is described by a wavelength and a frequency.  RF signals are transmitted 
over a wide range of frequencies.  The frequency of an RF signal is expressed in terms of cycles per second, or 
“Hertz” (Hz). 

The range of wavelengths and frequencies of electromagnetic radiation is known as the electromagnetic 
spectrum.  The frequency of the wave corresponds to its energy: a high frequency wave has high energy.  Waves 
with sufficient energy are “ionizing”, that is, they are capable of stripping electrons from atoms and molecules, 
which results in a fundamental alteration of the nature of those molecules.  Only very high-frequency waves, 
such as X-rays and gamma rays, have sufficient energy to ionize atoms and molecules.  At the low-frequency 
end of the electromagnetic spectrum are low-energy, non-ionizing waves such as radio waves and visible light.  
Radiation described as non-ionizing does not have sufficient energy to alter the nature of the atoms and 
molecules it encounters. 

Electromagnetic energy is common in the environment, resulting from numerous human-made and natural 
sources.  Human-made sources include electrical wiring, utility lines, appliances, computers, and television and 
radio broadcasts.  Natural sources include the human body, the earth’s magnetic field, and visible light.  Electric 
and magnetic fields produced by every-day electrical appliances, radio waves, and microwaves are low-energy 
– even visible light is higher energy than these sources.  High-energy waves at the top of the spectrum are X-
rays and gamma rays. 

http://www.fcc.gov/oet/rfsafety/
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The rate at which an organism will absorb RF energy is specific to the type of organism – this is referred to as 
the specific absorption rate (SAR), defined as the power absorbed per mass of tissue (watts per kilogram).  
Therefore, standards for maximum safe exposure are set to limit the specific absorption rate (SAR) below a 
maximum permissible level as averaged over the human body.  The absorption of this energy can result in 
thermal effects – that is, the energy produced causes heating of the tissues.  At low-level RF radiation exposure, 
such as what is generated by appliances, cellular phones, and cellular towers, significant heating effects or 
health hazards are not observed. 

To ensure that exposure remains well below safe limits, in August 1996 the Federal Communications 
Commission (FCC) adopted guidelines for evaluating the environmental effects of radio frequency emissions 
(FCC, (1996) Report and Order, ET Docket No. 93-62 Washington, D.C.).  A subsequent Report and Order was 
issued in March 2013 (ET Docket No. 13-84 Washington, D.C.), determining that SAR is the primary and most 
appropriate metric to measure compliance. The guidelines effectively set a national radio frequency (RF) 
exposure standard based on elements of both the 1992 revision of the American National Standards Institute 
(ANSI) standard for RF exposure and the exposure criteria recommended by the National Council on Radiation 
Protection and Measurements (NCRP). 

The 1996 FCC limits for maximum permissible exposure specifies two tiers of exposure criteria, one tier for 
“controlled environments” (usually involving occupational environments) and a second, more stringent tier for 
“uncontrolled environments” (usually involving the general public).  The FCC limits set the allowable specific 
absorption rate (SAR) level from localized exposure (e.g., hand-held devices) at 1.6 watts per kilogram of tissue 
(W/kg) for the general public (uncontrolled environments), as averaged over 1 gram of tissue.  The FCC 
recommended exposure limits for generalized exposure are summarized in Table 1 of Bulletin 56, which includes 
maximum power density levels for RF energy originating from communication sites (as well as other sources).  
The levels are determined based on continuous exposure, are dependent on the frequency which is transmitted 
from the site, and are usually expressed in milliwatts per square centimeter (mW/cm²). 

Generally, personal wireless services such as cellular, PCS, and WCS transmit in a frequency range of 600 – 
2200 MHz (megahertz).  Power density limits for uncontrolled environments (i.e., general public) from 
transmitters in this range are calculated by dividing the frequency by 1500 (f/1500).  Therefore, a facility 
transmitting at a frequency of 850 MHz would have a maximum recommended power density of 0.567 mW/cm².  
At frequencies of 1500 – 100,000MHz the maximum power density is set at 1.0 mW/cm². 

Regulatory Background 

Section 704 of the Telecommunications Act of 1996 (the “1996 Act”) addresses federal, state and local 
government oversight of site selection for personal wireless service facilities such as towers for cellular, personal 
communication services, and specialized mobile radio transmitters.  The 1996 Act states the following regarding 
a local government’s jurisdiction pertaining to the environmental effects of radio frequency emissions (FCC, 
Wireless Telecommunications Bureau (1996), Fact Sheet #1 National Wireless Facilities Siting Policies, 
Washington, D.C.): 

“No state or local government or instrumentality thereof may regulate the placement, construction, and 
modification of personal wireless service facilities on the basis of the environmental effects of radio frequency 
emissions to the extent that such facilities comply with the Commission’s regulations concerning such 
emissions.” 

On January 1, 1997, the new Guidelines adopted by the FCC (referred to as “the Commission” in the 1996 Act 
section cited above) went into effect.  As discussed above, the new guidelines set a national RF exposure 
standard which is based on elements of both the 1992 revision of the ANSI/IEEE standard and the exposure 
criteria recommended by the National Council on Radiation Protection and Measurements.  In addition, the 
updated guidelines are based on recommendations from those federal agencies responsible for health and 
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safety, including the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the Center for Devices and Radiological Health 
(CDRH) of the Food and Drug Administration (FDA), the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health 
(NIOSH) and the Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA).  The FCC has stated that the updated 
guidelines will ensure that the public and workers are adequately protected from exposure to potentially harmful 
RF emissions. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a, b) Standard construction activities would require the use of hazardous materials such as fuels, oils, 
lubricants, glues, paints and paint thinners, soaps, bleach, and solvents.  These are common household and 
commercial materials routinely used by both businesses and average members of the public.  The materials only 
pose a hazard if they are improperly used, stored, or transported either through upset conditions (e.g. a vehicle 
accident) or mishandling.  In addition to construction use, the operational project would result in the use of 
common hazardous materials as well, including bleach, solvents, and herbicides.  Regulations pertaining to the 
transport of materials are codified in 49 Code of Federal Regulations 171–180, and transport regulations are 
enforced and monitored by the California Department of Transportation and by the California Highway Patrol.  
Specifications for storage on a construction site are contained in various regulations and codes, including the 
California Code of Regulations, the Uniform Fire Code, and the California Health and Safety Code.  These same 
codes require that all hazardous materials be used and stored in the manner specified on the material packaging.  
Existing regulations and programs are sufficient to ensure that potential impacts as a result of the use or storage 
of hazardous materials are reduced to less than significant levels. 

A Radio Frequency Electromagnetic Fields Exposure Report prepared for the applicant, Epic Wireless Group, 
on February 4, 2019 provides an analysis of the proposed wireless telecommunications facility, and the potential 
electromagnetic field (EMF) exposure levels anticipated with the operation of the facility. The report (Attachment 
1) uses the FCC’s Maximum Permissible Exposure (MPE) limits to determine whether or not the project will 
place individuals within allowable regulatory limits. There are no known significant biological effects associated 
with cellular facilities when they are operated at or below FCC-adopted standards.   

The report illustrates exposure levels at several different heights, expressed as a percentage of the allowable 
MPE limits.  According to the report, Verizon’s proposed site resulted in exposure levels below the FCC’s most 
stringent General Population MPE limits.  Below 22 feet in height, the exposure level to individuals is less than 
5-percent of the MPE limit.  The highest exposure levels (exceeding the recommended MPE) occur at antenna 
elevation (60 feet), within 42-feet of the proposed antenna.  The report illustrates that no structures or buildings 
are located within 42-feet of the antenna at the antenna elevation.  Although the exposure levels at the antenna 
elevation will exceed standards, access to this area is limited to RF trained personnel who have been made fully 
aware of potential for exposure, have control and know how to reduce their exposure with the use of personal 
protection equipment, as well as the ability to power down transmitters. 

Based on the analysis in the report, as well as the regulatory requirements and significance thresholds imposed 
by the FCC, the proposed project will comply with FCC regulations pertaining to RF, EMF, and wireless 
telecommunication facilities.  Impacts related to hazardous emissions exposure are less than significant.  

c) See response to Items (a) and (b) above.  While development of the site will result in the use, handling, 
and transport of materials deemed to be hazardous, the materials in question are commonly used in both 
residential and commercial applications, and include materials such as bleach and herbicides.  The project will 
not result in the use of any acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste. 
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d) The project is not located on a site that is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant 
to Government Code Section 65962.54; therefore, no impact will occur.  

e) This project is located within an area currently receiving City emergency services and development of the 
site has been anticipated and incorporated into emergency response plans.  As such, the project will cause a less 
than significant impact to the City's Emergency Response or Management Plans.   Furthermore, the project will be 
required to comply with all local, State and federal requirements for the handling of hazardous materials, which will 
ensure less-than-significant impacts.  These will require the following programs: 

 A Risk Management and Prevention Program (RMPP) is required of uses that handle toxic and/or 
hazardous materials in quantities regulated by the California Health and Safety Code and/or the City. 

 Businesses that handle toxic or hazardous materials are required to complete a Hazardous Materials 
Management Program (HMMP) pursuant to local, State, or federal requirements. 

g) The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) is the state agency responsible 
for wildland fire protection and management.  As part of that task, CAL FIRE maintains maps designating 
Wildland Fire Hazard Severity zones.  The City is not located within a Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zone, and 
is not in a CAL FIRE responsibility area; fire suppression is entirely within local responsibility. The project site is 
in an urban area, and therefore would not expose people to any risk from wildland fire. There would be no impact 
with regard to this criterion. 

X. Hydrology and Water Quality 

As described in the Open Space and Conservation Element of the City of Roseville General Plan, the City is 
located within the Pleasant Grove Creek Basin and the Dry Creek Basin.  Pleasant Grove Creek and its 
tributaries drain most of the western and central areas of the City and Dry Creek and its tributaries drain the 
remainder of the City.  Most major stream areas in the City are located within designated open space. 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Violate any water quality 
standards or waste 
discharge requirements or 
otherwise substantially 
degrade surface or ground 
water quality? 

   X 

b) Substantially decrease 
groundwater supplies or 
interfere substantially with 
groundwater recharge 
such that the project may 
impede sustainable 
groundwater management 
of the basin? 

   X 

                                                 
4 http://www.calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteseList/SectionA.htm 

http://www.calepa.ca.gov/SiteCleanup/CorteseList/SectionA.htm
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

c) Substantially alter the 
existing drainage pattern 
of the site or area, 
including through the 
alteration of the course of 
a stream or river or 
through the addition of 
impervious surfaces, in a 
manner which would: 

   X 

i) result in substantial 
erosion or siltation on 
or off-site; 

   X 

ii) substantially increase 
the rate or amount of 
surface runoff in a 
manner which would 
result in flooding on- 
or off-site; 

   X 

iii) create or contribute 
runoff water which 
would exceed the 
capacity of existing or 
planned stormwater 
systems or provide 
substantial additional 
sources of polluted 
runoff; or 

   X 

iv) impede or redirect 
flood flows? 

   X 

d) Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of a water 
quality control plan or 
sustainable groundwater 
management plan? 

   X 

e) In flood hazard, tsunami, 
or seiches zones, risk 
release of pollutants due to 
project innundation? 

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to hydrology and water quality is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines 
checklist items a–e listed above.  For checklist item a, c (i), d, and e, the Findings of the Implementing Procedures 
indicate that compliance with the City of Roseville Design/Construction Standards (Resolution 07-107), Urban 
Stormwater Quality Management and Discharge Control Ordinance (RMC Ch. 14.20), and Stormwater Quality 
Design Manual (Resolution 16-152) will prevent significant impacts related to water quality or erosion.  The 
standards require preparation of an erosion and sediment control plan for construction activities and includes 
designs to control pollutants within post-construction urban water runoff.  Likewise, it is indicated that the 
Drainage Fees for the Dry Creek and Pleasant Grove Watersheds (RMC Ch.4.48) and City of Roseville 
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Design/Construction Standards (Resolution 07-107) will prevent significant impacts related to checklist items c 
(ii) and c (iii).  The ordinance and standards require the collection of drainage fees to fund improvements that 
mitigate potential flooding impacts, and require the design of a water drainage system that will adequately convey 
anticipated stormwater flows without increasing the rate or amount of surface runoff.  These same ordinances 
and standards prevent impacts related to groundwater (items a and d), because developers are required to treat 
and detain all stormwater onsite using stormwater swales and other methods which slow flows and preserve 
infiltration.  Finally, it is indicated that compliance with the Flood Damage Prevention Ordinance (RMC Ch. 9.80) 
will prevent significant impacts related to items c (iv) and e.  The Ordinance includes standard requirements for 
all new construction, including regulation of development with the potential to impede or redirect flood flows, and 
prohibits development within flood hazard areas.  Impacts from tsunamis and seiches were screened out of the 
analysis (item e) because the project is not located near a water body or other feature that would pose a risk of 
such an event. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a,c (i),d, e) The project will be constructed in an area that is already full developed and paved with asphalt. The 
project will not increase the amount of impervious surfacing within the project area. During construction, some 
disturbance of the ground and existing paving will occur.  Disturbing the soil can allow sediment to be mobilized 
by rain or wind, and cause displacement into waterways. To address this and other issues, the developer is 
required to receive approval of a grading permit and/or improvement plans prior to the start of construction.  The 
permit or plans are required to incorporate mitigation measures for dust and erosion control. In addition, the City 
has a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) Municipal Stormwater Permit issued by the 
Central Valley Regional Water Quality Control Board which requires the City to reduce pollutants in stormwater 
to the maximum extent practicable.  The City does this, in part, by means of the City’s 2016 Design/Construction 
Standards, which require preparation and implementation of a Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan. All 
permanent stormwater quality control measures must be designed to comply with the City’s Manual for 
Stormwater Quality Control Standards for New Development, the City’s 2016 Design/Construction Standards, 
Urban Stormwater Quality Management and Discharge Control Ordinance, and Stormwater Quality Design 
Manual. For these reasons, impacts related to water quality are less than significant. 

b, d) The project does not involve the installation of groundwater wells.  The City maintains wells to supplement 
surface water supplies during multiple dry years, but the effect of groundwater extraction on the aquifer was 
addressed in the Water Supply Assessment of the Amoruso Ranch Specific Plan EIR, which included a Citywide 
water analysis.  The proposed project is consistent with the General Plan land use designation, and is thus 
consistent with the citywide Water Supply Assessment.  Project impacts related to groundwater extraction are 
less than significant.  Furthermore, all permanent stormwater quality control measures must be designed to 
comply with the Stormwater Quality Design Manual, which requires the use of bioswales and other onsite 
detention and infiltration methods.  These standards ensure that stormwater will continue to infiltrate into the 
groundwater aquifer. 

c (ii and iii))  The project has been reviewed by City Engineering staff for conformance with City ordinances 
and standards.  The project includes adequate and appropriate facilities to ensure no net increase in the amount 
or rate of stormwater runoff from the site, and which will adequately convey stormwater flows. 

c (iv) and e) The project has been reviewed by City Engineering staff for conformance with City ordinances 
and standards.  The project is not located within either the Federal Emergency Management Agency floodplain 
or the City’s Regulatory Floodplain (defined as the floodplain which will result from full buildout of the City).  
Therefore, the project will not impede or redirect flood flows, nor will it be inundated.  The proposed project is 
located within an area of flat topography and is not near a waterbody or other feature which could cause a seiche 
or tsunami. There would be no impact with regard to these criterion. 
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XI. Land Use and Planning 

The project is located within the Infill area of the City, and is not governed by a Specific Plan. The zoning 
designation and land use designation for the project is General Commercial (GC.) The project is consistent with 
the requirements of the General Plan and Zoning Ordinance. 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Physically divide an 
established community? 

   X 

b) Cause a significant 
environmental impact due 
to a conflict with any land 
use plan, policy, or 
regulation of an agency 
adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect? 

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to land use is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines checklist items a and 
b listed above.  Consistency with applicable City General Plan policies, Improvement Standards, and design 
standards is already required and part of the City’s processing of permits and plans, so these requirements do 
not appear as mitigation measures. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The subject parcel has a General Plan designation and zoning designation of GC. The General Plan 
anticipate development of the parcel, including adequate roads, pedestrian paths, and bicycle paths to provide 
connections within the community.  The project will not physically divide an established community. 

b) The proposed use is a wireless telecommunication facility, which is consistent with the GC land use and 
zoning designation. With the application for a Conditional Use Permit, the project is consistent with the Zoning 
Ordinance requirements for telecommunications facilities. No conflicts with policies adopted for the purpose of 
avoiding or mitigating an environmental effect have been identified.  

XII. Mineral Resources 

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) of 1975 requires the State Geologist to classify land into 
Mineral Resource Zones (MRZ’s) based on the known or inferred mineral resource potential of that land.  The 
California Division of Mines and Geology (CDMG) was historically responsible for the classification and 
designation of areas containing—or potentially containing—significant mineral resources, though that 
responsibility now lies with the California Geological Survey (CGS).  CDMG published Open File Report 95-10, 
which provides the mineral classification map for Placer County.  A detailed evaluation of mineral resources has 
not been conducted within the City limits, but MRZ’s have been identified.  There are four broad MRZ categories 
(MRZ-1 through MRZ-4), and only MRZ-2 represents an area of known significant mineral resources.  The City 
of Roseville General Plan EIR included Exhibit 4.1-3, depicting the location of MRZ’s in the City limits.  There is 
only one small MRZ-2 designation area, located at the far eastern edge of the City. 
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Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 

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

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to mineral resources is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines checklist 
items a and b listed above. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a–b) The project site is not in the area of the City known to include any mineral resources that would be of 
local, regional, or statewide importance; therefore, the project has no impacts on mineral resources. 

XIII. Noise 

The project is located in an urban, commercial area at 900 Riverside Ave in the City of Roseville. Auto repair 
facilities are located to the north, east, and south of the proposed project area.  Additionally, Riverside Ave (to 
the east of the proposed project) is an arterial roadway carrying high traffic volumes.  

Would the project result in: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

  X  

b) Generation of excessive 
ground borne vibration of 
ground borne noise levels? 

  X  
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

Standards for transportation noise and non-transportation noise affecting existing or proposed land uses are 
established within the City of Roseville General Plan Noise Element Table IX-1 and IX-3, and these standards 
are used as the thresholds to determine the significance of impacts related to items a and c.  The significance of 
other noise impacts is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines checklist items b and c listed above.    The Findings 
of the Implementing Procedures indicate that compliance with the City Noise Regulation (RMC Ch. 9.24) will 
prevent significant non-transportation noise as it relates to items a and b.  The Ordinance establishes noise 
exposure standards that protect noise-sensitive receptors from a variety of noise sources, including non-
transportation/fixed noise, amplified sound, industrial noise, and events on public property.  The project is not 
within an airport land use plan, within two miles of a public or public use airport and there are also no private 
airstrips in the vicinity of the project area. Therefore, item c has been ruled out from further analysis.   

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The proposed project includes an unmanned telecommunications facility, which typically generates 
minimal noise levels through the use of electrical equipment such as power supplies and cooling fans. An 
electrical generator will be on site that will activate for maintenance purposes, as well as during power outages.  
The site is surrounded by automotive repair uses to the north and south, as well as Riverside Ave (an arterial 
roadway) to the east, which generate substantially higher noise levels. It is anticipated that long-term noise 
impacts will be minimal and within the limits established by the City of Roseville Noise Ordinance, Municipal 
Code Section 9.24. Impacts related to the generation of ambient noise levels in excess of standards are less 
than significant.   

b) Surrounding uses may experience short-term increases in groundborne vibration, groundborne noise, 
and airborne noise levels during construction.  However, these increases would only occur for a short period of 
time.  When conducted during daytime hours, construction activities are exempt from Noise Ordinance 
standards, but the standards do apply to construction occurring during nighttime hours.  While the noise 
generated may be a minor nuisance, the City Noise Regulation standards are designed to ensure that impacts 
are not unduly intrusive.  Based on this, the impact is less than significant. 

XIV. Population and Housing 

The project site has a land use designation of Community Commercial.  The City of Roseville General Plan Table 
II-4 identifies the total number of residential units and population anticipated as a result of buildout of the City, 
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and the Specific Plan likewise includes unit allocations and population projections for the Plan Area.  Would the 
project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 

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

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to population and housing is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines checklist 
items a and b listed above. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The CEQA Guidelines identify several ways in which a project could have growth-inducing impacts 
(Public Resources Code Section 15126.2), either directly or indirectly.  Growth-inducement may be the result of 
fostering economic growth, fostering population growth, providing new housing, or removing barriers to growth.  
Growth inducement may be detrimental, beneficial, or of no impact or significance under CEQA.  An impact is 
only deemed to occur when it directly or indirectly affects the ability of agencies to provide needed public 
services, or if it can be shown that the growth will significantly affect the environment in some other way.  The 
project is consistent with the land use designation of the site.  The project will improve cell phone service in the 
project vicinity, but will neither directly nor indirectly influence growth in the area. There is no impact anticipated. 

b) The project will occur within a small lease area on an already paved portion of a commercial property.  
No housing exists on the project site, and there would be no impact with respect to these criteria. 

XV. Public Services 

Fire protection, police protection, park services, and library services are provided by the City.  The project is 
located within the Roseville Elementary School District and Roseville Joint Union High School District.   

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

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Fire protection?   X  

b) Police protection?   X  

c) Schools?    X 

d) Parks?    X 

e) Other public facilities?    X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to public services is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines checklist items 
a–e listed above.  The EIR for the Specific Plan addressed the level of public services which would need to be 
provided in order to serve planned growth in the community.  Development Agreements and other conditions 
have been adopted in all proposed growth areas of the City which identify the physical facilities needed to serve 
growth, and the funding needed to provide for the construction and operation of those facilities and services; the 
project is consistent with the Specific Plan.  In addition, the project has been routed to the various public service 
agencies, both internal and external, to ensure that the project meets the agencies’ design standards (where 
applicable) and to provide an opportunity to recommend appropriate conditions of approval. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) Maintenance employees may require the services of the Roseville Fire Department in the event of an 
emergency. Existing City codes and regulations require adequate water pressure in the water lines, and 
construction must comply with the Uniform Fire and Building Codes used by the City of Roseville.  Additionally, 
the applicant is required to pay a fire service construction tax, which is used for purchasing capital facilities for 
the Fire Department.  Existing codes, regulations, funding agreements, and facilities plans are sufficient to 
ensure less than significant impacts. 

b)  Maintenance employees may require the services of the Roseville Police Department in the event of 
an emergency. Pursuant to the Development Agreement for the project area, the developer is required to pay 
fees into a Community Facilities District, which provides funding for police services.  Sales taxes and property 
taxes resulting from the development will add revenue to the General Fund, which also serves to fund police 
services.  Existing codes, regulations, funding agreements, and facilities plans are sufficient to ensure less 
than significant impacts. 

c-e) The project will have no impact on schools, parks, or other public facilities.  

XVI. Recreation 

The nearest park to the project site is Cresthaven Park, which is located approximately 1,900 linear feet away 
from the project site.  
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Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Would the  project 
increase the use of 
existing neighborhood and 
regional parks or other 
recreational facilities such 
that physical deterioration 
of the facility would occur 
or be accelerated? 

   X 

b) Does the project include 
recreational facilities or 
require the construction or 
expansion of recreational 
facilities which might have 
an adverse physical effect 
on the environment? 

   X 

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to recreation services is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines checklist 
items a–b listed above.   

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a-b) The project will have no impact on any recreational facilities. 

XVII. Transportation 

The project is located at 900 Riverside Avenue, near the intersection of Riverside Avenue and Cirby Way. Both 
Riverside Ave and Cirby Way are major arterials with transit facilities in the City of Roseville. Four bus stops are 
located within 600 feet of the project. 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Conflict with a program, 
plan, ordinance or policy 
addressing the circulation 
system, including transit, 
roadway, bicycle, and 
pedestrian facilities? 

   X 

b) Conflict or be inconsistent 
with CEQA Guidelines 
Section 15064.3, 
subdivision (b)? 

  X  
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

   X 

d) Result in inadequate 
emergency access? 

  X  

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 indicates that a project’s effect on automobile delay cannot be considered a 
significant impact, and directs transportation system analysis to focus on vehicle miles traveled (VMT), per 
checklist item b.  However, the CEQA Guidelines also include consistency with a program, plan, or policy 
addressing transportation systems as an area of potential environmental effects (checklist item a).  The City has 
adopted the following plans, ordinances, or policies applicable to this checklist item: Pedestrian Master Plan, 
Bicycle Master Plan, and Short-Range Transit Plan, and General Plan Circulation Element.  The project is 
evaluated for consistencies with these plans and the policies contained within them, which includes an analysis 
of delay.  The Circulation Element of the General Plan establishes Level of Service C or better as an acceptable 
operating condition at all signalized intersections during a.m. and p.m. peak hours.  Exceptions to this policy may 
be made by the City Council, but a minimum of 70% of all signalized intersections must maintain LOS C.  The 
Findings of the Implementing Procedures indicate that compliance with the Traffic Mitigation Fee (RMC Ch. 4.44) 
will fund roadway projects and improvements necessary to maintain the City’s Level of Service standards for 
projects consistent with the General Plan and related Specific Plan.  An existing plus project conditions (short-
term) traffic impact study may be required for projects with unique trip generation or distribution characteristics, 
in areas of local traffic constraints, or to study the proposed project access.  A cumulative plus project conditions 
(long-term) study is required if a project is inconsistent with the General Plan or Specific Plan and would generate 
more than 50 pm peak-hour trips.  The guidelines for traffic study preparation are found in the City of Roseville 
Design and Construction Standards–Section 4. 

For checklist item b, the CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.3 establishes a detailed process for evaluating the 
significance of transportation impacts.  In accordance with this section, the analysis must focus on the generation 
of vehicle miles traveled (VMT).  Projects within one-half mile of either an existing major transit stop5 or a stop 
along an existing high quality transit corridor6 should be presumed to have less than significant impacts, as 
should any project which will decrease VMT when compared with the existing conditions.  VMT may be analyzed 
qualitatively if existing models or methods are not available to estimate VMT for a particular project; this will 
generally be appropriate for discussions of construction traffic VMT. 

Impacts with regard to items c and d are assessed based on the expert judgment of the City Engineer and City 
Fire Department, as based upon facts and consistency with the City’s Design and Construction Standards. 

                                                 
5 A site containing an existing rail transit station, a ferry terminal served by either a bus or rail transit service, or the intersection of 

two or more major bus routes with a frequency of service interval of 15 minutes or less during the morning and afternoon peak 

commute periods. (Public Resources Code Section 21064.3) 
6 A corridor with fixed route bus service at service intervals of 15 minutes or less during peak commute hours. 
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Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The City of Roseville has adopted a Pedestrian Master Plan, Bicycle Master Plan, and Short-Range 
Transit Plan.  The project was reviewed for consistency with these documents.  The project does not require any 
new roadway, pedestrian, bicycle, or transit facilities.  Access to the proposed monopine’s lease area will be 
provided via existing roadways and driveways on private property. No impact is anticipated. 

b) The project is an unmanned wireless telecommunications facility. Employees will occasionally visit the 
project site to maintain the structure. In addition, the project site is located within 600 feet of four transit stops 
along a major arterial roadway, per the Significance Threshold established above, impacts are assumed to be 
less than significant for project within one-half mile of existing transit. 

c, d) The project has been reviewed by the City Engineering and City Fire Department staff, and has been 
found to be consistent with the City’s Design Standards.  Furthermore, standard conditions of approval added to 
all City project require compliance with Fire Codes and other design standards.  Compliance with existing 
regulations ensure that impacts are less than significant. 

XVIII. Tribal Cultural Resources 

As described within the Open Space and Conservation Element of the City of Roseville General Plan, the 
Roseville region was within the territory of the Nisenan (also Southern Maidu or Valley Maidu).  Two large 
permanent Nisenan habitation sites have been identified and protected within the City’s open space (in Maidu 
Park).  Numerous smaller cultural resources, such as midden deposits and bedrock mortars, have also been 
recorded in the City.  A majority of documented sites within the City are located in areas designated for open 
space uses. 

Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a Tribal Cultural Resource as defined 
in Public Resources Code Section 21074 as either a site, feature, place, cultural landscape that is geographically 
defined in terms of the size and scope of the landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California 
Native American tribe, and that is: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Listed or eligible for listing 
in the California Register 
of Historical Resources, or 
in a local register of 
historical resources as 
defined in Public 
Resources Code section 
5020.1(k)? 

   X 
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Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

b) A resource determined by 
the lead agency, in its 
discretion and supported 
by substantial evidence, to 
be significant pursuant to 
criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 
5024.1?  In applying the 
criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public 
Resources Code Section 
5024.1 the lead agency 
shall consider the 
significance of the 
resource to a California 
Native American tribe. 

  X  

 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

In addition to archeological resources, tribal cultural resources are also given particular treatment.  Tribal cultural 
resources are defined in Public Resources Code Section 21074, as either 1) a site, feature, place, 
geographically-defined cultural landscape, sacred place, or object with cultural value to a California Native 
American Tribe, that is listed or eligible for listing on the California Register or Historical Resources, or on a local 
register of historical resources or as 2) a resource determined by the lead agency, supported by substantial 
evidence, to be significant according to the historical register criteria in Public Resources Code section 5024.1(c), 
and considering the significance of the resource to a California Native American Tribe. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) The project site is fully developed, and there are no known cultural resources on site.  However, standard 
mitigation measures apply which are designed to reduce impacts to any previously undiscovered resources, 
should any be found on-site.  The measure requires an immediate cessation of work, and contact with the 
appropriate agencies to address the resource before work can resume.  Project-specific impacts are anticipated 
to be less than significant. 

b) Notice of the proposed project was mailed to tribes which had requested such notice pursuant to AB 52.  
A request for consultation was received by City staff on July 22, 2019.  Staff corresponded with representatives 
from the United Auburn Indian Community to ensure mitigation for protection in the event of an unanticipated 
discovery, as well as to reflect that a Tribal Monitor has been requested and approved through the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) Section 106 process. As discussed in item a, above, no resources are known 
to occur in the area.  However, standard mitigation measures apply which are designed to reduce impacts to 
resources, should any be found on-site.  The measure requires an immediate cessation of work, and contact 
with the appropriate agencies to address the resource before work can resume.  Project-specific impacts are 
anticipated to be less than significant. 

Mitigation Measures: 

TCR -1: If subsurface deposits believed to be cultural or human in origin, or tribal cultural resources, are 
discovered during construction, all work shall halt within a 50-foot radius of the discovery, and the developer 
shall immediately notify the City of Roseville Development Services Director. The City of Roseville will notify the 
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consulting tribes of the discovery, and a tribal representative shall have the opportunity to determine whether or 
not the find represents a tribal cultural resource.  If a response is not received within five days of notification, the 
City will deem this portion of the measure completed in good faith as long as the notification was made and 
documented.  The developer shall retain a qualified professional archaeologist, meeting the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for prehistoric and historic archaeology and subject to approval 
by the City, to evaluate the significance of the find and develop appropriate management recommendations.  All 
management recommendations shall be provided to the City in writing for the City’s review and approval.  If 
recommended by the qualified professional and approved by the City, this may include modification of the no-
work radius. The following notifications shall apply, depending on the nature of the find, subject to the review 
and approval of the City: 

 Work may resume immediately, and no agency notifications are required if: 1) the professional 
archeologist determines that the find does not represent a tribal cultural resource and, if a response from 
a tribal representative was received within five days 2) the tribal representative determines that the find 
does not represent a tribal cultural resource or determines that no further action is necessary. 

 If the professional archaeologist determines that the find does represent a cultural resource from any 
time period or cultural affiliation, the City shall be notified immediately, to consult on a finding of eligibility 
and implementation of appropriate treatment measures, if the find is determined to be a Historical 
Resource under CEQA, as defined in Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. Work shall not resume 
within the no-work radius until the City, through consultation as appropriate, determines that the site 
either: 1) is not a Historical Resource under CEQA, as defined in Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA 
Guidelines; or 2) that the treatment measures have been completed to its satisfaction. 

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

 If the find includes human remains, or remains that are potentially human, the construction supervisor or 
on-site archaeologist shall ensure reasonable protection measures are taken to protect the discovery 
from disturbance (AB 2641) and shall notify the City and Placer County Coroner (per § 7050.5 of the 
Health and Safety Code). The provisions of § 7050.5 of the California Health and Safety Code, § 5097.98 
of the California Public Resources Code, and Assembly Bill 2641 shall be implemented. If the Coroner 
determines the remains are Native American and not the result of a crime scene, the Coroner will notify 
the Native American Heritage Commission, which then will designate a Native American Most Likely 
Descendant (MLD) for the project (§ 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code). The designated MLD will 
have 48 hours from the time access to the property is granted to make recommendations concerning 
treatment of the remains. If the landowner does not agree with the recommendations of the MLD, the 
NAHC can mediate (§ 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code). If no agreement is reached, the landowner 
must rebury the remains where they will not be further disturbed (§ 5097.98 of the Public Resources 
Code). This will also include either recording the site with the NAHC or the appropriate Information 
Center; using an open space or conservation zoning designation or easement; or recording a 
reinternment document with the county in which the property is located (AB 2641). Work shall not resume 
within the no-work radius until the City, through consultation as appropriate, determines that the treatment 
measures have been completed to its satisfaction. 
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XIX. Utilities and Service Systems 

Would the project: 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Require or result in the 
relocation or construction 
of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or 
storm water drainage, 
electric power, natural gas, 
or telecommunications 
facilities, the construction 
or relocation of which 
could cause significant 
environmental effects? 

  X  

b) Have sufficient water 
supplies available to serve 
the project and reasonably 
foreseeable future 
development during 
normal, dry, and multiple 
dry years? 

  X  

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

   X 

d) Generate solid waste in 
excess of State or local 
standards, or in excess of 
the capacity of local 
infrastructure, or otherwise 
impair the attainment of 
solid waste reduction 
goals? 

  X  

e) Comply with federal, state, 
and local management 
and reduction statutes and 
regulations related to solid 
waste? 

  X  

 
 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to utilities and service systems is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines 
checklist items a–e listed above. 
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Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a) Minor additional infrastructure will be constructed within the project site to tie the project into the major 
systems, but these facilities will be constructed in locations where site development is already occurring as part 
of the overall project; there are no additional substantial impacts specific or particular to the minor infrastructure 
improvements. 

b) The project is an unmanned telecommunications facility and will not generate additional water use on the 
project site. The City of Roseville 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP), adopted May 2016, estimates 
water demand and supply for the City through the year 2040, based on existing land use designations and 
population projections.  In addition, the Amoruso Ranch Water Supply Assessment (AR WSA, Appendix E of the 
Amoruso Ranch FEIR), dated May 2016, estimates water demand and supply for ultimate General Plan buildout.  
The project is consistent with existing land use designations, and is therefore consistent with the assumptions of 
the UWMP and AR WSA.  The UWMP indicates that existing water supply sources are sufficient to meet all near 
term needs, estimating an annual water demand of 45,475 acre-feet per year (AFY) by the year 2020 and existing 
surface and recycled water supplies in the amount of 70,421 AFY.  The AR WSA estimates a Citywide buildout 
demand of 64,370 AFY when including recycled water, and of 59,657 AFY of potable water.  The AR WSA 
indicates that surface water supply is sufficient to meet demand during normal rainfall years, but is insufficient 
during single- and multiple-dry years.  However, the City’s UWMP establishes mandatory water conservation 
measures and the use of groundwater to offset reductions in surface water supplies.  Both the UWMP and AR 
WSA indicate that these measures, in combination with additional purchased water sources, will ensure that 
supply meets projected demand.  The project, which is consistent with existing land use designations, would not 
require new or expanded water supply entitlements. 

c) The proposed project does not include any facilities that would generate wastewater. There is no impact 
on wastewater treatment facilities as a result of this project.  

d, e) The Western Placer Waste Management Authority is the regional agency handling recycling and waste 
disposal for Roseville and surrounding areas. The regional waste facilities include a Material Recovery Facility 
(MRF) and the Western Regional Sanitary Landfill (WRSL). Currently, the WRSL is permitted to accept up to 
1,900 tons of municipal solid waste per day. According to the solid waste analysis of the Amoruso Ranch Specific 
Plan FEIR, under current projected development conditions the WRSL has a projected lifespan extending 
through 2058.  There is sufficient existing capacity to serve the proposed project.  Though the project will 
contribute incrementally to an eventual need to find other means of waste disposal, this impact of City buildout 
has already been disclosed and mitigation applied as part of each Specific Plan the City has approved, including 
the most recent Amoruso Ranch Specific Plan.  All residences and business in the City pay fees for solid waste 
collection, a portion of which is collected to fund eventual solid waste disposal expansion.  The project will not 
result in any new impacts associated with major infrastructure.  The project is an unmanned telecommunications 
facility and will generate little to no solid waste. Environmental Utilities staff has reviewed the project for 
consistency with policies, codes, and regulations related to waste disposal and waste reduction regulations and 
policies and has found that the project design is in compliance. 
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XX. Wildfire 

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

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

a) Substantially impair an 
adopted emergency 
response plan or 
emergency evacuation 
plan? 

   X 

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

   X 

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

   X 

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

   X 

 
 
Thresholds of Significance and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to utilities and service systems is based directly on the CEQA Guidelines 
checklist items a–d listed above.  The California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection (CAL FIRE) is the 
state agency responsible for wildland fire protection and management.  As part of that task, CAL FIRE maintains 
maps designating Wildland Fire Hazard Severity zones.  The City is not located within a Very High Fire Hazard 
Severity Zone, and is not in a CAL FIRE responsibility area; fire suppression is entirely within local responsibility. 
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Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a–d) Checklist questions a–d above do not apply, because the project site is not within a Very High Fire Hazard 
Severity Zone and is not in a CAL FIRE responsibility area. 

XXI. Mandatory Findings of Significance 

Environmental Issue 
Potentially 

Significant Impact 
Less Than Significant 

With Mitigation 
Less Than 

Significant Impact 
No 

Impact 

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

  X  

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

  X  

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

  X  
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Significance Criteria and Regulatory Setting: 

The significance of impacts related to mandatory findings of significance is based directly on the CEQA 
Guidelines checklist items a–c listed above. 

Discussion of Checklist Answers: 

a–c) Long term environmental goals are not impacted by the proposed project.  The cumulative impacts do 
not deviate beyond what was contemplated in the General Plan EIR, and applicable mitigation measures have 
been incorporated with the General Plan EIR and with this project.  With implementation of the City’s Mitigating 
Ordinances, Guidelines, and Standards and best management practices, mitigation measures described in this 
chapter, and permit conditions, the proposed project will not have a significant impact on the habitat of any plant 
or animal species. Based on the foregoing, the proposed project does not have the potential to degrade the 
quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of any wildlife species, or create adverse effects on 
human beings.



Last Revised March 2019 

ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION: 

In reviewing the site specific information provided for this project and acting as Lead Agency, the City of 
Roseville, Development Services Department, Planning Division has analyzed the potential environmental 
impacts created by this project and determined that with mitigation the impacts are less than significant. As 
demonstrated in the initial study checklist, there are no “project specific significant effects which are peculiar to 
the project or site” that cannot be reduced to less than significant effects through mitigation (CEQA Section 
15183) and therefore an EIR is not required. Therefore, on the basis of the foregoing initial study:  

 [ X ]   I find that the proposed project COULD, but with mitigation agreed to by the applicant, clearly will 
not have a significant effect on the environment and a MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION has been 
prepared. 

Initial Study Prepared by: 

Shelby Vockel                              7/25/2019 
 
Shelby Vockel, Associate Planner 
City of Roseville, Development Services – Planning Division 

Attachments: 

1. Radio Frequency Electromagnetic Fields Exposure Report, Dtech Communications, February 4, 2019 
2. Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Program 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM
Project Title/File Number: INFILL PCL 178 – Verizon Riverside Monopine/ File #PL19-0040 

Project Location: 900 Riverside 

Project Description: 

Request for a Conditional Use Permit to construct a new 68-foot-tall monopine 
telecommunications facility. The tower will be located within a 30’x20’ lease 
area with outdoor equipment, on a 4’x15’ concrete slab.  The lease area will be 
enclosed with a six-foot-tall chain link fence with privacy slats. 

Environmental Document Mitigated Negative Declaration 

Project Applicant: Celeste Magennis, Epic Wireless 

Property Owner: BMP II LLC 

Lead Agency Contact Person: Shelby Vockel, Associate Planner 

Section 21081.6 of the California Public Resources Code requires public agencies to "adopt a reporting and 
monitoring program for the changes to the project which it has adopted or made a condition of project approval 
in order to mitigate or avoid significant effects on the environment."  This Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting 
Program has been adopted for the purpose of avoiding environmental impacts 

MONITORING PROCESS:  Existing monitoring mechanisms are in place that assist the City of Roseville in meeting 
the intent of CEQA.  These existing monitoring mechanisms eliminate the need to develop new monitoring 
processes for each mitigation measure. These mechanisms include grading plan review and approval, 
improvement/building plan review and approval and on-site inspections by City Departments.  Given that these 
monitoring processes are requirements of the project, they are not included in the mitigation monitoring program. 

It shall be the responsibility of the project applicant/owner to provide written notification to the City using the Mitigation 
Verification Cover Sheet and Forms, in a timely manner, of the completion of each Mitigation Measure as identified 
on the following pages.  The City will verify that the project is in compliance with the adopted Mitigation Monitoring 
and Reporting Program.  Any non-compliance will be reported by the City to the applicant/owner, and it shall be the 
project applicant’s/owner’s responsibility to rectify the situation by bringing the project into compliance.  The purpose 
of this program is to ensure diligent and good faith compliance with the Mitigation Measures which have been 
adopted as part of the project. 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT – PLANNING DIVISION 
311 Vernon Street, Roseville, CA  95678 (916) 774-5276  
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TABLE OF MITIGATION MEASURES 

Mitigation Measure Implementation Timing Reviewing Party Documents to be 
Submitted to City 

Staff Use Only 

TCR 1 -  Unanticipated Discovery  

 

If subsurface deposits believed to be cultural or human in origin, or tribal cultural resources, 
are discovered during construction, all work shall halt within a 50-foot radius of the discovery, 
and the developer shall immediately notify the City of Roseville Development Services 
Director. The City of Roseville will notify the consulting tribes of the discovery, and a tribal 
representative shall have the opportunity to determine whether or not the find represents a 
tribal cultural resource.  If a response is not received within five days of notification, the City 
will deem this portion of the measure completed in good faith as long as the notification was 
made and documented.  The developer shall retain a qualified professional archaeologist, 
meeting the Secretary of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards for prehistoric and 
historic archaeology and subject to approval by the City, to evaluate the significance of the 
find and develop appropriate management recommendations.  All management 
recommendations shall be provided to the City in writing for the City’s review and approval.  
If recommended by the qualified professional and approved by the City, this may include 
modification of the no-work radius. The following notifications shall apply, depending on the 
nature of the find, subject to the review and approval of the City: 

• Work may resume immediately, and no agency notifications are required if: 1) the 
professional archeologist determines that the find does not represent a tribal cultural 
resource and, if a response from a tribal representative was received within five days 
2) the tribal representative determines that the find does not represent a tribal cultural 
resource or determines that no further action is necessary. 

• If the professional archaeologist determines that the find does represent a cultural 
resource from any time period or cultural affiliation, the City shall be notified 
immediately, to consult on a finding of eligibility and implementation of appropriate 
treatment measures, if the find is determined to be a Historical Resource under 
CEQA, as defined in Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines. Work shall not 
resume within the no-work radius until the City, through consultation as appropriate, 
determines that the site either: 1) is not a Historical Resource under CEQA, as 
defined in Section 15064.5(a) of the CEQA Guidelines; or 2) that the treatment 
measures have been completed to its satisfaction. 

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

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

In the event of the discovery of 
subsurface deposits believed to be 
cultural or human in origin, or tribal 
cultural resources, the mitigation 
measure shall be implemented as 
prescribed. 

Construction: in the event of the 
discovery of subsurface deposits 
believed to be cultural or human in 
origin, or tribal cultural resources. 

Planning   



Code). If no agreement is reached, the landowner must rebury the remains where they will 
not be further disturbed (§ 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code). This will also include either 
recording the site with the NAHC or the appropriate Information Center; using an open space 
or conservation zoning designation or easement; or recording a reinternment document with 
the county in which the property is located (AB 2641). Work shall not resume within the no-
work radius until the City, through consultation as appropriate, determines that the treatment 
measures have been completed to its satisfaction. 



 

 
 

MITIGATION VERIFICATION SUBMITTAL COVER SHEET 

Project Title/Planning File #  

Project Address  

Property Owner  

Planning Division Contact  

SUMMARY OF VERIFICATION MATERIALS INCLUDED IN THIS SUBMITTAL 

Mitigation Measure Supporting Attachments Included 
Date 

Complete 

   

   

   

   

   

   

   

I HAVE ATTACHED THE FOLLOWING REQUIRED ITEMS: 

☐  Table of Applicable Mitigation Measures 

☐  Mitigation Verification Form(s) 

☐  Specific supporting documentation required by measure(s), if applicable (e.g. biologist’s report) 

I hereby certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that I am the property owner or an agent of the 
property owner and am authorized to submit this Mitigation Verification Form.  I also certify that the above-listed mitigation 
measures have been completed in the manner required, and that all of the information in this submittal is true and correct, to 
the best of my knowledge: 

     

Signature and Date  Print Name  Contact Number 

DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
311 Vernon Street, Roseville, CA 95678 (916) 774-5276  



MITIGATION VERIFICATION FORM 

Mitigation Measure            

Description of Monitoring and Verification Work Performed.  The following information is a required part of the description: 
dates, personnel names or titles, and the stage/phase of construction work.  Additional notes sheets may be attached, if 
necessary, or the below may simply reference a separate attachment that provides the required information. 

 

 



INSTRUCTIONS 

COVER SHEET: 

A Cover Sheet for the project/development is prepared by City staff, with the top portion filled out.  Each time Mitigation 
Verification Forms(s) are being submitted, a Cover Sheet completed by the Developer, Contractor, or Designee is 
required.  An example of a completed summary table is provided below.  The signature on the Cover Sheet must be 
original wet ink. 

EXAMPLE MITIGATION VERIFICATION SUBMITTAL COVER SHEET 

Project Title/Planning File # New Coffee Shop, PL15-0000 

Project Address 10 Justashort Street 

Property Owner Jane Owner 

Planning Division Contact Joe Planner, Associate Planner, (916) 774-#### 

 

SUMMARY OF VERIFICATION MATERIALS INCLUDED IN THIS SUBMITTAL 

Mitigation 
Measure 

Supporting Attachments Included Date Complete 

MM-3 Copy of survey report signed by biologist 5/10/2016 

MM-4 All information included in Mitigation Verification Form 5/12/2016 

MM-5 E-mail from Air District approving Dust Control Plan 5/05/2016 

 



MITIGATION VERIFICATION FORM: 

A Mitigation Verification Form is provided by City staff, along with the Cover Sheet and Table of Applicable Mitigation 
Measures.  A form is filled in and submitted for each mitigation measure by the Developer, Contractor, or Designee.  The 
form needs only the mitigation number to be filled in, along with the Description of Monitoring and Verification Work 
Performed.  Multiple forms may be submitted simultaneously, under one cover sheet.  It is also permissible to submit a 
form for each part of a measure, on separate dates.  For instance, in the example measure MM-4 in the table above, the 
actual mitigation requires informing construction workers and retaining a qualified archeologist if resources are uncovered.  
Thus, a developer may submit a form in May certifying that construction workers have been informed, and also submit a 
second copy of the form in July because resources were discovered and additional actions had to be undertaken. 

Each mitigation measure specifies the type of supporting documentation required; this must be submitted in order for the 
City to accept the mitigation as complete.  An example of a completed Mitigation Verification Form is provided below. 

EXAMPLE  
MITIGATION VERIFICATION FORM 

Mitigation Measure MM3 

Description of Monitoring and Verification Work Performed.  The following information is a required part of the description: 
dates, personnel names or titles, and the stage/phase of construction work.  Additional notes sheets may be attached, if 
necessary, or the below may simply reference a separate attachment that provides the required information. 

 

The mitigation measure text is included on the Improvement Plans General Notes page (Improvement Plan EN15-0001).  
On May 4, 2016, prior to any ground-disturbing activities (the pre-construction phase), a site meeting was held.  At this 
meeting, workers on the site were informed of the potential to unearth remains, and were instructed to cease work and 
notify their supervisor immediately if any resources were observed. 
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